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THE DEBATES 


— OF THE — 


SENATE OF CANADA 


— IN THE — 


FOURTH SESSION OF THE SIXTH PARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF 
CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON 
THURSDAY, THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF JANUARY, IN THE 
FIFTY-THIRD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HE my Government has strongly represented to Her 
T SENATE. Majesty's Ministers the necessity of protecting our 


shipping, while engaged in their lawful calling, as 
Ottawa, Thursday, January 16th, 1890. he Ad agaist the. assumption. by any 


- nation of exclusive proprietory rights in those waters. 
Toe SPEAKER took the Chair at | I feel confident that those representations have had 
2:30 p. m. due weight, and I hope to be enabled during the 


present Session to assure you that all differences on 
Prayers and routine proceedings, eben Son are in the course of satisfactory adjust- 


Having observed the close attention which has 
recently been given by the Imperial authorities and 
on the continent of Europe to the improvement in 
the methods of catching, curing and packing fish, I 
deemed it expedient to cause a Commission to be 
sent to Scotland and Holland to examine and rere 
upon this subject during the fishing season. The 
report of the delegates will be laid before you ; it will, 
I am sure, give our fishermen most valuable infor- 
mation and instruction as to the best means of im- 
proving and developing this important industry. 

My Ministers have carefully considered the difficul- 
ties which surround the administration of the rights 
of the Dominion in its foreshores, harbors, lakes and 
rivers, and a measure will be submitted to you for 
removing uncertainty as to the respective rights of the 
Dominion and of the Provinces, and for preventing 
confusion in the titles thereto. 

The report of the Royal Commission on Labor, 
which was laid before you during the last Session, has 
been distributed Er der the country. I have 
reason to believe that the information which it con- 
tains will be found eminently useful in suggestin 
improvements in the administration of the laws whic 
affect the working classes. Measures for the amend- 
ment of those laws, so far as they come within the 
jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada, will be 
submitted for your consideration. 

The early termination of the Acts of incorporation 
of the principal banking institutions of the Dominion 
necessitates a review of our present system of banking 
and an adjustment of the terms under which the 
Charters of these corporations should be renewed. 
Your attention will drawn to this important 
subject. 

Certain amendments to the Acts relating to the 
North-West Territories, calculated to facilitate the 

In uence of the repeated seizures by cruisers | administration of affairs in that region, as also a Bill 
of the United States Navy of Canadian vessels, | further to promote the efficiency of the North-West 
while employed in the capture of seals in that part | Mounted Police, will be submitted for your consider- 
of the Northern Pacific Ocean known as Behring Sea, ation. 


THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE. 


At Three o’clock p. m. His ExCELLENCY 
THE GOVERNOR GENERAL proceeded in 
state to the Senate Chamber, in the Parlia- 
ment Buildings, and took his seat upon 
the Throne. The members of the Senate 
being assembled, His Exctllency was 

leased to command the attendance of the 
House of Commons, and that House being 
present, His Excellency was pleased to 
open the Fourta Session of the SIxTH 

ARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA, 
with the following Speech :— 


Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate : 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


° 


In calling you together « for the consideration 
of public affairs, I may fairly congratulate you ona 
continuance of the progress and prosperity of the 
country. és 3 

During the recess I visited Manitoba and the North- 
West Territories and British Columbia, and every- 
where I found myself received with the loyalty and 

-will which I have learned to be characteristic of 

anada. A comparison of my own observations with 

those of ny predecessor shows clearly the great pro- 

whi marked this part cf the Dominion, in 

the settlement of the country and in the develop- 

ment of its t agricultural capabilities, of its mineral 
wealth and of its other nat resources. 


LL em 
rN qe 


Measures will be laid before you relating to bills of 


exchange and promissory notes, to improve the laws 
respecting pans of invention and discovery, to 
amend the Adulteration Act, and the law respecting 
the Inland Revenue, to amend also the Act yl ware 
the Geological and Natural History Survey of Canada, 
and to provide for the better organization of the 
National Printing Establishment. 


Gentlemen of the House of Commons: 


The accounts for the past year will be laid before 
ou. It will be found that the estimates of revenue 
ave been realized, and that after having fully provided 

for the various public services of the country, a sub- 
stantial surplus will remain. The Estimates for next 
year have n framed with a due regard to the 
requirements of the Public Service. 


Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate : 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


I commit these weighty matters, and all others which 
may come before you, to your earnest consideration 
éd I rely upon your wisdom and prudence to deal 
with them in the manner which, under Divine Provid- 
ence, may prove most conducive to the happiness and 
prosperity of Canada. 


NEW SENATORS. 


The following newly appointed Senators 
were introduced and took their seats :— 

Hon. SAMUEL PROWSE. 

Hon, CHARLES ARKEL BOULTON. 

Hon. JAMES ALEXANDER LOUGHEED. 


FIRST READING. 


Bill “An Act Relating to Railways.”— 
(Mr. Abbott.) 


The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, January 17th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the chair at 316 


p. m. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 
THE ADDRESS. 


MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved 


That the following Address be presented to His 
Excellency the Governor General, to offer the respect- 
ful thanks of this House to His Excellency for the 

ious Speech he has been pleased to make to both 
ouses of Parliament : namely :— 

To His Exce.tLency the Right Honorable 
Sir FREDERICK ARTHUR STANLEY, Baron 
Stanley of Preston, in the County of 
Lancaster, in the Peerage of Great 
Britain; Knight Grand Cross of the 


q 
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Most Honorable Order of the Bath, 
Governor General of Canada and Vice- 
Admiral of the same 


May IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENOY :— 


We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the 
Senate of Canada in Parliament assembled, humbly 
thank Your Excellency for your gracious Speech at 
the opening of this Session. 

We rejoice that Your Excellency on calling us to- 
gether again for the consideration of Public affairs 
can with justice congratulate us on a continuance of 
the progress and prosperity of the country. 

It affords us great pleasure to learn that during the 
recess Your Excellency visited Manitoba, the North- 
West Territories and British Columbia, and that 
everywhere Your Excellency found yourself received 
with the loyalty and good will which you iously 
say you have learned to be characteristic of Canada. 
It is gratifying to us to find that a comparison of 

our en em id Ne with those of 
your predecessors shows clearly the great progress 
which has marked this part of the Dominion, in the 
settlement of the country and in the development of 
its great agricultural capabilities, of its mineral 
wealth and cf its other natural resources. 

We receive with a full sense of ita im 
announcement that, in consequence of the repeated 
seizures by cruisers of the United States navy of 
Canadian vessels, while pores in the capture of 
seals in that part of the Northern Pacific Ocean known 
as Behring Sea, Your Excellency’s Government has 
strongly represented to Her Majesty’s Ministers the 
necessity of protecting our shipping, while en i 


rtance the 


in 
their lawful calling, as well as guarding against the 
assumption by any nation of exclusive proprietory 


‘| rights in those waters. We beg leave to assure Your 


Excellency of our confidence that those representations 
have had due, weight, and we trust that your hope of 
being enabled during the present Session to assure us 
that all differences on this question are in the course 
of satisfactory adjustment will be realized. 

We are glad to learn that, having observed the close 
attention which, has recently been given by the Impe- 
rial authorities and on the Continent of Europe to 
the improvement in the methods of catching, curing 
and packing fish, Your Excellency deemed it expe- 
dient to cause a Commission to be sent to Scotland 
and Holland to examine and report upon this subject 
during the fishing season, and that the report of the 
delegates will be laid before us. It will, we are sure, 
ive our fishermen most valuable information and 
instruction as to the best means of improving and 
developing this important industry. 

We receive with interest the information that Your 
Excellency’s Ministers have carefully considered the 
difficulties which surround the administration of the 
rights of the Dominion in its foreshores, harbo 

es and rivers, and that a measure will be submit 
to us for removing uncertainty as to the respective 
rights of the Dominion and of the Provinces, and for 
preventing confusion in the titles thereto. 

We thank Your Excellency for informing us that 
the report of the Royal ‘Coniniieaion on Labor, 
which was laid before us during the last Session, has 
been distributed throughout the country. Wedo not 
doubt that the information which it contains will be 
found eminently useful in suggesting improvements 
in the administration of the laws which affect the 
working classes, and we hear with satisfaction that 
measures for the amendment of those laws, so far as 
they come within the jurisdiction of the Parliament 
of Canada, will be submitted for our consideration. 

Your Excellency has been pleased to announce to 
us that the early termination of the Acts of incorpor- 
ation of the principal banking institutions of the 
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Dominion necessitates a review of our present system 
of banking and an adjustment of the terms under 
which the charters of these corporations should be 
renewed. We beg leave to say that we shall not fail 
to give our most careful attention to this important 
subject. 

e are gratified to learn that certain amendments 
to the Acts relating to the North-West Territories, 
calculated to facilitate the administration of affairs in 
that region, as also that a Bill further to promote the 
efficiency of the North-West Mounted Police, will be 
submitted for our consideration. 

We also thank Your Excellency for informing us 
that measures will be laid before us relating to Bills 
of Exchange and Promissory Notes, to mnprove the 
laws ting patents of invention and discovery, 
to amend the Adulteration Act, and the law respect- 
ing the Inland Revenue; to amend also the Act 
cg laa the Geological and Natural History Survey 
of Canada, and to provide for the better organization 
of the National Printing Establishment. 

We humbly beg leave to assure Your Excellency 
that these weighty matters, and all others which may 
come before us, shall receive the careful consideration 
from us which you have been graciously pl to 
invite, and also to assure Your Excellency that you 
may rely upon our most earnest efforts to deal with 
them in the manner which, under Divine Providence, 
may prove most conducive to the happiness and pros- 
perity of Canada. 


He said :—It is with a considerable 
amount of diffidence that I rise to move 
this resolution. It is a duty that is as- 
signed, as a general rule, I believe, to the 
junior members of this House, and while 
it is one of considerable importance, it is 
also a high honor to be entrusted with the 
peveee of expounding the policy of the 

overnment so far as it is foreshadowed in 
the Speech which we have before us. I 
have to thank the Government for the 
appointment they have seen fit to make in 
summoning me to a seat in this House, 
and that T have been adjudged of sufficient 
Sper enoe to take my seat amongst the 
pe lic men of the country who have been 

fore me appointed to the Senate. I am 
specially pleased to follow the late mem- 
ber of the Senate, the Hon. Dr. Schultz, 
who has been such a pioneer of the 
North-West Territories—in fact, I may 
say that he is still one of the pioneers 
of our North-West country, asthe Journals 
of this House will show by the services he 
has performed in endeavoring to probe the 
unknown resources of the Great Mackenzie 
Basin, which is one of the distant parts of 
our Dominion. [have much pleasure in 
expressing the gratification that the visit 
of His Excellency the Governor General 
has given to the people of the North-West 
. Territories, where he had the opportunity 
himself of witnessing the industrious 
settlers of that country rough-hewing 
the ‘_o of that vast territory to 

1 








which Canada has fallen heir; and also 
the gratification that His Excellency has 
himself expressed with all that he saw in 
that country. Itis just thirty-one years ago, 
this month, since I had the honor of being 
relieved by His Excellency the Governor 
General, at the School of Musketry, Hythe, 
when we were officers together in the 
British Army—he being in the Guards, 
and 1 in Her Mujesty’s 100th Regiment ; 
and it is with the greatest pleasure 
that I take the opportunity from m 

seat in this hon. House to extend a wel- 
come to him to Canada as the constitu- 
tional head of the Dominion; and I think 
that the country is to be congratulated 
upon the fact that we have a man of ex- 
perience and talent to assist our Govern- 
ment in maintaining the constitutional 
privileges that have Teen handed down to 
us from the British Crown in all their in- 
tegrity—a Constitution that contains the 
elements of freedom, that gives the great- 
est guarantee for the liberties of the people. 
Through the appointment of our Governor 
General we are removed from the turmoil 
and all the disturbing influences of a 
general election, and I think that the 
country, from one end of it to the other, 
appreciates the value of the services 
of such a talented and distinguished man 
as now presides over the destinies of the 
Dominion. Iam sure that every one‘in 
Canada will learn with satisfaction that 
there is likely to be a speedy termination 
to the International question in regard to 
the seal fisheries in Behring Sea, It is 4 
question which has been disturbing the 
people of both countries for some time, 
and we may congratulate ourselves upon 
having a Government which can support 
the rights and interests of the people of 
Canada with fitting dignity and firmness. 
We must all feel that it is desirable to unite 
with the peopleof Great Britainin maintain- 
ing as friendly relations as possible with the 
people of the United States, compatible, of 
course, with the dignity of our own country 
and the welfare of our own citizens. Weare 
two nations, on each side of the Atlantic, 
numbering upwards of 100,000,000 people, 
speaking the English language, and in the 
near future we may reasonably expect that 
the two nations will number 150,000,000 
of people, who are imbued with the same 
sentiments and principles of civilization, 
and whose co-operation cannot fail to exer- 
cise a beneficial influence in attaining a 








higher plane of civilization in the world, 
the foundations of which shall be peace 
and good will. We cannot shut our eyes 
to the fact that our position in the British 
Empire is a guarantee that the int&grity 
of the country will be maintained and the 
welfare of its citizens promoted wherever 
their enterprise may lead them, and we 
may all hope and trust that the ties which 
bind us to the British Empire may be 
tightened rather than loosened in the 
future history of the country. 

It is very gratifying indeed to find that 
the Government are thoroughly in advance 
of the public in everything that adds to 
the material welfare of the people them- 
selves. We find our Government institut- 
ing, all over the country, experimental 
farms for the promotion of agriculture; 
we find a Labor Commission appointed for 
the purpose of ascertaining what is needed 
for the industrious population of the Domi- 
nion, and now we learn that they have been 
quietly ascertaining, through a Commis- 
sion sent to Europe, the best methods of 
curing fish, and thus contributing very 
materially to the success of that im- 
portant industry upon our Pacific and 
our Atlantic coasts. It will be a great 


just. 
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made in the history of the world by labor- 
ing classes for the protection and promotion 
of their own interests. I refer to the great 
strike of the dock yard laborers in London. 
They were supported by public opinion in 
that instance, because their demands were 
Their strike was eminently success- 
ful, for whenever a cause is right and just 
it receives the support of public opinion. 
It is worthy of observation, in view of the 
history of that strike, that the desire of 
the laboring classes for shorter hours of 
labor was not so much that they should 
gain recreation as that there should be a 
fairer division of the work that had to be 
done—that it should be more divided up 
where the sbouing population was so ex- 
cessively large, It is worthy of note, so 
far as our laboring classes are concerned, 
because in a new country like this, where 
we are launching out into the world of 
manufactures through our National Policy, 
it is not desirable that the interests of the 
pois should be checked by shortening the 

ours of labor to any extent. Canada has 
been brought to the fair position that she 
occupies by excessively hard work on the 
part of those who cume here and laid the 
foundations of the country, and who have 


advantage indeed to the fishermen of|been building it up ever since, and there is 


this country to have the difficulties 
which surround the administration of the 
rights of the Dominion in its foreshores, 
harbors, lakes and rivers settled by defin- 
ing the limits of the administration be- 
tween the Dominion Government and the 
Provinces. It is a question that has been 
surrounded with a great deal of difficulty, 
and there is no doubt that it will be many 
years before the constitutional limits be- 
tween the Dominion and the Provinces 
will be thoroughly defined. It is import- 
ant, as time goes on, that they should be 
clearly and definitely understood. 

The Speech tells us that the Government 
has concluded the work of the Labor 
Commission, and that legislation will be 
introduced for the purpose of improving 
the administration of laws affecting the 
laboring classes. The question is one of 
great importance: I think that the fullest 
opportunity should be given to the laboring 
classes to co-operate for the protection of 
their interests, and that the laws should take 
that form which will tend to educate the 
laboring ay ata to the responsibility of 
assuming that position. We witnessed a 
short time ago oneof the greatest effortsever 


an immense field yet open to everyone who 
comes to this country or who is now laboring 
init. Ido not think that it is the part of 
wisdom altogether, as [ have observed it 
has been the effort in the past, to restrict 
immigration or to interfere with the work 
of philanthropy in order to keep laborers 
out of this country in the interests of our 
own laboring population, because we have 
an enormous field from one end of Canada 
to the other where an industrial population 
can find work of some kind or other. If 
there is an idle man in the eastern part of 
Canada all he has to do is to go to the 
west and work for himself, where he 
becomes an independent laborer in the field 
of industry. 

The subject of our banking institutions 
is to be brought before Parliament this 
Session, in connection with the measure for 
renewing the charters of banks. I would 
take this opportunity of giving one small 
bit of financial experience that I have had 
with regard to the banks: our country is 
very large,and we have local banks in 
various partsof it, My experience has been 
that bills which are issued in one part of 
the country are not payable in other parta 
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of the country at their face value—that 
they are subject to a discount. I would 
take this opportunity of expressing the 
hope that when the new Bank Act is 
brought up provision will be made for the 
payment of all bank notes at par in every 
part of the country. 

In reference to the paragraphs relating 
to the North-West Territories, my hon. 
colleague from Calgary will dwell upon 
those matters. I think myself that it 
would be wiser for the North-West Terri- 
tories to move slowly in the direction of 
provincial autonomy, that the co operation 
of the Dominion Government with the 

eople who are located there in the admin- 
istration of the affairs of that country is 
of great value and will be of great assist- 
ance in ed the resources that are 
so largely in their infancy at the present 
time. I see, also, that it is proposed to 
bring down a Bill to increase the efficiency 
of the North-West Mounted Police. I 
think it is worth considering whether the 
time has not arrived when the efficiency 
ot the North-West Mounted Police would 
be best promoted by its gradual in- 
corporation into the Militia system 
of the country. I may be pardoned 
for expressing such an opinion on 
account of being military man and nee 
prea faith in the organization to which 

ave been so many years attached. Un- 
doubtedly the Mounted Police have done 
valuable service to the country in the past. 
When the Force was first instituted it com- 
bined the administration of the affairs of 
the country with the protection of the 
people. Now that the country is settled up, 
it is fair to consider whether the occasion 
will not soon arise to identify the Police 
Force somewhat with the Militia system of 
the country. 

I feel pleased, as a settler from the North- 
West Territories, to be able to say that the 
progress that those Territories are making 
is eminently satisfactory, although we have 
had difficulties to contend with, especially 
during the last year. Owing to the drought 
of last summer many parts of the Province 


fully maintained, as compared with the 
previous years. We have the satisfaction 
of knowing that there are so many varie- 
ties of agriculture in the North-West, such 
as breaking, back-setting, summer-fallow- 
ing, volunteer-crops, and others, that it is 
hard if a season comes that will entirely 
destroy our crop. That has been the case 
this year, and while some districts have 
been injuriously affected,the general results 
have been good. 

I have to thank this honorable House 
for the patience they have shown in listen- 
ing to my remarks, and hope that I shall 
have an opportunity to discuss the merits 
and advantages of our great western 
country and to point out the many benefits 
that will accrue to the Decminion of 
Canada from the speedy development of 
our prairie country and the success and 
prosperity of its settlers. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am very much 
pleased to have the honor of being selected 
tosecond an Address containing reference to 
so many matters of public importance, 
measures which I am satisfied will receive 
the hearty support and approval of the 
country at large. I hope it will be consi- 
dered pardonable on my part by this 
honorable House if I manifest a some- 
what deeper interest, and touch rather 
more lengthily upon those questions in the 
Address referring to North-West matters 
than on those of a more general character 
affecting the country at large. Though 
questions of public policy are always of 
deep interest to the people of the North- 
West, yet those matters of vital import- 
ance which particularly affect that coun- 
try very naturally receive a more absorb- 
ing attention than subjects of a general 
character. It is therefore with great 
ponents I see a reference made by His 

xceltericy to the importance of the exten- 
ded trip made by him during the 
autumn season through the North-West 
Territories and British Columbia. The 
experience and knowledge gained by the 
observations of His Excellency on that 


of Manitoba have been severely visited, | occasion, I am satisfied, will prove of in- 
and there has been a dearth of coarse|calculable benefit to the settlement and 

rains and of hay which has affected the | development of the country, by the exer- 
interests of a large number ot the settlers; | cise of the great influence which His Ex- 
but notwithstanding the difficulties which , cellency may use in the political and social 
some districts have experienced the past| world of Great Britain, in which His Ex- 
season, the general results, so far as|cellency occupies. so important and dis- 


exports of wheat are concerned, have been! tinguished a position. 


The warm and 
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loyal welcome greetings extended to His 
Excellency in that country, I am satisfied, 
were of such a character as to justify him 
in coming to the conclusion that through- 
out no part of Her Majesty’s colonial 
possessions are hearts that beat more true 
and loyai to the Crown of Great Britain 
than those of that people now laying the 
foundation of a greater Britain on the vast 
plains of the North-West. 

Satisfaction is expressed in the Address 
at the evidences of settlement which are 
apparent in that country. I may indulge 
in the hope, at this juncture, that the Gov- 
ernment of the Dominion will yet see its 
way to the adoption of an exceptionally 
vigorous immigration policy, which will be 
commensurate with the resources of our 
country. [ am satisfied it is difficult to 
secure such a volume of immigration as 
will be adequate to the settlement of the 
country, by reason of the American Gov- 
ernment, the South American Republics 
and the Australasian Governments expénd- 
ing such vast sums of money towards 
turning the tide of European immigration 
to their respective shores. Yet, L would 
venture the opinion that the adoption by 
the Dominion Government of an immigra- 
tion policy equally vigorous to that ad- 
opted by other nations upon this continent 
would receive the endorsation and support 
of the Dominion at large, even though it 
might necessitate the negotiation of a 
new loan for the more affectual carrying 
out of that object. It is unnecessary for 
me to say, because it has been reiterated 
for years, that our North-West country 
possesses every inducement tor immigra- 
tion. Using almost the language contained 
in the Address, we have there incompa- 
rable agricultural capabilities ; our moun- 
tains, our plains and our rivers teem with 
mineral wealth ; our grazing lands, in the 
production of nutritious grasses, Are une- 
qualled on the continent, our climatic con- 
ditions are most favorable, and these, with 
other natural advantages, when developed, | 
I am satisfied will eventually result in. 
making that country the dominant portion 
of this Dominion. | 

Satisfaction is expressed in the Address 
at the signs of progress which are there 
evident. Cities and towns are springing 
into life where a short time ago lay but, 
silent plains. We find marts of commerce 
making a chain over the length of that vast 
Territory; we find industries being gradu- 
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sure of growth in what I might term the 
last decade of years is a subject for par- 
ticular pride and satisfaction. It manifests 
the energy and pluck of Canadian enter- 
prise; it suggests the great possibilities 
which may be accomplished by the 
efforts of a united people. Reference 
is made in the Address to a meas- 
ure which is calculated to affect the 
administration of government in the 
North-West Territories. I find that in the 
Eastern Provinces misapprehension ap- 
pears to exist to some extent in respect to 
what the people of the Territories required 
and to the slight friction which has re- 
cently occurred between the North-West 
Assembly and the Lieutenant Governor. 
The opinion appears to prevail that the 
Territories require all that economy of 
government which pertains to the Pro- 
vinces ; but I may safely say that the people 
and the press of the Territories have ex- 
pressed themselves as rather contrary to 
the introduction of an elaborate system of 
government, but require a rather more 
extended measure of responsible gov- 
ernment than they at present enjoy. 
Heretofore, there has not been upon 
our Statute Book any provision where- 
by the Federal fund could be dealt 
with by the Local Assembly. The Terri- 
torial Fund alone could be dealt with by 
the Assembly. The Lieutenant Governor, 
on assuming office in 1888, appeared to 
labor under the impression that he could 
submit to the vote of the House the Federal 
fund. It was afterwards ascertained by 
His Honor that the Statute did not permit 
the submission of the fund to the Local 
Assembly; consequently the concession, or 
what appeared to be a concession in 1888, 
was asked for in 1889 by the Local Assem- 
bly. The Assembly appeared to ignore 
the fact that it was not within the discre- 
tion of the Lieutenant Governor to submit 
the Federal fund for their vote, inasmuch 
as there was a statutory provision pro- 
viding that he should not doit, but placing 
it in the hands of the Executive here. Hence 
arose the difficulty to which some attention 
has been given within the last few months. 
I apprehend that the measure fore- 
shadowed in the Address is calculated to 
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deal to some extent with this matter. It 
has always been a matter of very rent 
" satisfaction to the people of the Terri- 
tories that Session after Session of the 
Dominion Parliament has found very 
advanced legislation placed upon our Sta- 
tute Books to meet the growing wants and 
requirements and advanced views of the 
people of the Territories. Hence, I venture 
the opinion that the action of the North- 
West Council has been the result of that 
impatient desire towards a restless pro- 
gression which is often so characteristic 
of the whole of western movements. I 
may state to hon. gentlemen that the situa- 
tion is not at all serious, and can assuredly 
express the opinion that a moderate con- 
sideration of the problem will result in a 
satisfactory solution of the difficulty as 
foreshadowed in the Address. 

His Excellency has intimated that the 
work ofthe Labor Commission appointed 
by royal commission to mako inquiries 
touching the laboring classes promises to 
be productive of results which will be felt 
and appreciated by the laboring classes 
throughout the Dominion. Few questions 
of recent years have received greater pro- 
minence and attention from the leading 
Governments of Europe and America than 
the adoption of the best means for the im- 

rovement of the conditions of the work- 
ing classes, particularly so far as legis- 
lation can touch the question. Particu- 
larly on this continent, where the spirit 
of democracy enters into and largely con- 
trols our national institutions, thus per- 
mitting the laboring classes to make their 
impress felt in moulding our national 
character, it becomes highly desirable on 
the part of the State to remove many of 
the abuses of which they have been the 
victims, and to conserve those rights to 
which they are intitled but often deprived 
by combinations of capital, with which the 
laboring classes cannot successfully com- 
bat. All legislation in this direction inva- 
riably leads to the higher education of the 
masses and to an improvement of their 
conditions, which afterwards finds its reflex 
in our own national institutions. Univer- 
sal suffrage has now entered so very lar- 
gely into government, and has been 
so recognized by the State, and so 
fully exercised by the masses, that prac- 
tically government is very largely 
in their hands, so that it becomes incum- 
bent and imperative upon the Government 


to adopt every possible method—to enact 


wise and salutary laws for the improvement 
of that important part of the community 
known as the laboring classes, It is also 
a matter of very great satisfaction and 
relief to the public mind that the Behring 
Sea question at last is to receive that 
attention which is calculated to. quiet 
public apprehension in respect to it. The 
pupae mind on this side of the international 

oundary line for some years past has been 
strung to a very high tension upon this 
subject. During the period of unwarranted 
interference by the United States with 
our rights, had not wise counsels 
and discrete deliberations prevailed on 
the part of our people and Govern- 
ments, very serious consequences might 
have arisen under the affronts and pro- 
vocations suffered by our sealers on the 
high seas. For more than three years our 
rights have been unjustifiably invaded by 
the United States Government; our sealers 
have been captured and their cargoes 
seized in a most piratical manner, and this 
by a nation which, previous to the acqui- 
sition of Alaska, denounced in the very 
strongest terms the assumptions and pre- 
tentions of Russia towards exclusive juris- 
diction over that sea. We find that same 
nation, previous to the cession of Alaska, 
successfully combating the pretentions of 
Russia, and for fifty years previous to their 
acquisition of that territory enjoying all 
the rights thereon to the high sea. Yet 
after the cession we find that same nation 
for more than threo years porsning a 
course so inconsistent, contradictory and 
fillibustering in character as to entirely 
exceed the autocratic policy of Russia, 
when the Czar, in 1821, issued his Ukase 
claiming entire jurisdiction over that sea 
and excluding all vessels from rights with- 
in 100 miles of the shore. Now I ask 
what ground has been urged by the United 
States for the unjustifiable course pursued ? 
We find in 1887 the Uni States 
Government, admitting the error into 
which they had fallen, by the issuance of 
an Order of President Cleveland for the 
discontinuance of those seizures; but we 
find the United States Government entirely 
ignoring that Order and continuing the 
seizures up to last season. 

There has been among the other great 
powers no such staunch or vigorous 
defenders of the equal rights of all nations 
on the high seas for all lawful purposes of 
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commerce, navigation, fishing and hunt- 
ing as the United States. In fact, this 
principle has become well recognized by 
all the nations outside the three-mile limit, 
except where expressly limited by treaty. 
We find the United States asserting most 
emphatically their right to fish in Cana- 
dian waters outside the three-mile limit 
during that time. No vindication has 
been made by the Government in regard to 
the coursethey have unwarrantably taken, 
they have never seriously contended that 
the Behring Sea was a closedsea; geogra- 
phical facts are indisputable on this point, 
and such a contention would be looked 
upon as ridiculous; therefore, I say it is a 
matter of satisfaction and relief to the 

ublic mind to be assured in His Excel- 
ency’s Speech that there will be so speedy 
a settlement of this question as to obviate 
the necessity of this Dominion requesting 
the Imperial authorities to exercise that 
power—that physical power if nevessary— 
to prevent a further invasion of those rights 
to which we are entitled, and which we 
will ever assert. 

I notice there are other questions in the 
Address of a special character, which will 
undoubtedly receive the best consideration 
of this House, the discussion of which I 
will not enter into on this occasion. Per- 
mit me, in conclusion, to indulge the hope 
that the prosperity which today crowns 
our common country will increase as the 
years roll on, so that the name of Canada 
will become proverbial amongst the nations 
for progress, prosperity and happiness. I 
have great pleasure in seconding the 
resolution in reply to His Excellency’s 
most gracious Speech. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The gentlemen that 
have been selected by the Government of 
this country or by the leader of this House 
to move and second the Address in answer 
to the Speech from the Throne have per- 
formed their part with very great credit 
to themselves, and I am quite sure I speak 
the sentiments of the Senate when I say 
that these gentlemen have discharged their 
duty with much more ability than is 
usually exhibited on similar occasions. 
They have spoken with very great point 
and force on the subject matters with 
which they are specially conversant. The 
attention of this country has been for 
many years called particularly to the newer 
portions of our Dominion—Manitoba and 
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the North-West, Very great hope and 
confidence in the return we would receive 
from that country and the great develop- 
ment that was to take place there have 
for a long time been experienced. I 
am glad that two gentlemen, one coming 
from Manitoba and the other from a 
distant portion of the Territories, are so 
familiar with the many questions which 
are of intense interest at the present 
moment in discussing subjects germane to 
the great North-West, ard I hope this 
House will hear their voices very fre- 
quently when matters affecting that part 
of the Dominion come up for discussion 
here. Ishare with the mover and seconder 
the sentiments which they have exprossed 
with reference to His Excellency’s visit to 
the North-West and .to the Pacific coast, 
and I have no doubt we shall be largely 
benefited by the utterances which His 
Excellency has already given expression 
to, and by the future references he will 
make on many public occasions, when the 
opportunity offers, to give his views of the 
capabilities of that country. We know 
that testimony of that kind is far more 
valuable than any other that can be con- 
veyed, particularly to those whose good 
opinion we desire to entertain. 

I recognize a very unusual paragraph 
here, somewhat of a belligerent one—the 
third paragraph in the Speech—that is, the 
announcement that negotiations are on foot 
which will lead to the removal of the differ- 
ences which have been raised in reference 
to the Behring Sea outrages. 1 was very 
glad indeed to hear the seconder of the 
Address speak on the subject. He is per- 
fectly familiar with the history of the 
events which have preceded those of the 
last few years, and he has very clearly 
told us that before the acquisition of Alaska 
by the United States that country not 
only questioned, but refused to concede 
the right of Russia to the possession of the 
fisheries outside of the ordinary three mile 
limit, though very shortly after the United 
States acquired that territory she herself 
set up just such rights, The paragraph 
introduced in the Speech would lead 
one to believe that the seizures were of 
recent date ; but we all know that they 
have been going on for nearly four years. I 
think it was in 1886 that the first seizures 
were made by American cruisers in those 
waters, and the remonstrance by this 
Government passed through Mr. West’s 
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hands at Washington to Secretary Bayard, 
and to the British Ministry, and that 
correspondence has continued down to the 
pren moment. I may say that I have as 
ittle hope of seeing that question settled 
now as 
help calling attention to the marked con- 
trast that has attended the result of other 
negotiations between the two countries. 
Some twenty-eight years ago two Ameri- 
can gentlemen were forcibly taken off a 
British mail steamer going from the West 
Indies to an English port by an Ameri- 
can cruiser. I refer to the Masson and 
Shdell affair. Immediately after the outrage 
Great Britain came down on the United 
States and ordered that those men should be 
restored. That was an outrage of far less im- 
Si than seizures in after years of 

anadian vessels in waters that the Cana- 
dians and other nations of the world have 
just as good a right to occupy as the United 
States. They might with the same propriety 
have seized vessels in the middle of the 
Atlantic ; yet this has been going on with 
impunity for the last four years, in conse- 
quence of our inability to act for ourselves, 
everything having to be filtered through 
the British Minister at Washington ; and 
we are just in the same position now 
that we were in four years ago. Again, 
it was only a few months ago that 
the little country of Portugal undertook 
to interfere with British rights on the 
coast of Africa, and how soon Lord Salis- 
bury brought them to book, and Portugal 
was asked to make amends. But how 
different is the conduct of Great Britain 
towards the United States in her treatment 
of Canada? It has been one continuous 
history of wrong going on and increasing 
year by year. We are a loyal people, we 
are a forbearing people ; but surely it is 
mot quite proper and right that this should 
continue indefinitely, and that weshould be 
80 entirely ignored by the British Govern- 
ment? What deduction does one na- 
turally draw from it? Why, that the 
friendship of the United States is of such 
importance to England that Canada must 
be sacrificed rather than any little friction 
should arise between Great Britain and 
the Republic. Great Britain to-day has 
the United States for her best customer. 
She buys their natural products, and she 
sells them the products of her looms and 
her furnaces. She does the lai gest portion of 
the carrying trade of the United States. She 
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builds their railroads and their steamboats 
and provides money for their private enter- 
rises. British capital 1s buying up their 
reweries and their elevators, and every 
enterprise in the United States finds a 


had four years ago. One cannot| ready investment for British capital. One 


cannot help calling attention to these points 
and feeling that at this moment Canada is 
not receiving from the British Crown the 
attention which her loyalty to the Empire 
has a right to expect. From my stand- 
point, and I was very glad to hear the 
seconder of the Address calling attention to 
it, it is of the utmost importance to us 
that there should be a solid and a. long 
and lasting friendship between our people 
and the people of the United Statos. Are 
not our people of the same language, car- 
rying on the same business and accustomed 
to the same modes of living, with only an 
imaginary line of 4,000 miles between us ? 
The people of both countries, [ believe, ace 
willing under any ordinary circumstances 
to live on most friendly terms with each 
other, but those friendly relations cannot 
be maintained unless we remove the fiscal 
laws on either side and have freer trade 
with our neighbors. I would like to ask 
hon. gentlemen, if their loyalty would 
permit them, whether they would not 
say that their natural trade was to the 
south of us, and that the development 
of the North-West would proceed with 
very much greater rapidity if they were 
enabled to trade freely with the peo- 
ple south of the line? It would not 
affect their loyalty to the Mother Country 
in any degree; on the contrary, it would 
make them more devoted to the institu- 
tions of their own land. It in no way 
affects a man’s feeling for his own country 
that he is permitted to trade freely witha 
neighboring nation. What bas built up 
the Mother Country so enormously within 
the last few years but the simple fact 
that she trades with the world. England 
has become the trade centre of the 
world; money has centered there, sim- 
ply because she has herself established 
free trade with the universe. I notice 
that, as a rule, there are commis- 
sions expected or to be appointed; a 
commission is to be appointed, I under- 
stand, to proceed abroad to gather opinions 
and views as to the methods of catching, 
curing and packing fish. Now, I thought 
we had as intelligent fishermen on our 
coasts as there are anywhere on the globe. 
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I always thought that they were second 
to none in the world. 1 doubtif there are 
any points that can be given to them by 
the fishermen of Holland Scotland or any 
other country in Europe, It would be a 
much greater advantage to our fishermen 
if we would give them a free market for 
their fish—if we could obtain access for 
their fish to the markets of the United 
States, where the greater portion of their 
fish now goes, under serious difficulties. 
We should then be conferring a much 
greater advantage upon them. I notice 
that a number of Bills are to be 
introduced this Session, having, no 
doubt, a practical end in view. I 
would suggest to the leader of the House 
whether it might not be well to introduce 
some of those measures in this Chamber. 
It would give the Senatean opportunity to 
roceed at once to business, and relieve us 
rom the excuse that naturally arises of 
having an adjournment because we have 
no business to do during the early part of 
the Session. There are several Bills that 
might properly be considered in the Senate, 
when we have ample time and opportunity 
to give them full consideration. I oe 
that the suggestion will be taken by the 
leader of the House, and that we shall be 
advised that some of these measures which 
are ulluded to will be introduced here, in 
order that we may proceed to the consi- 
deration of them without delay. 


Hon. Mr. ARMAND (in French). At 
the commencement of the debate on the 
Speech of His Excellency I desire to be just 
—to give to Cesar what belongs to Cesar. 
I must in the first place congratulate the 
Government in having called Parliament to 
meet at a time which is so suitable to most 
of the members, It is to be presumed that 
they will hasten the work of the Session in 
order that those members who are engaged 
in commercial or agricultural pursuits 
may be able to leave in time to attend to 
their various occupations, in order to 
contribute to the material prosperity of 
their respective Provinces and of the Domi- 
nion 1n general; for you know, gentlemen, 
that the prosperity of the Province makes 
the prosperity of the Dominion, and that 
the prosperity of the Dominion makes the 
prosperity of the Provinces, We are proud 
—we are happy to see that the Gov- 
ernments of the Provinces, as well as the 
Government of the Dominion, understand 
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that agriculture and commerce are the 
basis on which society rests—the two most 
powerful levers of the prosperity of our 
people. They are, if I may so express. 
myself, the deux sœurs boîteuses who cannot 
walk the one without the other. Yes; we: 
are proud; we are happy to see that the 
Government of the Dominion and the: 
Governments of the Provinces understand 
well the truth of Mentor’s saying to Tele- 
machus, “that the more frequent the com: 
munications between nations the greater 
will.be the prosperity of the people.” As. 
a proof of what I say, were there nothing 
else in the Speech from the Throne in the- 
pen Session of the Parliament of Quebec: 

ut the promise to macadamize the roads 
of the Province, and to do away with the 
tolls on the roads and bridges, which are- 
real ‘ Chinese walls” in the way of traffic 
and business, this item alone augurs well 
for the future of the Province of Quebec. 

Hon. gentlemen, with regard to the 
new Minister, the present President of the 
Council, the Government could not have 
done better than to appoint a gentleman of 
such probity, who, during the last Session, 
spoke on the part of his countrymen and 
co-religionists, the noble-minded English- 
men, the brave Scotchmen, and the sons of 
the beautiful Green Isle, to proclaim in open 
Parliament of this Dominion the justice, 
the liberality of his fellow French-Canadiam 
citizens of the Province of Quebec. 

Hon. gentlemen, in regard to the present 
Minister of the Interior, well would it have 
been if like his estimable, his intelligent, 
his active, his laborious predecessor, the 
late Hon. Mr. White, if he were conscious 
of his duty, conscious of the dignity of his 

osition; if such were the case, we could 

ope for justice for the people of the far 
west, particularly for the poor Métis, for 
those poor savages, those poor children of 
nature, whom our so-called civilization 
harasses and plunders, and which is driving” 
them day after day farther north. I desire 
to render unto Cesar what belongs to Cesar. 
I wish to congratulate the Government for 
having, during the vacation which pre- 
ceded the last Session appointed a special 
Commission to go to the North-West, to 
see if the grievances of the Indians were 
real or imaginary. It is my conviction, if 
a like commission had been named before 
the 16th of November, 1885, that disaster 
which befell the North-West and which cast 
dark clouds over the horizou of the Confed- 
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eration, would never have taken place; for 
a like commission is, if I may so express 
myself, like the sword of Damocles, which 
hangs over the head of our employés 
who may attempt to abuse their trust. 
Yes, hon. gentlemen, if I were called to 
give advice to the Government, I would 
say if they are conscious of their duty, that 
if they have the instinct of self preserva- 
tion, they should name for public offices 
only men who are above questions of sect or 
caste or party, only men who do not belong 
to anyof those secret societies which are 
the nightmare of Governments; for with 
some exceptions, to see them and to hear 
them, one would say that we are not, as 
they, called to breathe the same air, to 
drink the same water, to nourish our- 
selves on the products of the same soil. I 
know, hon. gentlemen, that in certain 
questions of detail there can, and there 
ought to be some diversity of opinion, such 
as we cannot exchange, but at the same 
time not of such a kind as would prevent 
use from walking arm in arm or prevent 
us all acting everywhere but as one man, 
or what we call in common parlance, each 
utting a little water in his own wine. If 
it were not 80, there would not be in any 
of the parties a spark of that patriotism 
which shone with such lustre in the ancient 
citizens of Rome and Carthage. Ifit were 
80, I could predict, I could assure both to 
the governed and to those who govern- 
happy days, days of prosperity, o gory 
and contentment. Hon. gentlemen, shall 
I speak of Imperial Federation, for which 
the present High Commissioner of the 
Government has just accepted an honor- 
able position in London, perhaps also one 
more or less lucrative. With regard to 
this question: Hon. gentlemen, | ought 
to make you acquainted with my sur- 
rise ; first, in the Session before the 
ast, Î was much astonished to see the 
young son of the ex-Minister of Finance, 
who sits in the Commons, near the Minis- 
terial benches, leave the capital of the Do- 
minion to go to advocate in the capital of 
Ontario the cause of the partisans of Im- 
perial Federation, and that against the 
clearly expressed ideas of his illustrious 
father, in a speech which he delivered in 
London before finishing his first term as 
High Commissioner of the Dominion to 
return to take the office of Minister of 
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present High Commissioner of the Cana- 


dian Government, on arriving in London 
to begin his second term, had delivered a 
speech quasi against and quasi in favor of 
Imperial Federation. Then, I said: Is it 
possible that Sir Charles Tupper yielded to- 
the favors of Albion’s influence, or, rather, 
it may be that the perfidious advice that 
Lord Durham gave to England in his 
Papi et with regard to his sojourn in 

anada could be applied to him? No; [I 
do not believe it; and if ever Sir Charles. 
Tupper did h>come the victim of that ap- 
plication. p»chapsa little too severe, I have 
the hope that the muse of history will do: 
for him what it did for the Prince of Mus- 
covy, and that she will engrave on his tomb 
the same redeeming epitaph: “ Ci gissent 
vingt-cing années de gloire et un jour 
d'erreur.” But, hon. gentlemen, if I 
had fears and apprehensions at the 
sight of some of my own compatriots. 
as well as some fellow citizens of foreign 
origin, who appear to me disposed to 
follow the example of those members of’ 
the Irish Parliament, who eighty-nine 
years ago sold their autonomy for a mess 
of lentils, I have been relieved of all fears 
by the conduct of the late leader of the 
Opposition in the House of Commons, 
the Hon. Mr. Blake, who ne 
refused to speak in favor of Imperial Fed- 
eration, and also by the conduct of the- 
leader of the Ontario Government, that. 
faithful guardian, the father of the provin-- 
cial autonomy of the Provinces, who, in one- 
of his speeches, which he delivered in: 
London immediately after Sir Charles. 
Tupper, and after that unlucky advocate: 
of our Government, Dalton McCarthy, who- 
for the fourth time had received a casti-. 
gation before Her Majesty’s Privy Council, 
relative to the violation of provincial rights. 
and privileges, had told them that he could. 
not comprehend, that he could not explain, 
that he could not conceive how Canadians, 
who aspired to the greatest liberty, would 
bury those which they already possess in 
Imperial Federation. Then he said to the 
unhappy advocate of the Government, 
Dalton McCarthy, that the title of colonel 
of a Canadian regiment had nothing 
humiliating in it, but that on the contrary 
it was desirable, that to him it was an 
enviable title, and that he would consider 
it more glorious to become the First 


Finance. Since then I have been surprised | Minister of the Dominion than to be Pre- 


to learn from the London journals that the! sident of the United States. 


But hon. 
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gentlemen, what appears to me acceptable, 
what appears capable of being realized, 
for which I feel it a duty to address 
and to engage my fellow citizens to try to 
realize, is this proposition which was made 
to us during the recess which preceded the 
last Session of Parliament by men of fore- 
- sight, and thoughtful men, men of judg- 
ment, men who occupy in England posi- 
tions of high social standing. The proposi- 
tion is this: Let us have the right to make 
‘our own treaties of commerce with foreign 
nations, These hon. gentlemen seem to 
say to us: While you can profit by the 
advice and services of our ambassadors, of 
our consuls for the maintenance of whom 
you will have nothing to pay, would you, 
when you could make treaties of commerce 
with foreign nations, pay us 10 per. cent. 
we, on our part, when you would make 
your treaties of commerce with us in pre- 
ference to other nations, would promise to 
pay the 10 per. cent. Very well, gentle- 
men, I understand since our immense 
country leaves us nothing to desire from 
our intelligent and industrious neighbors, 
I can assure the Mother Country that as 
long as she will be true to her plighted 
faith, as long as she will be faithful to us, 
to protect and preserve that which was 
‘guaranteed by treaty, we and our suc- 
cessors will be faithful to our allegiance. 
Let us repeat it, and we will repeat with- 
‘out ceasing that saying of our ancestors so 
loyal, so sincere, that the lust sound of the 
‘cannon shall be heard from the French 
‘Canadians in defense of England’s supre- 
macy. I am persuaded the sons of Ireland, 
that beautiful gem of the sea, would be 
found the most loyal of citizens if the 
‘Government of Lord Salisbury would give 
to Ireland such autonomy, such Home Rule 
as is given to all England’s colonies. If 
the Government of Lord Salisbury would 
do towards indemnifying the landlords 
what the Government of Sir George Car- 
tier did to indemnify the seigneurs, to ban- 
ish feudalism from Canada ; if he were to 
do what was done to secularize the clergy 
reserves in Ontario, then we would see 
happiness in Ireland. Then Irishmen 
would do towards preserving for England 
her colonies, on which the sun never sets, 
that which their fathers did to acquire 
them. For no one is ignorant of the fact 
that England made her conquests with the 
blood of the soldiers of Ireland. The great 
wish throughout the long life of one of 
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England’s greatest men, either ancient or 

modern, is to see this realized. Yes, Glad- 

stone sighs for the moment when the op- 

portunity will be given to him to dispel 

forever that sombre cloud that has hung 

so long over the brilliant, the glorious and 

the powerful empire of our august, and 

gracious, well beloved sovereign, Empress 

of India,—an empire which, while it went 

hand in hand with its natural ally, France, 

has astonished the world with victories 

and has caused nations to trémble for their 

fate. Such we saw in the Crimea at the 

battles of Balaklava, Inkerman, Alma and 

in the taking ofSebastopol. The Russians 

fled before the allied armies as formerly the 

Scythians fled before Alexander, or later 

as they fled before Napoleon when he 

entered Moscow by the light of their city 
in flames, I now conclude, hon. gentle- 

men ; but in taking my seat I seem to hear 
the partisans of Lord Salisbury say what 
was said to me once by an excellent Gov- 
ernor of the Dominion : “ It is true,” said 
he, “ but remember well that it would re- 
quire a very large sum to buy out the 
landlords.” ‘It is very true,” I replied, 
‘€ but remember also it requires large sums 
to govern and pacify Ireland, and you make 
of those people who are scattered to all 
parts of the world irreconcilable enemies, 
who at every hour of the day and night 
may be a casus belli in one or the other of 
your numerous and immense colonies.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I cordially endorse 
what has been said by the hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa with regard to the mover 
and seconder of the Address in reply to 
the Speech from His Excellency. I shall 
not undertake to congratulate those two 
hon. gentlemen; but I congratulate the 
House. I think that those two hon. gen- 
tlemen form a very valuable addition in- 
deed to the debating power of this House, 
and I have no doubt that we shall hear 
from them frequently in the future. I 
may be allowed to say that if the Govern- 
ment continue to appoint gentlemen of 
their character the Senate will hereafter 

robably be looked upon as a somewhat 
livelier body than it occasionally has 
been called in the past. I naturally concur, 
too, in the expression of gratification at 
the fact that His Excellency the Governor 
General has followed the examples of 
his distinguished predecessors and tra- 
versed the country between this and the 
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Pacific Ocean. It is well that that should 
be done by the representative of the Queen 
here; because, although one may hear and 
read a great deal as to the extent of the 
eountry and its varied resources, one rea- 
lizes them very much more distinctly and 
fully when one sees them for himself; and, 
when gentlemen such as our Governors 
General have thoroughly learned what the 
character of this country is, and what its 
resources are, that information gradually 
filters down through the samiawhat dense 
mass of British intelligence. I say .that 
not in an offensive sense, because 
everyone knows that the British intellect 
is very conservative, and takes in new 
ideas very slowly; and the idea of Can- 
ada which permeuted the British mind 
some years ago was that it was altogether 
a country somewhat like Labrador: 
gnd that idea having 
the conservative English mind, it takes a 
good many years to removeit, and there is 
almost nothing better calculated to remove 
it than the statements of gentlemen like 
our Governors General. I notice that, in 
noue of his visit to our western regions, 

is Excellency says that the comparison 
of bis observations with those of his prede- 
cessors shows clearly the great progress 
which has marked that part of the Domi- 
nion in the settlement of the country and 
in the development ofits great agricultural 
capabilities, of its mineral wealth and of its 
other natural resources. 

I am not aware that there has been any 
great development of the mineral resour- 
ces of our western country—nothing very 
remarkable, and I may say that, for my- 
self, my feeling with respect to Manitoba 
and the North-West Territories is one of 
disappointment. I think that the natural 
expectations entertained some years ago 
have not been realized. I cannot say that 
the North-West country has not made pro- 
gress, and very considerable progress ; but 
it has not advanced as I think it ought to 
have advanced, and as it would have ad- 
vanced if it had been better administered. 
I appeal on that subject to an authority 
which the great majority of the members 
of this House recognize as a good one. It is 
nowabout nine yearssince thepresent leader 
of the Government informed us that by the 
year 1890 Manitoba and the North-West 
would by the surplus returns from the sale 
of lands, have paid the whole cost of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, in addition, I 





. The [JANUARY 17, 1890.] Address. 





15 


- ce ee — 





think, to paying 
8. 


the cost of administering 
the lan ‘hat right hon. gentle. 
man was regarded by hon. mem- 


bers of this House as a prophet, 
but I think in this case his pro- 
phecy has failed utterly. His judgment 
is reputed to be sound; if so, then his pro- 
pue has proved false, simply because his 

overnment has not administered the 
affairs of the country properly. Another 
eminent authority, alate Finance Minister, 
made a somewhat similar statement about 
the year 1882. It is not necessary to rest 
solely upon prophecy or statements made 
in advance: we can compare the progress 
of our North-West with that of some of the 
neighboring Stetes. I do not think that 
any hon. gentleman here will deny that 
the natural resources of Manitoba are very 
considerably superior to those of Dakota ; 


got possession of] but the increase in the population of Da- 


kota has been of late years something out 
of all proportion to the increase in Mani- 
toba. When one considers that this country 
has spent within the last twenty years. 
about $100,000,000 upon that North-West 
country, he cannot but feel that the deve- 
lopment of the country and the increase. 
of poyulation there have not been what 
we should have expected. The hon. gentle- 
man who seconded the Address proposed to 
remedy the existing state of things by a 
vigorous immigration policy. We have 
had, in former years, vigorous policies in 
that department—that is, the policies were 
vigorous to the extent of spending consi- 
derable sums of money, but they were not 
successful in bringing a desirable class of 
immigrants to the country. I notice that 
the hon. gentleman who moved the Address 
said he did not think it was judicious to 
discourage immigration into this country. 
No one has ever discouraged the immigra- 
tion of a desirable class; but, if the hon. 
gentleman stopped to think, would he re- 
commend the Government of this country 
to aid in bringing to Canada the off-scour- 
ings of European cities. Those are 
not the kind of settlers that we want 
to put on the prairies of the North- 
West; and if they were placed there they 
would not stay very long, We want im- 
migration, but immigration of a prover 
character. I am rather surprised that the 
hon. gentleman from Calgary, when speak- 
ing of this matter of immigration to the 
North-West, did not call attention to the 
fact that, while the Canadian Pacifio 
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Railway Company have received from 
Canada favors such as no railway 
company have ever received from any 
other Government in the world, that com- 
pany have done almost Hobie in the way 
of promoting immigration, and that in the 
State of Dakota and other neighboring 
States of the Republic the immigration is 
brought about, not by the Government, 
but by the railway companies. Here is a 
railway company with immense resources, 
receiving unparalleled favors from the 
‘Government, and they have practically 
done very little indeed in the way of pro- 
moting immigration. I think that the 
attention of the Government might be 
very well turned by that hon. gentleman 
and their other supporters from that 
po of the country to the desira- 

ility of taking some steps to induce the 
‘Canadian Pacific Railway Company to be- 
stir themselves more than they have in the 
past towards introducing a desirable class 
of immigrants into that part of the coun- 
try. No doubt the North-West will be 
peopled before very long: for one reason, 
that the greater part of the desirable land 
in the neighboring country has been taken 
‘up, and the only large tracts of good land 
left on the continent will be in Canada, so 
that the country must necessarily be set- 
tled before very long. There was another 
idea which occurred to me that the hon. 
gentleman from Calgary might have sug- 
gested. We have representing us in Lon- 
don a gentleman whose ability and energy 
it would be hard to over-estimate, and of 
‘whom hon. gentlemen are very fond of 
boasting. Now, one would suppose that 
that gentleman, with his great energy and 
ability, would have been able to do some- 
‘thing, during all these years during which 
he has filled the office of High Com- 
missioner in London, towards directing 
a stream of desirable immigration into 
-our North-West, a country which is panting 
for immigration of that character. I do 
not know why itis that that result has 
not been brought about, unless it has been 
that the High Commissioner has been 
‘occupied during all the time that he has 
been able to spare from business on this 
side of the water in negotiating a com- 
mercial treaty with Spain. Ever since 
about the year 1883 this commercial 
treaty with Spain, according to the news- 
papers, has been occupying the earnest 
attention of the High mmissioner, 
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Perhaps if we have to wait for immigration 
to the North-West until the High Com- 
missioner has negotiated that treaty I 
may be nearly as grey as my oldest brother 
member. I hope that some substantial 
foundation exists for the congratulatory 
tone of the paragraph with reference to 
the Behring’s Sea seizures. Ido not pro- 
pose to repeat what has been said on 
that subject, but I do wish to call at- 
tention to the fact the language of this 
paragraph is very guarded. The hope 
expressed is of a very indefinite and not 
very seals character. His Excellency 
says that he feels confident that the repre- 
sentations already made will have due 
weight, and he trusts that he may be enabled 
during the present Session to assure us that 
all differences on this question are in the 
course of satisfactory adjustment. His 
Excellency does not assure us that they are 
now in the course of satisfactory adjust- 
ment, but that he hopes they will be. We 
have been in that stato of hope, as the hon. 
member from Ottawa has said, for the last 
four years; and we have not yet begun 
to enter into the fruition of our hopes. 
I could not help being struck with the 
great contrast between the manners in 
which England has dealt with the United 
States and with Portugal. 

It would bea marvellous thing nowa- 
days to find a Speech from the Throne in 
which we were not told something about 
the appointment of a commission. I find 
this time the Government have been a 
pointing one to inquire into the methods 
of catching, curing and packing fish in 
Holland and Scotland. L do not quite 
agree with the hon. member from Ottawa 
in thinking that our fishermen know all 
about it. At any rate, there is perhaps 
something which they may learn; and 
there may be some room for improvement 
in their methods, not perhaps of catchin 
so much as of curing and packing fish. 
see that the Commissioners have already 
acted: the hon. gentleman from Ottawa 
appeared to be under the impression 
that they were only about bein 
Done but they have been appoin 
and have mude their report. I hope that 
there will be some practical result to fol- 
low from their inquiries. It is doubtful 
whether those commissions are the best 
method of acquiring information. Com- 
missions itave been appointed in England 
and other countries with a view of investi- 
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gating this subject of fishing, and those 
commissions have made careful and elabo- 
rate reports, which [ presume are in our 
Library; and I have an impression that 
the Government will get about as much 
information out of those reports as they 
will from the report of their own Commis- 
sioners. 

The next bererps of the Speech 
declares that it is the intention of the 
Government to submit a measure with 
regard to the rights of the Dominion in its 
foreshores, harbors, lakes and rivers, for 
the purpose of removing uncertainty as to 
the respective rights of the Dominion and 
of the Provinces, and for preventing con- 
fusion in the titles thereto. It would bea 
most desirable thing that all confusion 
with respect to the titles of the Dominion 
and the Provinces in these foreshores 
and waters should be removed ; but I fail 
to see how any measure which emanates 
from the Dominion Parliament can settle 
the questions which have arisen. The 
difficulties with respect to these matters 
arise under the construction of the British 
North America Act. The provincial au- 
thorities construe the Act in one way 
and the Dominion authorities construe 
it in another way ; and how a measure 
passed by this Parliament can mate- 
rially affect the position I cannot see. 
The more desirable way would be first 
to try and secure a decision by the 
highest tribunals as to the respective 
rights of the Dominion and Provinces, and 
then, having got that decision, legislate so 
as to carry it out; but I fail to see how 
one party to a litigation can, by passing a 
resolution or, as in the present instance, a 
statute, settle the question. The other 
party can pass an Act settling it the other 
way; and in the end the question has to 
be settled by the Privy Council, and the 
better way would be to settle it there first, 
I must say that, as regards lands on the sea 
shore, convenience, cheapness and speed 
of transacting business are all in favor of 
leaving those matters in the hands of the 
provincial Governments, where, until very 
recently, they were left without any ques- 
tion. 

As to the Labor Commission, I have 
very little to say. I hope that the measure 
which the Government proposes to intro- 
duce in pursuance of the report of the 
Commission may be of a better character 
than one of the measures passed here last 
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year, in which a provision was inserted 
curtailing to a considerable extent the 
privileges of trades unions. Probably one 
of the most important paragraphs in the 
Speech is that which deals with the bank- 
ing Act. I hope sincerely, and with some 
confidence, that in dealing with this im- 
portant matter the Government will act 
wisely ; that while they act in such a way 
as to guarantee the security of the 
public, they will do it without locking up 
too much of the capital of the country. 

I am glad to see that the Government 

ropose to do something more for the 

orth-West Territories, in addition to the 
legislation of former Sessions, The mem- 
bers of the Opposition here and in another 
place have at different times called attention 
to the unsatisfactory und piecemeal way in 
which the Government were doling out 
self-government to the pe le of the North- 
West Territories ; an (ust that the 
occurrences of the past few months will 
lead them to go a little further than they 
have heretofore gone, and to let the people 
of the North-West Territories have true re- 
presentative government and not sham re- 
presentative government, as it has been in 
the past. 1 hope also that when the mea- 
sure with respect to the North-West 
Territories is before Parliament the 
Government will be good enough to pro- 
vide that the list of voters in the North- 
Territories shall not be made up in the 
manner in which they have been made up 
hitherto ; that the lists will represent the 
real manhood of that country. 

I am pleased to see that the Government 
propose to go on with a measure respecting 
the bills of exchange and promissory notes, 
which, I presume, is practically the same 
measure as was introduced last year. It 
is very desirable that the law on that sub- 
ject should be codified, and the Government 
cannot do better than to take the existin 
English law, with possibly a few modif 
cations. 

With repect to the Adulteration Act, I 
hope that the leaders of the House will be 
able to inform us that the Government 

ropose, having already the means of find- 
ing out where adulteration takes place, 
and to what extent, to impose penalties 
for those acts of adulteration. It may be 
in one sense satisfactory to know how 
much poison is put into our food; but 
while the people who do that are allowed 
to go on doing it, without suffering any 
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penalty, the satisfaction is not as unmixed 
as it might be. 

I notice one little paragraph in the 
Speech which [ suppose will lead to some 
discussion by-and-by, to the effect that the 
Government propose to provide for the 
better organization of the National Printing 
Establishment. This establishment, under 
certain auspices, might perhaps have been 
worth something, and might have resulted 
ina saving tothe country ; but inasmuch as 
it was simply intended and was organized, 
as was generally understood, for the pur- 

ose of giving a very active and energetic 
Minister who had little ÉHonses in his 
department, something like the patronage 
which he thought his consequence in the 
Cabinet demanded, the experiment has not 
turned out a triumphant success. I pre- 
sume, from the manner in which things are 
done by the Government, that the princi pal 
effect of the new measure will be to extend 
the patronage of the department, 

I observe with pleasure that for once 
the estimates of revenue have been realized 
—that is, once in the past few years— 
and that, after having fully provided for 
the various public services of the country, 
a substantial surplus will remain. I hum- 
bly trust that that surplus has been arrived 
at in a regular and honest way, and that 
it has not been arrived at by charging 
to capital numerous large sums which 
ought, under any honest system of book- 
keeping, to be charged to income. 

I find also that this year there is a 
departure from the usual language in the 
promise with respect to the Estimates for 
the coming year. We have heretofore 
been told that those Estimates will be 
prepared with a due regard to economy 
and to the requirements of the public 
service. This year the due regard to 
economy is omitted; and we are only told 
that they will be prepared with a due 
regard to the requirements of the public 
service. I do not set myself up as a 
prophet; but I should be disposed, if I did, 
to say that the omission of the word 
“economy” from the paragraph in His 
Excellency’s Speech is a slight indication 
that we may expect before very long 
another appeal to the electorate, 


Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—I would ask 
the favor of the House to allow me to 
make a few observations before the debate 
is closed, I may say, like those gentle- 


men who have preceded me, that I have 
listened with very much pleasure to the 
speeches of the muver and seconder of this 
Address, It was a great pleasure to me 
to see a British uniform inthis House, and 
to know that it was worn by a gentleman 
who had ‘served Her Majesty in other 
climes besides Canada. 

The Speech of His Excellency, which 
we have been discussing, is certainly one 
which comprises a great number of very 
important paragraphs. Amongst, perhaps, 
the most important of all, is that which 
relates to what is now known as the Beh- 
ring Sea question. That question, if not 
treated with promptitude and vigor, will 
inevitably lead to the stamping out of 
Canadian manhood in this country. Ifwe 
are to see in future years our vessela—con-. 
ducting their legitimate business in the 
open sea, out of sight of land—seized by 
foreign cruisers and attached, and not even 
carried before a legal court to be con- 
demned, but made prizes of by their cap- 
tors, and their cargoes appropriated to the 
uses of those who did not incur the pains 
and danger of taking them—I say that 
if this is to be continued we will find 
that the manhood of Canada will disap- 
pear in the course of a very few gen- 
erations. There never was a country 
with a worse case than the United States 
have upon this occasion. I will venture to 
say that of all the gentlemen who have- 
spoken in this House on different occasions 
with regard to our relations with the 
United States, none have spoken witha 
greater regard for the preservation of” 
peste with thatcountry than I have myself. 

have always believed that there is 
amongst the people of the United States, 
especially amongst the more intelligent 
classes there, a stratum of population deci- 
dedly friendly to the English poeple and 
to English institutions; but nivortunatsly: 
that class of poeple are less active duri 
election periods than the rougher and 
more violent classes, and naturally govern-. 
ment assumes the character of those who 
give it the most strenuous and vigor-. 
ous support. The history ofthat Territory, . 
as sketched by the hon. gentleman who 
seconded the Address is, I think, a very in- 
structive one. We know that originally it 
was in the hands of the Russian Empire, and 
at a certain period in the earlier part of 
this century, I think it was in 1820, the 
Czar issued a Ukase, such as those author-. 
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ities are in the habit of doing. They are 
all very well for the subjects of the Czar, 
but will not be submitted to by countries 
possessed of constitutional government, 
energetic seamen and pioneers of commerce 
and fishing and fur-trading. Amongst the 
most prominent nations of those days were 
the British people and the United States. 
It is not necessary for me to refer to the 
course Great Britain had taken for some 
years preceding 1820 with regard to 
the emancipation of Europe generally, 
but it is quite in place that a nation hav- 
ing taken that stand in Europe should ob- 
ject strongly to the terms of that Russian 

kase. Accordingly, we find that about the 

ear 1825 an Embassador was sent to 

ussia, partly with the objectof arranging 
terms upon which Russia should stand with 
the rest of the world as regards Behring 
Sea, and also to strike a boundary line be- 
tween the Russian territory of Alaska and 
that of the North-West Territories, then 
in the hands of the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany. That line was drawn. I[ saw it 
today myself in a mar in one of the 
committee rooms of this House—a map 
of American issue. There its stands 
this day. But that was not the sole object 
of the visit of that Embassy. The Ribas: 
sador was instructed to express the dissent 
of Great Britain to the extraordinary and 
unusual demand which Russia made upon 
all the world which frequented Behring 
Sea, He did so, and before leaving St. 
Petersburg the Russians had practically 


resigned all their extraordinary and 
unusual claims to those waters. The 
United States were not behind us. The 


hon. gentleman who seconded the Address 
gave them full credit for their promptitude 
and courage—a young nation in those 
days—in resisting, very properly too, such 
pretensions as Russia put forward in Beh- 
ring Sea; but the strangest part of the whole 
history.is, that that very nation which 
was so unwilling to submit to Russian 
pretensions is now attempting to urge 
the very same thing against this young 
country living on her borders, I do not 
know that any gentleman in this House is 
more imapresced with the importance of 

reserving peace between Canada and the 
Ünited States, and Great Britain and the 
United States, than myself. I cannot con- 
ceive anything which would be more dis- 
astrous to the three countries concerned 
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that kind, which really has no foundation 
whatever. Yet, we have found a great 
reluctance on the part of the authorities 
of the United Stutes to admit them- 
selves in any degree in the wrong on 
this question. I have, in reading over 
papers submitted to Parliament on the 
subject, found an occasional reference to 
what has been passing between the Govern- 
ments of Canada and Great Britain and the 
Government of the United States upon this 
subject, and I observe that in the com- 
mencement of this correspondence the 
United States urge that the transactions 
occurred in a very remote country, were 
still before their courts, and that they could 
not, as yet, give the British Government 
any satisfaction upon them. But the time 
for excuses of that sort has long since 

assed by, and we are fairly, as a colony of 

reut Britain, entitled to something pre- 
cise and definite upon this question. 
Either the United States has to abandon 
her claim to exclusive jurisdiction in 
Behring Sea, or we are to know that fact 
and govern ourselves accordingly. I cer- 
tainly entertain the hope, which [am glad 
to find the Guvernment and Her Majesty’s 
representative entertain also, that these 
unfortunate circumstances are now ina fair 
way to be arranged and settled. But it is 
quite necessary, [ think, that an emphatic 
opinion should be expressed by members of 
this Legislature as to the importance of 
having a final and definite settlement of the 
question. 

I listened with pleasure to the obser- 
vations of the hon. mover of this Ad- 
dress, and concurred with his views in 
regard to the importance of further- 
ing the co-operation of labor. I con- 
sider myself that unless liberty on 
that question is fully allowed to the 
laboring classes that we live in constant 
danger. That is the remedy against 
such outbreaks as continental Europe bas 
seen many times in the course of this cen- 
tury. In England they have been of less 
importance, because more liberty is al- 
lowed to all classes there. I have observed. 
by reference to the public prints in 
England, that sometimes when the labor- 
ing classes of that country meet the labor- 
ing classes of the continent and compare 
notes that the English find they enjoy a 
greater proportion of true liberty than the 
French. A French meeting of working- 


than a war upon some trivial question of|men betore it convenes must receive the 
2 
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sanction of the municipal authorities. 
English laborers, provided they make a 
proper selection of the locus in quo are en- 
titled to meet and discuss matters without 
disturbing the peace. I fear that on some 
occasions co-operative labor when defeated 
in its object in securing greater wages 
and shorter hours has sometimes indulged 
in violence. Forgetting its own claim for 
liberty, it has gone the length of refusing 
it to other men as needy and as much in 
want as themselves, und willing to take 
the work which thestrikers had abandoned 
upon similar terms. It will never do in 
acknowledging or recognizing the right 
of co-operative labor to strike when it 
pleases, to prevent other men from taking | 
the same work. It is very true that 
strikers receive x great deal of public 
support and sympathy, but it seems 
to me that to add anything in the 
form of violence, being in possession of 
this «ympathy and support, would be 
unnecessary ; yet those who have under 
the law the right to strike, not merely on 
the docks in England, but in other parts of | 
Great Britain, have resorted on many oc- 
casions to force. This is to be deprecated, 
because it injures the cause of the laborers 
themselves. it we want a happy and pros- 
perous country all classes must be happy 
and contented, and that cannot be as long 
as we have those conflicts between labor 
and capital, Those men must fully under- 
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fishing, or else our valuable fisheries will 
very soon be things of the past. Mackerel 
fishing for instance, according to the 
recent American system of using purse nets 
and seines, has a very disastrous effect 
upon the fish and the fishing grounds, 
I am not myself conversant with the ordi- 
nary routine work of the fisheries, but I 
have conversed with others who are, and 
from what I have learned I believe the 
true policy for Canada to pursue in this 
respect is to close the three-mile limit 
against nettings of all kinds, and let us 
reserve the waters inside of the three-mile 
limit exclusively fur line fishing. In that 
way the fish which would be taken inside 
of the three-mile line—mackerel particu- 
larly—would be of the very first quality, 
and the waters of the three-mile limit, 
being shallow, would no longer be poisoned, 
as they are now in danger of being pois- 
oned by the heaving overboard ofthe refuse 
taken up in the seines. The vessels are fit- 
ted out for mackerel, and anything but mac- 
kerel is to them useless, and is thrown over- 
board ,to the great detriment of the fisheries. 
It is a question well worth enquiring into, 
and I believe myself that the salvation of 
our fisheries consists in that. I am not 
one of those in favor of carrying out the 
Treaty of 1818 in its entirety. I believe 
it was a good treaty in its day, but that 


day has passed, and it is less beneticial 


now to the people of my Province. I am 


stand that by interrupting the course of not speaking for those of Nova Scotia and 


trade and preventing the loading and 
unloading of vessels in the docks, their | 
actions at once destroy the very fund that 


|New Brunswick, but it does seem to me 


that to trade with the Americans is far 
more advantageous to us than it is to ex- 


supports them at other seasons when, as|clude them. There was a time when we 


is sometimes the case, the employers, had 


in operation treaties admitting 


themselves are not doing a profitable; Americans into our ports, giving them 


business. 

Some reference has been made to the 
fisheries, both as to the commission on the 
improving of the curing of fish, and other. | 
wise. I dure say that the system of curing | 
can be improved in Canadu, but there is 
one thing we want, and that is, we should 





the same privileges that we enjoy our- 
selves; there was a time also when 
they were 
during 
made as great 
portance as it 
should not those times be restored ? I be- 


admitted by license, and 
those periods our Province 
prog in wealth and im- 
as done for years. Why 


know more of the natural history of our |lieve if the Americans were admitted to 
fish and the causes that tend to their|the harbors of the Lower Provinces to 
destruction. With more improved ways | obtain ice and bait, and some of the minor 
of destroying them, our fisheries will be items of supplies—transhipment, &.—that 
rapidly so impoverished that they will not they would set in motion a vast amount of 
be worth following as an industry. The| labor which is comparatively unemployed 
people of my Province have been holding in the winter. For instance, in Prince 
meetings during the past summer, and| Edward Island there are sheets of 
have passed resolutions that some restric-| beautiful fresh water well adapted 
tions must be placed upon the methods ofito ice cutting. The population have 
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not a great deul to do in winter; they 
have horses and sleighs'and many a man 





British Government appointed Mr. Hus- 


kinson and Mr. Canning. They discussed 


would be glad to have an opportunity of| these questions between them, and suc- 


earning $1 a day in storing ice during the 
winter time. Another itemis bait. A man 
may have a farm near the seaside partly 
cleared, but not sufficiently to support his 
family, and if he had the privilege of 
cutting ice and selling it to the Americans, 
and also the privilege of taking bait for 
them, he would add to the resources of his 
family, and in due time would become a 
wealthy man. These are considerations 
which weigh in favor of relaxing the condi- 
tions of the Treaty of 1818. I would not 
abandon that treaty by any means. It is 
a strong rock of defence tor Canada to fall 
back upon in case of any of those capricious 
cireamstances which we know, to our cost, 
so often occur in the United States, parti- 
cularly when elections are at hand, either 
presidential or congressional. One of the 
great difficulties we have to contend with, 
whether it be in connection with Behring’s 
Sea or the fisheries or? the Atlantic 
coast, is the fact of the President and 
his Ministry not being in touch with the 
House ard with the Senate. Unhap- 
pily the Senate possess a power which 
very often induces thefn to upset very pro- 
mising treaties, It is not a new thing by 
any means. We saw it opps only a few 
years ago. We were in bopes that our 
difficulties were in fair course of settlement, 
but we were disappointed by the action of 
the United States Senate. I have read 
recently of an instance of the same kind 
whieh occurred during the time when Mr. 
Rush was Minister to England and Mr. 
Munroe was President. At that time there 
was some outstanding grievances between 
the United States and England. One of 
them was with reference to the suppression 
of the slave trade. 1 suppose the Ameri- 
cans where then, as afterwards, very often 
indisposed to allow the right of search, and 
therefore would not permit British cruisers 
to stop and search their schooners on the 
coast of Africa, and there was besides a ques- 
tion with regard to trade between the United 
States and the West Indies, and another 
question at the same time with regard to 
the fisheries of New Brunswick. The two 
countries were anxious that these ques- 
tions should be discussed and settled. The 
President sent a pie from Washington 
to England, and Mr. Rush was there repre- 
senting the American Government, and the 


ceeded in making arrangements which were 
approved of by tr. Rush, approved of by 
the British Government and approved by 
President Monroe; yet, when they were 
sent to the Senate they were thrown out. 
The Senate insisted on altering. several 
words in the first clause, and this clause 
happened to be one which had been origi- 
nally sent over for the approval of the 
English by the President himself. [ will 
not attribute any unworthy motive to the 
Senate in this matter; I only point to it 
as an instance of the difficulties we have 
to encounter. [ have detained the House 
longer than I anticipated; at the same 
time, I felt it necessary that an opinion 
should be expressed on this subject, and I 
do hope, as an Englishman jealous of the 
honor of my country, that she will 
act up to her standing in regard to 
this, without at all expecting that 
it will lead to war between the two 
countries, or that it will lead to great 
diplomatic difficulties. The case is so 
exceedingly simple in itself, also so import- 
ant to Canada that her independence in 
this matter should be established, that I 
do think our Government and our Parlia- 
ment cannot be too precise and clear in 
their expression of opinion on this Beh- 
ring’s Sea question. 


Hon. Me. WARK—I do not intend to 
discuss the Speech, but I want to make a 
remark with respect to what has fallen 
from the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, 
with regard to the contrast between the 
conduct of England when two American 
citizens were taken by force from 
a British vessel, and what he looks 
upon as the dilatory course pursued now 
by the Government on this Behring’s Sea 
question. At the time referred to, England 
was on the very best terms with France. 
Napoleon was an ally of England, and while 
the contest was going on in the United 
States, if England had gone with them she 
would have acknowledged the indepen- 
dence of the Southern States. 

At that time Russia was looking on with 
indifference, perhaps with pleasure, at the 
contest that was going on. The British 
Government is very differently situated 
now. France is jealous of the position 
that England occupies in Egypt. Russia 


wants nothing more than to see England 

engage in some difficulty with a foreign 

pour in order to carry out her designs on 
unstantinople. 
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to any body of which he was a member. 
He was cut off while displaying among us 
the manly vigor both of body and mind 


Now, the Marquis of|which distinguished him above a great 


Salisbury is by no means a timid states-|many of his fellows. These are losses 


man, but I think everyone must admire 
his prudence in endeavoring to settle this 
Behring’s Sea question in a peaceable 
manner, 


Hon. Mr. POWER—What about Por- 
tugal? 


Hon. Mr. WARK—There is no danger 
from Portugal. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTTI—My hon. friends 
opposite will not be surprised if I concur 
entirely in all they have said as to the 
advantages which we have already derived, 
and will in the future derive, from the 
appointments which the Government have 
made to this House during the interval 
between last Session and now. I listened 
with very great pleasure to the speeches 
of the mover and the seconder of tho 
Address, and was struck with the know- 
ledge of the subjects which they displayed. 
I congratulated myself not only upon the 
advantages which the appointments 
obviously possess, but also, as I listened to 
hon. gentlemen opposite, on the approba- 
tion of the actions of the Government 
which they displayed in praising these 
appointments. In fact, that appeared to 
me to be quite in harmony with a great 
deal that fell from my hon. friends oppo- 
site; but while congratulating ourselves 
upon those acquisitions to our numbers [ 
think it meet and fitting that we make a 
passing reference to the losses we have sus- 
tained by the hand of death since our last 
Session. We have had the misfortune to 
lose two of our most valued members, one 
(Mr. Hardisty) who was only on the 
threshold of his duties as a Senator, and 
had not had sufficient time here to make 
known to us the ability that he possessed 
aud the patriotism that, I have no doubt, 
he would have displayed as a member of 
the Senate. He was cut off in the zenith 
of his powers, and we have to lament the 
untimely accident which deprived us of 
his association with us as our colleague. 


which wo could not contemplate as being 
probable, and which are irremediable to us, 
and they very strongly—more strongly 
almost than any similar misfortune that 
has occurred to this House—illustrate to 
most of us—to many of us, at all evente— 
the uncertainty of life and the certainty of 
death. 

With reference to the subject of the 
Speech which my hon. friends have dis- 
cussed,as I have said I think we have to 
congratulate ourselves, and I congratulate 
the House and those hon. gentlemen upon 
the moderation which they have displayed 
in the discussion of those points in the 
Speech with which they did not altogether ° 
agree, or which suggested to them, perhaps, 
subjects on which they did not altogether 
agree, with members on this side of the 

ouse, 1 congratulate myself and the 
House on that, because I think it marks a 
progress in the career of this House which. 
is likely to prove advantageous to us in 
the future. tt is important that we should 
be able to elimindte from our discussions 
any virulence of party feeiing that may 
tend to distort our opinions or prevent a 
clear view of the subjects that are pre- 
sented to us. The Senate is eminently a 
house of deliberation, possessing in its 
members a degree of experience and 
also, we may hope, of judgment 
and wisdom, which their previous 
training and their previous careers in most 
instances so well justify, and the position 
which we hold before the country islikely 
to be sustained and elevated by a calm and 
dispassionate consideration of the ques- 
tions which come before us, rather than 
by indulging in heated debates or recrimi- 
nations on matters on which we happen 
to differ. That, I think, correctly cha- 
racterizes the discussion which has taken 
place so far; and I am glad of it, and proud 
of the House for the applause with which 
the remarks of hon. gentlemen on both 
sides have been received. At the same 
time, as a matter of course, although in 


so many instances my hon. friends oppo- 
site agree with the Government and state 
their approbation of its conduct, there are 
one or two points to which in a few words 
I desire to refer, not intending to raise a 


We must also feel, more strongly if possi- 
ble, the loss we sustained in the death of 
our late hon. friend from Hamilton (Mr. 
Turner), a man who was and would have 
continued to be a credit to this House, and 
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debate upon them or to discuss them at 
any great length, but to express my opi- 
nion in as few words as possible, merely 
to place on record the shades of difference, 
perhaps, rather than any great difference, 
which prevail between their views and 
mine, 

With regard to the first subject, and 
one that has been dilated upon by several 
members, the question of the Behring Sea 
outrages, I must say (and I think what I 
have said before in this House on previous 
occasions justifies mein saying it now) that 
T entirely agree with every word that my 
hon. friends on the other side have said, 
with the very forcible speech of my hon. 
friend from Prince Edward Island, more 
especially as respects the conduct of the 
Government of the United States towards 
us with regard to those fisheries. There 
is no possibility of question that the United 
States laid down for themselves, in their 
contest or dispute with Russia, the doc- 
trinc which we now advocate and stand 
upon, and they did so with a force and 
clearness—that is to say, in the expression 
of opinion by their statesmen and jurist- 
consults,, that it appears to me ought 
to entirely disqualify and prevent them 
from taking the position which is attri- 
buted to them at present of maintaining 
their right to control over Behring Sea. 
The opinion of their legal officers—the 
opinion of Chancellor Kent, one of their 
greatest writers on international law—was 
so clear and so strongly expressed, and met 
with such entire approbation in the United 
States from the whole of their statesmen 
of every party—that it is inconceivable to 
me that at this moment they can hold any 
different doctrine, and I must say that I 
have as yet no evidence before me that the 
United States do enunciate any different 
doctrine from that propounded by Chan- 
cellor Kent. I do not understand that the 
United States have taken the ground in 
the controversy which has been going on 
for some time past, that they have a right 
to control Behring’s Sea. Ido not under- 
stand that they maintain that they can 
legally or constitutionally prevent our 
fishermen from exercising their fishing 
rights beyond the three-mile limit in 
Behring’s Sea. The precise nature of the 
discussion which has taken place it is not 
in my power to state to the House. It is 
obviously not in the public interest that 
while a controversy in going on hetween 
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the two Governments, the reasonsand mo- 
tives of either party to that discussion 
should be made the subject of public com- 
ment, and should be spread over the coun- 
try in newspapers, and commented upon 
by public speakers, and feelings aroused 
which would be detrimental to a free and 
calm discussion on the subject between the 
two Governments; but 1 can state this, 
from personal knowledge of the subject, 
and on thevery best and highest authority, 
tbat England has from the first taken ex- 
actly the same view of this Behring’s Sea 
question that my hon. friends who have 
spoken have, that I do, and that this House 
does—precisely the same. There has been 
some delay in the conclusion ‘of the dis- 
cussion, some delay has taken place in the 
public declaration of the rights of Canada 
and the removal of the difficulties which 
have been suffered by our fishermen on 
the Pacific coast, but of course to discuss 
that would be to discuss the correspon- 
dence which has not yet been luid before 
the House, and which, I do not think, is a 
proper subject of discussion; but I think 
the Senate may rely upon this, that the 
correspondence will show that short of 
taking a postion which might provoke a 
conflict, England has done everything in 
her power to bring this matter to a favor- 
able conclusion for herselfand for us. My 
hon. friend from Ottawa spoke of the 
motives which he imagines governed 
England in not having insisted on a settle- 
ment of this question; he attributes it io 
the market which England has in the 
United States for her produce, and I think, 
with a little inconsistency, my hon. friend 
illustrated his arguments by an instance 
where England did, with this very same 
country, whose market she so strongly 
desires, the very thing which he thinks 
she ought to do in this instunce—in the 
Maxson and Slidell case—where her juris- 
diction over her own ships was invaded by 
the crew of a United States cruiser. In that 
case she took the strongest possible ground 
at once, and risked an immediate breach 
with the United States, und the loss of 
this market, to retain which, my hon. 
friend thinks, is her motive for not vindi- 
cating our rights in the same manner 
now. That, I think, shows pretty well 
that my hon. friend is mistaken as to the 
motive which governs England in the 
resent instance, and that there is no 
oundation for the statement that sho 
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would neglect any interest of her own or 
Canada’s, any insult to her dignity asa 
nation, on the ground that she would there- 
by sacrifice any market which the United 
States might give her. 


think, have been pretty good customers of that may be in session. 


hers, and might also have a counter- 
balancing influence in that particular 
direction; but I do not think my hon. 
friend’s own illustration of his argument 
was sufficient to justify the assertion 
that England had any such motive in al- 
lowing this controversy to be protracted. 
The only reason that Ragland had for al- 
lowing the delay was, that she could not 
bring the dispute to an earlier conclusion 
without assuming towards our friends on 
the other side of the border a position 
which my hon. friend from Ottawa would 
be the very first to deprecate and condemn. 
If with a little patience, if with the loss of 
some time—a gone deal of time, Iam quite 
prepared to admit,—England can succeed 
in bringing about a peaceable and friendly 
solution of this question, surely the loss of 
a year or two in the operations of these 
fishermen on the Pacific coast is nothing 
to be compared to the misery, the loss and 
the destruction that would follow any 
breach between England and the United 
States. And who would suffer most by 
such a breach—who but we, that are com- 
plaining because we have lost the cargoes of 
a few small fishing schooners, which afterall 
donot amount toa greatdeal,and which Lam 
confident will be compensated to the 
owners at the conclusion of this contro- 
versy. What comparison would that bear 
to the misery, the wretchedness and ruin 
which would follow a direct breach be- 
tween England and the United States? I 
think that my hon. friends who find fault 
with this delay would do well to exercise 
some little patience, and entertain some 
little confidence in the desire and in the 
ability of England to maintain her own 
dignity and her own position (for it is her 
dignity and her position that are just as 
much assailed as ours), and trust, as I be- 
lieve they may safely trust, that we shall 
shortly have, probably, as His Excellency 
informs us, within the present Session, a 
solution of the difficulty which will be 
satisfactory to everyone. 

The other subjects which have been dis- 
cussed will probably not require that I 
should detain the House so long as I have 
done on this subject of the seal fisheries in 





Behring’s Sea, because that is certainly a 
subject which interests us very largely, 
which in itself possesses intrinsic import- 
ance and demands the attention of the 
We, ourselves, I | Senate, and of any other deliberative body 


With reference to 
the other subjects which were brought up 
by my hon. friend—the question of 
the fishing industry—it has been ascer- 
tained, and it is the fact, that better methods 
of curing fish, better methods of preparin 
the packages in which the fish are plac 
for market, have lately come into use both 
in Scotland and in Holland—in Holland 
more especially, where those methods have 
been better and more successfulin capturing 
the attention and favor of customers than 
has been the case in Scotland. I am unable 
to inform the House, and probably it would 
not greatly interest hon. gentlemen to 
know, exactly in what particulars these 
improvements have been made. There is 
something in the construction of the pack- 
ages, the mode in which the fish are pickled 
before they are placed in the barrels and 
packed in the barrel, the mode in which 
the packing is finished off—I do not know 
exactly what it is, but those are the points 
in which the fishermen, more especially of 
Holland, have succeeded in placing their 
goods in a better and more marketable 
condition than those of our own fishermen. 
The Government have sent over a com- 
mission composed of two men, who are cer- 
tainly as experienced as could be found in 
the Dominion, practical fishermen, to in- 
vestigate those processes and give us the 
necessary information which will enable 
us to successfully compete with the fisher- 
men of Scotland and Holland, more espe- 
cially the latter; and I trust that we shall 
shortly have their report before us, and 
judge for ourselves of its merits and the 
advantages which we may hope to derive 
from it. 

There is another subject, and a very 
wide one, which I think cannot be success- 
fully debated on this occasion; perhaps 
we may have a substantive opportunity of 
debating it during the Session. It has 
reference to that question which is familiar 
to this House, and which my hon. friend 
from Ottawa never fails to remind us of— 
and he is quite right, because it is an im- 
portant one—the development and settle- 
ment of the North-West. One of my hon. 
friends opposite quoted the prophecy of 
Sir John Macions d in another place as to 
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the probable increase in the settlement of 
the North-West, as to the probable profits 


that might be made out of the sale of lands | hon. gentleman said : 
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view of it. My hon. friends also made some 
other statements about this question. One 
“Look at Dakota! 


in the North-West, in consequence of that | Look at those north-western States, how 
settlement, and very naturally told us that rapid their progress has been compared 


that prophecy had been very far indeed’ with ours!” 


[ have no hesitation in say- 


from being fulfilled. Well, Sir John is not | ing that it is so: they have made greater 


the only statesman who has prophesied 
with regard to our proceedings in the 
North-West. Other prominent statesmen 
have prophesied about the Canadian 
Pacific Railway—one gentleman indulged 
in remarkable predictions—I do not re- 
member the figures, but they were so large 
that they were almost beyond the power 
of man to conceive, certainly beyond the 
power of man to count—as to the time 
which would be required for the construc- 
tion of a railway across the continent, and 
the amount of money that would be spent 
in building it. I suppose great statesmen 
are fallible, like everybody else, and the 
rophecy which my hon. friends opposite 
ve been criticising has been answered 
in this way—whether truly or not, I do not 
know ; my hon. friends will say, no doubt, 
not correctly—that one of the great and 
most effectual causes which has prevented 
the settlement of the North-West has been 
the fault which some of our own people 
have been in the habit of finding with the 
prospects of emigrants who should go to 
the North-West. This proposition has been 
ut before the House on former occasions, 
e discussed it at considerable length last 
Session. Ido not wish to provoke a dis- 
cussion on it now; I merely wish to state, 
as my hon. friends have raised it, in a few 
words, my position, and the position of our 
friends on that point. My hon. friends 
opposite say that the settlement of the 
North-West is progressing very slowly, 
that it does not come up to Sir John’s 
prophecy, or to our expectations by any 
means. Whose fault is it? Who tells the 
world generally that there is some mono- 
poly in the North-West which would pre- 
vent any man making a living there? Then, 
our land laws were said to be so bad that 
settlers would not go there, and the people 
were told that they were worse than the 
land laws in the States on the other side of 
the line. It was something like a man who 
prophesies and goes to work to fulfil his 
prophecy. In thisinstance my hon. friends 
SRE controverted the prophecy of Sir 
O 


pee of late years than we have. They 
ave some advantages. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—Half of them are 
starving to death now. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In the first place 
there were no menor body of men who 
occupied themselves in presenting the 
disadvantages of taking up land in Dakota, 
I have not found that it has been the 
characteristic of any body of men in the 
United States to find fault with their own 
country, or try to prevent the prosperity 
or settlement of any portion of it, whether 
from a desire to destroy the Government, 
for instance, or from any motive whatever. 
No such policy has been developed by any 
party in the United States. There is 
another reason, also, which is perhaps 
stronger than the one I have stated, 
though the one I have mentioned no doubt 
has had great influence, and that is that 
these States are filled by the surplus popu- 
lation of a community of 60,000,000 of 
people plus what emigration may go to 
those North-West Territories, and which | 
is distributed more or less all over it. Our 
settlements in the North-West are formed 
by the surplus population of a people of 
5,000,000 plus the immigration we are 
able to obtain. Iam happy to say, and the 
census will prove it, that the increase in 
the population of Manitoba and the North- 
West has been vreuter than those two causes 
could produce—I mean to say, immigra- 
tion from Europe; because it has been 
largely increased by immigration from the 
south side of the line, and that is going on 
in a greater degree now than it has 
ever before, because those who found fault 
with our country and recommended Mon- 
tana and Dakota as places of settlement 
by preference over the North-West, be- 
cause of monopoly, bad land laws and the 
like—those people who went there on 
these representations are now coming back 
to the North-West and settling there, where 
they find that the expense of carriage and 


n Macdonald, and then went to work | transport is not so great as in their own 


to prevent its realization. 


That is our|country, and where they find that the land 
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laws are at least as equitable and as well 
and honestly admiuistered as in their own 
country. 

Now I am in hopes that with these 
causes—the removal of the objections 
or rather of the statement in so great 
a degree of the objections alleged 
against the North-West, the greater ac- 
quaintance of the rural populations of 
Europe, more especially of Great Britain, 
with the North-West and its capacity— 
will year by year increase immigration 
and we shall in due course possess the 
great country there which my hon. friend 
from Calgary so eloquently described as 
being justified by the advantages which it 
possesses. I am in hopes that it will be 
so, and I believe that it will be so. 

With regard to what has been said as 
to the development of our mineral re 
sources, I think my hon. friend who 
remarked on that is not keeping himself 
au courant with the progress of events in 
that respect. We have in the last two or 
three years made discoveries of various 
valuable minerals, and those are being ex- 
ploited to an immense extent both by our 
own people and by English and American 
companies. The whole region which has 
been opened up by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway north-west of Lake Nipissing, 
and by the branch from Sudbury, is found 
to abound with most valuable minerals— 
_ copper and, still more valuable, enormous 

deposits of nickel, so vast that the world at 
large will be mainly indebted for its 


supplies of nickel to the territory west of| just made. 


Lake Nipissing. I find so much occasion 
constantly to applaud what my hon. friend 
from Prince Edward Island says that I hope 
that he is not smiling at my statement as 
doubting it, because I have a personal 
knowledge that those mineral deposits are 
of enormous extent and of equally enor- 
mous value. These developments are going 
on; there are similar projects being com- 
menced and proceeded with in the large 
deposits of the precious metals to be found 
mainly south of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way, in the Rockies and Cascades Ranges, 
and I think the results of these projects 
will be such as to attract an enormous pro- 
portion of the enterprise in mineral matters 
throughout Europe to this country, and a 
correspondingly large development of 
those very large mineral resources. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—And coal. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend says 
coal: I had omitted to notice that import- 
ant mineral. Undoubtedly we are produc- 
ing enormous quantities of coal. In Bri- 
tish Columbia, the consumers of coal 
have been largely handicapped by the 
practical monopoly of the coal supply 
which exists in that, region in the hands of 
one company or one person, but that mono- 
poly will probably shortly be entirely 
destroyed by a discovery which has been 
made of valuable coal lying on the far side 
of the mountains in the plain through 
which the great Fraser River passes to 
the sea, and easy of access to the seaboard 
and to the growing towns in that quarter. 
So that also will form a very considerable 
addition to the development which is going 
on in the mineral resources of that country. 
There are two or three minor points 
that I would like to say a word about. 
The hon. gentleman from Halifax is in- 
clined to find fault with the Government 
for the measure, with 1egard to the fore- 
shores, which His Excellency has promised. 
I think the hon. gentleman, of course, only 
expresses that distrust which he thinks is 
appropriate on such an occasion to his 
position as one of the leaders of the Oppo- 
sition in this House; he did not express 
any opinion as to what the proposed 
measure of the Government is likely to be. 
I only hope that when the measure comes 
down my hon. friend will not suppose that 
the Government prepared it in conse- 
quence of the suggestion which he has 
I think my hon. friend will 
find that it affords an excellent solution 
of the difficulties which have been ex- 
perienced in connection with the foreshores 
question. JI do not think my hon. 
friend will feel that the other party, 
the Province, will be inclined to introduce 
a Bill to cancel the settlement which the 
Government propose to make, There is 
not the slightest danger that any provin- 
cial Government will quarrel with the 
Dominion Government as to the mode of 
settlement which is to be embodied in the 
Bill which His Excellency promises. As 
to other suggestions which hon. gentlemen 
have made, thut we should endeavor to 
ger some of those commercial measures 
efore the Senate, to have an opportunity 
of employing our time at the beginning 
of the Session more usefully than we have 
been able to do on former occasions,[ 


|sympathise very strongly indeed with 
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what has been said on this subject. I de- 
sire to have an opportunity of proving 
that this House is as capable of plac- 
ing in proper form and shape measures 
affecting the commercial community, and 
in fact any other measures, but more espe- 
cially those such as are promised, and I 
refer to them now—as any other body 
sitting in any other place can possibly be; 
and I venture tothink, also, that in accord- 
ance with the theory expressed a little 
while ago, in the absence of that political 
acrimony which some popular assemblics 
are in the habit of displaying, we can give 
those measures a greater proportion of 
time and a more dispassionate and careful 
and calm consideration than they would 
receive in another place. I hope that during 
the present Session we shall have an oppor- 
tunity of supporting the faith that is in us 
by taking up some of those very important 
commercial measures which His Excel- 
lency promises us; and I am aure, from 


- what I know of this House and the com- 


mittees of this House, that the result will 
be that we shall be found to have done 
them justice. I believe that last Session 
the efforts that we made to improve legis- 
lation were highly considered in other 
ru and I have no doubt whatever 
that the same result will follow on this 
occasion, 


The motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF SENATOR TRUDEL. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is my melan- 
choly duty to lay before the House a tele- 
gram which I have just received, announ- 
cing the fact that our esteemed colleague, 
Senator Trudel, has just departed this life. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (A), “ An Act to amend the Rail- 
ways Act.” (Mr. McCallum.) 


The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m. 





THE SENATE, 
Ottawa, Monday, January 20th, 1890. 
THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
p.m. 
Prayers and routine proceedings. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (B) “ An Act to amend Cap. 148 of 
the Revised Statutes of Canada, respecting 
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the improper use of firearms and other 
weapons.” (Mr. Read.) 


THE LATE SENATOR TRUDEL. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—Before the Orders 
of the Day are called, I desire to express 
what I am sure must be the sentiments of 
this House, and which are undoubtedly 
my own sentiments, as to the untimely 
and much to be regretted loss which we 
sustained last week by the death of our 
late honored colleague, the Hon. Mr. 
Trudel. Although, doubtless, he and I 
differed on many points connected with 
the government of the country, and he 
and other gentlemen also differed, still no 
One can deny that whatever position or 
course he thought fit to assume or ad- 
vocate in the House, he always acted with 
the most perfect courtesy, with great 
ability, and in every respect in a manner 
to recommend him to his colleagues in 
the Senate, as a gentleman in every way 
worthy the distinguished position which 
he held in this Chamber. Everyone must 
admit the great ability which distinguished 
him during a moderately long career in 
public life as an advocate, as a journalist, 
and as a public man. We must all feel 
the deepest regret that the country should 
be deprived of his valuable services at 80 
early a stage in his career, when he was 
practically in the prime of life, but such is 
the dispensation of Providence, and we 
can only submit. It is only due tohis me- 
mory that [should say, and [amsure that I 
express the feelings of everyone here, how 
much we regret the loss that this House 
and the country have sustained by his 
death. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT. I feel that it is quite 
unnecessary that I should add anything to 
what has fallen from the leader of the 
House. I am sure that the observations 
which he has made find a ready echo in 
the breast of every gentleman present. 
Our lamented friend, Senator Trudel, was 
a man who was highly respected. As the 
leader of the House has said, he was a man 
of very marked individuality, but every- 
one must have been struck with the very 
great sincerity of his convictions. He 
always spoke what he felt; there was no 
dissimulation in his character. He was a 
man who acted up to the impulses of his 
own nature. e was honorable, fair- 
minded and generous on every occasion, 
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but the marked trait of his character, 
think, was the great sincerity that w 
observable in all that he said and did. 
am quite sure that we all feel, equally wi 
the leader of the House, regret at the lo 
that the country has sustained by the ear 
death of our late colleague. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—(in French)- 
I am happy to hear the eulogy which tl 
leader of the House has paid to the mer 
ory of the late Senator Prudel. I qui 
agree with all that he has said, but comir 
from a political adversary, it possess 
reater force than anything I could sa 
he late Senator and I were old and i 
timate friends. Should I undertake to d 
scribe all that Senator Trudel was, I wou 
have to show him as a good citizen, an a 
fectionate father, an able writer, a prom 
nent journalist and an eminent politicia. 
But the prominent trait in Senat 
Trudel’s character was the earnestness « 
his convictions, for which at any time i 
his career I am sure he would have bee 
ready to lay down his life. Such sincerit 
and courage are not usual in our time 
While he held tenaciously to his own view 
and expressed them freely at all times, L 
was 80 kindly and courteous that he leave 
behind him in the House only friends. 
would conclude by thanking the leader « 
the Senate for the tribute he hag paid t 
our late colleague, and hoping that ou 
lamented friend is now enjoying the re 
ward of a well spent life. 


How. MR. ROSS—(in French)—I desir 
to add my expressions of regret at the los 
of the late Senator Trudel to those whic. 
have fallen from my hon. friends wh 
have justspoken. Mr. Trudel was a nativ 
of the parish from which I come, and 
have known him from his childhood as : 
member of a numerous and highly respect 
ed family of which he was the pride, an 
to whom his death is a terrible blow. 
extend to them my most cordial and sin 
cere sympathy in their bereavement. . 
have known, as I have said, Mr. Trude 
from his infancy, and I fought with hin 
for many years under the same banner an 
in the same rank, Later on we pursue 
different courses, but in taking a nev 
departure of late years, I believe he wa 


LAL BAU DEAU, 


actuated by the greatest sincerity, and|MAcINNES VIDAL, 


thought that he was doing what was right. 


(Burlington), Wark. 


He pursued it with the sincerity which} MacponaLp (Midland), 
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DEVER, MILLER, 
FLINT, MonNTGoMERY, 
GLASIER, O’DononoeE, 
GOWAN, OGILVIE, 
GRANT, PAQUET, 
GUÉVREMONT, PELLETIER, 
HAYTHORNE, POIRIER, 
HowLan, PoweER, 
Lacoste, PROWSE, 
LouGHEED, ReaD, 
McoINNEs REEsoR, 

(B. Columbia), Ropizr, 
McKay, Ross, 
MoMILuan, Scort, 
MacDONALD STEVENS, 

(B. Columbia), SULLIVAN, 
MACFARLANE, SUTHERLAND. 
MERNER, 

REPORTING DEBATES. 

Honorable Messrs. 
BELLEROSE, MERNER, 
Bozpuc, PERLEY, 
BoucHERVILLE, DE, Power, 
CASGRAIN, RoptER, 
HAYTRORNE, Ross, 
HowLaN, SCOTT, 
McCazLux, THIBAUDEAU, 
MACFARLANE, VIDAL. 

SELECT CoMMITTEE ON DIVORCE. 

Honorable Messrs. 
DIcKEY, MACDONALD, 
GOWAN, (B. Columbia), 
HAYTHORNE, OGILVIE, 
KAULBACH, READ, 
McCLELAN, SUTHERLAND. 
McKiNpsey, 


MILL REFUSE IN THE OTTAWA 
RIVER. 


MOTION. 
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved— 


Rarzways, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBORS, 
Honorable Messrs. 

ABBOTT, McMILuay, 
ALMON, MAaAcpDONALD 
ALEXANDER, (B. Columbia), 
BELLEROSE, MacINnNEs 
BoucHERVILLE, DE, (Burlington), 
Bouton, MonTGoMERY, 
CLEMOW, MILLER, 
CocHRANE, O’DonoHoE, 
Dickey, OGILVIE, 
DaumMonp, PERLEY, 
GIRARD, Power, 
KAULBACH, PRICE, 
LEoNARD, RoBITAILLE, 
LouauHEED, REID, 
McCaLzux, READ, 
McCLELaAn, SANFORD, 
Mc Donatp Scort, 

(Cape Breton), Sutra, 
McInNEs STEVENS, 

(B. Columbia), SUTHERLAND, 
McKay, VIDAL. 
McKInpsey, 

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS. 
Honorable Messrs. 
ABBOTT, McLeLLan, 
ARCHIBALD, MACDONALD 
ARMAND, (Midland), 
Borsrorp, MACFARLANE, 
CHAFFERS, MACPHERSON 
DeB ois, (Sir David Lewis), 
DIcKEY, MILLER, 
DrvuMMOND, ODELL, 
FLINT, O’DonoHoE, 
GIRARD, OGILVIE, 
GRANT, PAQUET, 
HowLaAN, PELLETIER, 
LEONARD, PERLEY, 
McCLe an, Power, 
McDonaLp PROWSE, 
(Cape Breton), Reap, 

McINNEs RoBITAILLE, 

(B. Columbia), Roprer, 
McKay, Scort, 
MacInnes SMITH, 

(Burlington), STEVENS. 


STANDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS. 


Honorable Messrs. 


ALMON, 
ARCHIBALD, 
ARMAND, 
BELLEROBE, 


Boupuc, 
Borsrorp, 
BouLTON, 
Dx:BLors, 


That an humble Address be presented to His Excel- 
lency the Governor General ; praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before 
this House, copies of all reports and other communi- 
cations in reference to the deposit of sawdust, slaba, 
or other offensive material in the Ottawa, and other 
rivers of the Dominion. 

He said—T regret thatit is necessary to 
bring this matter eau before the Senate, 
ntlemen are aware, this 

matter has already received considerable 
attention in this House. Two years ago a 
notice similar to this was submitted, and a 
large Committee was then appointed, under 


As most hon. ge 
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the able guidance of the hon. member from 
Richmond, to investigate the matter. An 
amount of evidence was obtained which 
certainly showed that the nuisance com- 
plained of was of a nature calling for some 
remedy. It was not to be expected that 
the Government should act at the moment, 
but we were informed by the hon. gentle- 
man then leading this House that during 
the recess consideration would be given to 
the question at issue, and that some 
remedial course would be adopted for the 
purpose of alleviating the cause of com- 
plaint therein referred to. Last Session it 
was also considered necessary to bring 
this matter under the consideration of the 
House, and the leader of the Government 
told us that he concurred in what had been 
stated by. myself and others on the subject, 
but that other reports were being made 
and it was intended to await the result of 
those inquiries and investigations before 
the Government could arrive at any con- 
clusion. Another year has passed over, 
and I do not see that any very great efforts 
have been made in thatdirection. The nuis- 
ace is still complained of, and has in- 
creased to some extent. Juast year the 
Ottawa River was so impeded by this ob- 
struction that it was almost impossible to 
navigate it. I have known boats to be 
detained two or three days at the foot of 
the locks before they could ascend to the 
basin,and the obstruction became so serious 
at the latter end of the season that the 
gentlemen who are chiefly chargeable with 
the commission of this offence went to the 
expense of dredging a portion of the 
channel to enable the vessels to enter the 
locks. Now, this state of things should not 
be allowed to continue. Itis high time that 
action should be taken to put a stop to a 
practice which is ruinous to the navigation 
of the river. I am in hopes that when the 
subject hus received attention on other 
rivers, notably in New Brunswick, that 
some action will be taken. Therefore I 
have put this notice on the paper with a 
view of eliciting the opinion of the Gov- 
ernment on the question. I may say that 
this evil has increased from year to year. 
Hon. gentlemen will understand the seri- 
ous character of the nuisance when I tell 
them that last season some four to four- 
and-a-half millions of sawlogs, producing 
some eight hundred millions of feet of 
sawn lumber, were cut in this vicinity, a 
large portion of these logs, in the shape of 
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sawdust, slabs and other refuse, being de- 

posited in the Ottawa River. If this 

practice is continued it will, in the course 

of time, render the river absolutely useless 

for navigation, and I think it is high time 

that we should take steps to prevent fur- 
ther damage from this cause. The rivers 
of the Dominion are the natural highways 
of the country and nobody should be al- 
lowed to obstruct them. I hope that some 

thing substantial will be done during the 
present Session for the protection of the 
public interests, When the sessional pap- 
ers for which I now move are brought 
down, and I learn the intentions of the 
Government, if they are not satisfactory, I 
intend to submit a short Bill in order to test 
the feeling of the House on the question at 
issue. I hope the Government will not 
object to producing the papers which I 
wish to obtain, as they may furnish infor- 
mation which will enable the House to 
arrive at a sound conclusion in the matter. 
The question is one of very great import- 
ance to this section, and I hope that some 
prompt action will be taken to abate the 
nuisance and remove the difficulties of 
which we complain. Something should 
have been done before now, but when the 
papers are broughtdown it may appear 
that there is good reason for the delay. I 
recognize the importance of the lumber 
trade to this section of Canada, but there 
are other interests to be conserved and 
protected as well as the lumbering inter- 
est. The subject is one of such general 
importance that no private interest or 
feeling should be allowed to interfere with 
a settlement of it in the public interest. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The Government, 
of course, have no objection whatever to 
the Address being carried, but I think we 
might conveniently dispense with a further 
discussion of the questions which my hon. 
friend proposes to raise until we have the 
papers before the House, and can see ex- 
actly what these various experts have 
reported on the matter in question. 


Hon. Mr.SCOTT—The papers I suppose 
will be brought down at an early date; 
they must be all ready. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—They will be 
brought down as soon as possible; I can- 


not say whether they are ready. 


The motion was agreed to. 


RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
SECOND READING POSTPONED. 


Hon. MR. McCALLUM moved the sec- 
ond reading of Bill (A), “An Act to amend 
the Railway Act.” 


He said—This is the same Bill that 
passed this House last year. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The Bill is not print- 
ed; you had better let it stand for a few 


days. 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM—TIf hon. gentle- 
men persist in the rule being followed, of 
course I shall not press the Bill until it is 
printed; but if they will allow it to take a 
stage, all right, if you do not of course I 
shall have to withdraw my motion for the 
second reading at present. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—It is better to allow 
the Bill to stand until itis printed. 


Hon. MR. McCALLUM—I move that 
the Order of the day be discharged, and 
that the Bill be read the second time on 
Tuesday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—A good many hon. 
gentlemen have RE to me that we 
should have the usual adjournment we have 
had after the commencement of every Ses- 
sion. I have been endeavoring to see what 
work could be obtained for the House to take 
in hand immediately, and there is to be a 
meeting this afternoon for the purpose of 
discussing that very subject. At the same 
time I do not think we can get work enough 
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not to be detained here unless they have 
substantial work to do. 


The Senate adjourned at 3:40 p.m. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, 22nd January, 1889. 


THe SPEAKER took the chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


HYDRAULIC LOTS AT OTTAWA. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Me. CLEMOW- moved— 


That an humble Address be presented to His Ex 
cellency the Governor General ; praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before 
this House, a detailed statement showing the settle- 
ment effected with the Lessees of Hydraulic lots at 
the Chaudière, City of Ottawa, as likewise copies of 
new leases en into with the several Lessees of 
the said Hydraulicl ots. 

He said—I have very little to say with 
respect to this question, only that I am in- 
formed that when these papers are brought 
down they will disclose the satisfactory in- 
formation that a large sum of money has 
been obtained by this country from the . 
lessees of the hydraulic lots at the Chau- 
dière, This amount has been in abeyance 
for a great number of years, and it is grati- 
fying to know that it has at last been col- 
lected. My motion also calls for copies of 
the renewed leases. I hope that the 
amount payable under these new leases will 
be commensurate with the value of the 

rivileges enjoyed by the lessees. Hereto- 
ore the rental for these lots has been nom- 
inal, and in many instances the lessees sub- 
let portions of their water powers for sums 
which were extravagant compared with 
the rental they paid to the Government. 


to keep us going for the first ten days of| For instance, a lessee has received from 


the Session, any more than they can in 
another place. I therefore give notice 
that I shall move to-morrow, if the House 
will permit me to give that short notice, 
for an adjournment to a day which can be 
settled when we discuss the matter. The 
Committees are all appointed; they will 
meet to-morrow for organization, and will 
be ready for work when the House meets 
again after the adjournment. I do this 


other parties, by sub-letting, over tour 
thousand dollars, whereas the rental paid 
to the Government was about eighty dollars 
a year. I hope the conditions of the new 
leases ure such as to give the Government 
control of any excess of power that may 
be available at the Chaudière. These water 

owers are of immense value, and if the 

overnment were in a position to offer them 
at public competition, they might yield a 





32 


handsome revenue; but these parties were 
in possession, I presume, and it is nothing 
but right that their leases should be extend- 
ed; but when the current leases expire I 


should offer the hydraulic lots at the Chau- 
diére to public competition. It is a matter 
for congratulation that this long-standing 
dispute has been settled. I hope that the 
papers will show that the settlement which 

as been effected is advantageous to all the 
parties concerned. . 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There is no objec- 
tion to the Address. 


The motion was agreed to. 


AN ADJOURNMENT. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that when 
the House adjourns this day it do stand 
adjourned until Tuesday, the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, at 8.30 p.m. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—Perhaps the hon. 
member can inform us whether the Gov- 
ernment have decided to introduce any of 
the important measures referred to in the 
Speech from the Throne in this House. 
The Bank Act is a measure which might 
be discussed with advantage in the Senate. 
We have in this House not only bank 
presidents, but bank directors and men 
engaged extensively in commerce; the 
leader of the House stands at the head of 
commercial lawyers, and we have also 
other members who are eminently quali- 
fied to consider such questions. Then 
there is the measure relating to bills of 
ee and pronto notes, which 
might be brought up with advantage in 
the Senate, where wo have, perhaps, more 
leisure to deal with such matters than 
they have in the House of Commons. I 
should like to know, before the adjourn- 
ment, whether those measures will be 
introduced in the Senate or not. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I might ob- 
ject to this motion on the ground that it is 
irregular, but I waive that objection. I 
am always opposed to these adjournments 
except when they are proposed by a mem- 
ber of the Government in this House, who 
is responsible largely for the progress of 
legislation. It is unfortunate, when these 
adjournments are to take place, that suf- 
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think the Government, in the interest of 
this locality and of the public generally, 


An [SENATE] Adjournment. 

















ficient notice is not given, so that mem- 
bers, particularly at a distance, may know 
whether it is worth while to come to the 
Capital before the adjournment takes 
place. If I had had notice in time, [ 
should have remained at home until after 
the adjournment. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If my hon. friend 
had been here yesterday he would have 
heard the representation that I made to 
the House, that I was endeavoring to 
arrange for business for the Senate in this 
early portion of the Session, but was not 
aware until yesterday that we could not 
get a sufficient amount of business to 
occupy us in any reasonable degree for 
the next two weeks, That is the reason 
why I did not give my notice earlier. In 
the Senate, and in the House of Commons 
also, important business is not usually 
introduced for a few days after the open- 
ing of the Session. A great many of the 
important measures must be introduced in 
the Lower House, and cannot with pro- 
priety be introduced here, so that we have 
even a less proportion of business to do, 
even if we had all we could do, than the 
House of Commons. The Banking Act, to 
which the hon. member from Frederic- 
ton referred, is one which lies peculiarly 
within the functions of the Finance Minis- 
ter, and we could hardly expect it to be 
introduced and explained by anybody but 
himeelf. The Bill relating te promissory 
notes and bills of exchange might with 
propriety be introduced here; I do not 
know that there is any objection to it, 
but everyone realizes that we have a Bill 
just as completely under our control when 
it comes to us from the Commous as when 
it is introduced here in the first instance. 
So thatafter all, except to enable us to do 
work at the beginning of the Session when 
we are not busy, instead of having to 
hurry it through when wearebusy—except 
for that, which is an important reason, we 
have all the advantages with respect to 
these Bills that we would have if they 
were introduced here in the first place. 
The Bill relating to bills of exchange and 

romissory notes was introduced in the 

ouse of Commons last Session, and pro- 
bably there was some consideration arising 
out of that fact, that it would be better to 
proceed with it there instead of introduc- 
ing it in the Senate this Session. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Department of [FEBRUARY 4-5, 1890.] Geology Bill. 


—— 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 








——_—— 


THE SENATE. 


Bill (C) “An Act respecting the De-| Ottawa, Wednesday, February 5th, 1890. 


artment of Geology, Mining and Natural 
istory.”” (Mr. Abbott.) 


Bill (D) ‘“ An Act respecting Commercial 
Fertilizers.” (Mr. Abbott.) 


The Senate adjourned at 3:50 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 4th, 1890. 
Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 8:30 


p. m. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


NEW SENATOR. 


Hon. EpwaRkp Murpuy was introduced, 
and having taken the oath of office and 
signed the roll, took his seat. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (EB), “ An Act for the better securing 
the safety of certain fishermen.” (Mr. 
Power.) 

Bill (F), “ An Act He Bate offences 
relating to the Law of Marriage.” 
Macdonald, B. C.) ! 


THE LATE SENATOR RODIER. 


(Mr. | Lords. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


READING PETITIONS. 


Te SPEAKER having called for the 
reading of petitions, — 


Hon. Mr. MILLER said: The reading 
of these petitions is out of order. Itis the 
custom of the House that one sitting day 
should intervene between the presenting 
and the reading of a petition. These 
petitions were only ae yesterday, 
and in the case of the divorce petitions 
especially, I think it is highly improper to 
allow any departure from the strict rules. 
Four of these petitions are for divorces, 
and they were only presented yesterday. 
I do not know that we have any rule of 
this House on the subject, but the practice 
is as I have stated it, and it is also the 
practice of the House of Lords, In the, 
absence of any rule of our own, we are 
governed by the practice of the House of 
I find in the little Manual by Mr. 
Lemoine the following: “ Petitions.—One 
sitting day must intervene between the 
presentation and the reading of a petition.” 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I much regret that Certainly one day has not intervened in 


it falls to my lot, in the absence of the| this case, and, as I have already said, in 
leader of this House, to announce the death: the case of the divorce petitions it is 


of the late Senator Rodier. Iam sure that: highly improper that any departure from 


you will all regret exceedingly, as I do, 
the loss of our esteemed colleague. 


L'Hon. M. PAQUET: Je concours de! 
tout cœur dans les observations, si justes et | 
si bien méritées, de l’honorable membre 
pour Toronto qui m’a précédé. Nos rangs 
dans cette chambre se sont éclaircs une fois 
de plus, et la mort vient de nous enlever 
encore un bon citoyen. 

L’honorable M. Rodier était la personnifi- | 
cation de tout ce qu’un travail opiniâtre peut 
opérer, de ce qu’une conduite exemplaire 
peut créer d’estime et de respect, et de ce: 
qu'une foi sincère peut prone d’exemples , 
dimiter et pour la familie et pour la société. | 
Je m’associe donc aux regrets de toute la 
chambre et je remercie vivement l’éloquent 
interprète de notre douleur commune. 


The Senate ajourned at 9 p.m. 


the strict practice should be sanctioned or 
countenanced. 


The reading of the petitions was allowed 
to stand until to-morrow. 


DEPARTMENT OF GEOLOGY BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH moved the second 
reading of Bill (C), “An Act respecting 
the Department of Geology, Mining and 
Natural History.” He said: In the absence 
of our worthy leader, I would suggest that 
this Bill be read the second time now and 
referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next, with the under- 
standing that nobody will be committed 
to the principle of the Bill. By Tuesday 


| next we may have the leader of the House 
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present, or some arrangement may be 
’ made to carry on the business. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I presume there 
will be no objection to the second reading, 
on the understanding that the House is not 
committed to the principle of the Bill. 
This is a Government measure, and is in a 
different position from a private Bill. The 
second reading of a private Bill does not 
commit anybody to the principle of it. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


AGRICULTURAL FERTILIZERS 
BILL. 


SECOND READING, 


Hon. Mr. SMITH moved the second 
reading of Bill (D), “An Act respecting 
Agricultural Fertilizers.” 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This is a Bill of 
nineteen clauses, which the House has not 
had an opportunity to read. I have no 
objection to its taking this stage, on the 
understanding that the House is not com- 
mitted to the principle of the Bill. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate ajourned at 3:35 p.m. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, February 6th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
p.m. 
Prayers and routine proceedings. 


RECEPTION OF PETITIONS FOR 
DIVORCE. 


The Order of the Day having been called 
for the reading of petitions,— 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY said: Before these 
petitions are read, it is fit that I should 
call the attention of the House to the ques- 
tion which arose at our last sitting in re- 
ference to the reading of some four or five 
divorce petitions, My only object, I may 
say, in calling the attention of the House 
to the subject is to avoid taking a contra- 
dictory course in regard to precedents and 


that under the old rules there was a spe- 
cial procedure in divorce cases. One rule 
was that the petition should be presented 
in the usual way and, after one sitting day 
intervening, it should then be read and 
certain proof made at the bar of the Se- 
nate. Proof was required under the old 
rule, as under the new one, of the service 
of the notice of the proceedings on the per- 
son affected before the petition could be 
read or received. Every ono who hears 
me, who remembers that mode of proce- 
dure, will recollect how excessively incon- 
venient it was. At all events, in the judg- 
ment of the Senate, it was desirable that a 
more convenient mode of procedure should 
be adopted, and the result was the estab- 
lishment of the Divorce Committee, and 
rules which thoreafter would be applicable 
to all divorce cases; and amongst these 
rules is one to which I shall call the atten- 
tion of the House—the rule which governs 
this pris part of the proceedings. 
The House will remember that under the 
old mode of procedure the petition was 
read, after proof of the service of the no- 
tice to which I have referred had been 
made at the bar of the Senate. In April, 
1888, a new mode of procedure was adopted, 
and Rule “I” is as follows :— 


“The petition, when presented (1) shall be accom- 
panied by the evidence of the publication of the no- 
tice (2) as ue by Rule D, and by declaration in 
evidence of the service of a copy thereof as provided 
ee ee E, and by a copy of the proposed Bill ; ne 

© petition, notice, and evidence of publication 
service, thel »roposed Bill, and all papers connected 
therewith, shall thereupon stand as referred, without 
special order to that effect, to ‘ The Select Committee 
on Divorce.’ ” 


That appears to be perfectly plain. Then 
the next rule, “J,” is as follows :— 


‘It shall be the duty of the committee to examine 
(1) the notice of application to Parliament, the peti- 
tion, the pro ill, the evidence of publication 
and of the service of the copy of the said notice, and 
all other papers referred therewith, and if the said 
notice, petition and proposed Bill are found regular 
and sufficient, and due proof has been made of the 
publication and service of the said notice, the com- 
mittee shall report the same to the Senate.” 


The committee report to the Senate 
whether the rules ‘have been complied 
with, but the matter is still under the 
control of the House, because Rule ‘“ K ” 
provides :— 


“Upon the adoption of the report of the committee 
the Bill may be introduced and read a first time.” 
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That appears to be 
Ican only offer an a 


pee plaiu, and | examining the evidence in support of the 
ogy to the House’ petition, instead of obtaining it in the 
for not having looked into the matter; 
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inconvenient manner in which it was 


before it was brought up yesterday. I had | formerly brought before the House, and 


not the rules at my finger ends and there 
was no copy of them before me. I think, 
in the interest of the House, it is better to 
follow the rules as they stand. They only 
came into force in the latter part of the 
Session of 1888. Last year we had no 
leas than five divorce cases, in all of 
which the mode of procedure was adopted 
which suggests itself to any person who 
sees that rule—that is to say, upon the 
presentation of a petition the petition and 
all the papers should be referred to the 
Divorce Committee to be reported upon. 
The petition is not read here at all; it 
stands as referred, without any order 
whatever, but in all those cases—the Lowry, 
the Middleton, the Rosamond, the Bagwell 
and the Wand—it will be found by refer- 
ence to our Journals, which I have taken 
the trouble to look into, that the petition 
was presented and no order was made— 
the petition was never read but it stood, 
in the language of that rule, as referred to 
the Committee on Divorce. At page 33 
the report of that committee to the House 
appears. When the report of the com- 
mittee was presented the motion was 
made for its adoption, andthe House in all 
these cases decided to adopt the report. 
I simply mention this to show that the 
matter is still under the control of the 
House. In all these cases, except the 
Rosamond case, which was withdrawn, the 
report was adopted, the proceedings went 
on and the Bills were passed through their 
. final stages. There are these five prece- 
dents to govern us, and I think it is not too 
strong language to use to say that it is 
highly inconvenient to establish a contra- 
dictory procedure now, unless it is required 
by the rules. As the rules appear tu me 
to be quite clear, I think I am simply 
discharging my duty in calling attention 
to the matter, in order that we may avoid 
adopting a course this year which we may 
depart from next Session. I think, there- 
fore, I am entitled to ask that the House 
will be prepared to express an opinion on 
the matter, and I hope that that opinion 
will be to keep us in the line we have been 
travelling upon—to keep us not only to 
the letter but to the spirit of that rule, 
the object of which was, I repeat, to rele- 


allow the committee to report to the 
House, and the House to take such action 
as may be deemed advisable upon the 
report. 


Hon. Mr. MILULER—I think I shall be 
able to show to the House that the hon. 
member from Amherst is quite wrong, 
both in his own interpretation of the rule 
and in the citation he has made in support 
of his view. I have to complain, in the 
firat place, that in a matter of this kind he 
has not thought proper to give me some 
intimation of his intention to bring the 
subject before the House today. The 
question is one which requires reference to 
authorities, and une which I cannot well 
discuss without preparation. Still, I will 
answer my hon. friend on the spur of the 
moment. It is amusing that in bringing 
this matter beforo the Senate my hon. 
friend has been guilty of violating two of 
our rules. In the first place, he referred 
to a previous debate; and, in the second 
place, he has not given such notice as our 
rules require. I would readily have dis- 
pensed with a formal notice if he had not 
failed to call my attention to the course 
he intended to take before making the 
statement which we have heard to-day. 
The position which I took yesterday 
was this: I observed that some of 
the petitions which had been presented 
the day before were being read. It had 
been the practice of the Senate, following 
the practice of the House of Lords, that 
at least one sitting day should intervene 
between the presenting and the reading of 
a petition. observed among the peti- 
tions which were being read that there 
were some for divorce Bills, and I called 
the attention of the House to the subject, 
and, I think, kept the proceedings regular 
by doing so. My hon. friend has cited 
Rule “1,” and, perhaps, without sufficient 
research and examination of the question, 
he might be led to suppose that the inten- 
tion of that rule was that the petition 
should be referred to the Committee on 
Divorce on its presentation. I contend 
that the word “presented” here is in- 
tended to comprise the general proceeding 
which takes place in regard to petitions 


gate to the Divorce Committee the task of| presented to the Senate before they are 
3 
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referred to the committee, and that the | my hon. friend has cited. I am asto- 
object of the rule was simply to supersede nished that the hon. gentleman should 
the necessity of sending the petition, when; have referred to these cases. I do not 
read, to the Committee on Standing Orders, | charge him with intentional misrepresen- 
and send it instead to the Committee on tation, but [ do charge him with careless- - 
Divorce, which, I think, was a very good | ness in making his citations. On page 18 
change. If my hon. friend will refer to , of the Journals I find that the petitions in 
Rule “F,” which recedes the one he these two cases were presented on the 6th 
cited, he will see that the intention of the. of February, and on page 21 I find that on 


framer of these rules was that the petition 
should be received. Now, the petition 
cannot be received until it is read. Rule 
“F” gays that no petition for divorce 
should be received after the first thirty days 
of each Session. You all know that the 
parliamentary meaning of that term is 
the reception by the House. Therefore, I 
contend that this rule requires that the 
petition should be read and received. 
Otherwise, the rules would be a jargon. 
Any gentleman who has given attention 
to parliamentary proceedings will see at 
once that it was the intention of the 
framer of these rules that the petition 
should be received as well as presented, 


but what struck me with a great deal of 


surprise was that my hon. friend com- 
pletely, though no doubt unintentionally, 
misrepresented the procedure of the House 
under these new rules, as I will show, in 
two at least of the cases to which he has 
referred. I say that the Journals of the 
Senate contradict him clearly and empha- 
tically. The hon. gentleman cannot have 


read the Journals with anything like the|8 


care which he generally shows in his 
citations to the House. These new rules 
were framed by Senator Gowan, who gave 
a great deal of attention to the subject and 
became the first chairman of the Divorce 
Committee. Weall know the legal astute- 
ness and clearness of that hon. gentle- 
man, and the care and circumspection with 
which he watched every stage of the 
proceedings in these cases from their 
initiation under the new rules. I take it 
for granted that Senator Gowan understood 
the practice to be pursued under his rules 
as well as any member of this House, and 
if any irregularity had occurred he would 
have corrected it at once. Anyone who 
knows Senator Gowan does not require to 
be assured that he would allow no depar- 
ture from a strict compliance with those 
rules which he had himself framed, and 
which he looked upon with the fondness 
of a father for a cherished bantling. Take 
the Middleton and Bagwell cases, which 


received by the House. The entry is: 
“Pursuant to the Order of the Day the 
following petitions were severally read:” 
and among the petitions mentioned are 
two of those cited by the hon. gentleman. 
The argument of my hon. friend is not 
only destitute of foundation, but it is 
supported by citations which are incorrect. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—As to my hon. 
friend’s complaint that [have been guilty 
| of want of courtesy in not mentioning to 
him my reason for bringing this up, I 
have simply to say that I could not tind 
the hon. gentleman. I took the very 
earliest opportunity to show him the rules, 
and to give him the notice which courtesy 
required that I should furnish him. I 
only looked into the matter this morning, 
and I then took the very earliest oppor- 
tunity to speak to him onthesubject. My 
only reason for bringing up the matter 
now is that I do not want the House to 
fall into an irregular practice. The hon. 
entleman has referred to two cases in 
which the rule has not been followed. If 
there were two cases one wuy, and three 
cases the other way, of course the majority 
of precedents would govern. 


Hon. Me. MILLER-I have not had 
time to look at the other cases. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Neither have I 
had time. I made my statement of the 
cases from what I recollected, and I 
believe I have mentioned the course that 
was adopted with regard to the three 
other petitions ; but we are now dealing 
with the question of what the proper 
course is in such cases, and I leave the 
matter entirely to the House. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER —The intention of 
the rule is simply this: Every hon. mem- 
ber knows that petitions in connection 
with private Bills are referred, as a mat- 
ter of course, without motion, to the Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders. The intention 


the 20th of February they were read and 
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of the rule is simply to regulate that peti-| before it is presented to the House. Rule 
tions for divorce, instead of being sent, as | “D” requires that evidence shall be given of 
they had been before, to the Committee | the six months’ publication in the Canada 
on Standing Orders, should go, as a matter | Gazette, the service of notice and a variety 
of course, after being received, to the ; of other forms gone through with that had 
Committee on Divorce. | previously been furnished at the bar of the 
| ouse, and occupied considerable time. 
Hon. Mra. VIDAL—As a layman, I find | As I read the rule, it was intended that all 
it rather difficult to follow the intricacies | this evidence should accompany the peti- 
of these matters, but I think it is very de-'tion and should be attached to it. The 
sirable that the Senate should understand | rule says : 
clearly the right course to pursue. It ap-, “The petition, when presented, shall be accom- 
ears to me that the action on the petitions | panied by the evidence of the publication of the notice 
fast year was irregular. From the state. | 77a" PRS Sd seen aa 


à evidence of the service of a copy thereof, as provided 
ment made by the hon. member from Am- | by Rule ‘ E,’ and by a copy of the proposed Bill. à 


herst it seems to be clear that the new, Now in those petitions there certainly 
rules which we adopted in 1888 require|a.g not to be found the requirements of 
that a certain form which we had gone the clause. There is a declaration, but I 
through before shall be relegated to the| go not sec a copy of the Bill. I think the 
Divorce Committee, and it is only in har-| intention of the rule was that all these 
mony with that idea that a petition, on| documents should be grouped together 
being presented should be referred to the | and attached to the petition before it could 
Divorce Committee before taking any fur-| Le accepted by the House. That is my 
ther action on it. reading of the rule. I was named on 


the committee, but I took no part in 
Hox. Mr. MILLER—How do you ex-| drawing the rules and take very little 
plain Rule “ F”? 


notice of those divorce matters. I merely 
How. Mn. VIDAL—I cannot say; Ihave give my own interpretation of the rule. 
not got it here. If I had one of thesé pe- 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I was guided by the 
titions in charge I should not know how to 


practice of last year. I perhaps have not 
proceed under the view taken by the hon. 


( paid any more special attention to the 
member from Richmond. The old rule| subject than the hon. member from Ottawa; 
was that certain information was to be 


: as but Senator Gowan, who ought to under- 
given to the House before a petition was| stand these rules, and who took such a 








read. There was no intention whatever to deep interest in this question, and was 
lessen the difficulties which were placed in | careful that no irregularity should creep 
the way of persons obtaining divorce— | into the administration of the rules under 
there was no desire on the part of the his presidency of that committee, was 
Senate to relieve the petitioner from the | present when the petitions in the two cases 
necessity of furnishing the necessary in-| which I have cited—I have not had time 
formation—it was merely for the conve-|to look into the others—were presented 
nience of the House that the mode of obtain- | and received, one day intervening, as iD 
ing it was changed. Ifa petition for adi-| other cases. 

vorce is to be received like any ordinary 
petition, two days after its presentation, 
we are dispensing with asafeguard. Before 
a petition can be read the House must be 
satisfied that the evidence of the service of 
the notice is sufficient. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I was a mem- 
ber of the committee to which this ques- 
tion was referred, and I remember well the 
discussion which took place in the com- 
mittee upon those rules, They were drafted 
by Mr. Gowan, and referred to the commit- 
tee. Some amendments were made after a 
full discussion, and the whole object of the 
rules was to dispense with this inquiry 
below the bar. The whole matter was 
relegated to the committee. I cannot un- 
derstand why, in those two cases to which 
the hon. member for Richmond refers, the 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was not one of those 
who took part in the framing of those rules, 
and I am not therefore as competent as 
others to speak on the subject. I take 
them as we havethem before us. I assume 
that the petition is subject to the general 
rule that one day at least shall intervene 


* 
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rule was departed from; but I understood| Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—Were these 
that in all the other cases the petitions, | petitions received ? 

after being presented, were referred natu- | 

rally under these rules to the Committee] _ Hox. Mr. MILLER—I have not had 
on Divorce. I think they were read, but | time to see if the whole of them were, bat 
they were not received—they could not be | here are four of the cases cited by my hon. 
received until all the evidence was in. I friend from Amherst. in which the petitions 


have stated what the intention of the| Were presented on the 18th and read on 
framers of the rule was, and it seems to, the 20th, and I find further that the father 


be right and proper that these petitions | of these rules, Mr. Gowan, was present on 


should be disposed of in that way. 


that occasion. Certainly, the reading of 
the petitions must have accorded with the 


Hon. Me. POWER—I regret to say that interpretation of the rules which he him- 


Thave not given any attention to this 
matter, but fam disposed, on the whole, 
to agree with the hon. member from Rich- 
mond. The mere presentation of a peti- 
tion by a member 
control of it, until the Senate becomes 
cognizant of its contents. It might be 
that a petition, when presented, contains 
something which renders it not proper 
that it should be received by the House, 
and I do not think it was contemplated that 
petitions of that character should be refer- 
red to the committee, though I do not speak 
positively on the subject. As hon. gentle- 
men who have given this matter some con- 
sideration differ diametrically as to the 
meaning of the rules, the better way is to 
follow the more prudent course, which is 
that suggested by the hon. member from 
Richmond, If we, to-day, read these peti- 
tions, and they go then to the Select Com- 
mittee on Divorce, we are perfectly sure 
that everything has been done. If we do 
not read them, and they are held to have 
gone to the committee yesterday, then if 
the view of the hon. member trom Rich- 
mond is correct, the proceedings will be 
irregular from the beginning, and for that 
reason the wiser course is the one sugges- 
ted by the hon. member from Richmond. 
When other petitions come in afterwards, 
if it should be discovered on further enquiry 
that his view is not the correct one, we 
need not deal with them in the same way. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—There has been 
an attempt to make something out of my 
statement that two of these petitions, 
which I had time to examine into, were 

resented and read. I find now, in the 
Journals under my hand, that four of these 
petitions were read on the 20th—the peti- 
lions in the Middleton, the Lowry, the 
Rosamond and the Bagwell cases. Ihave 
not had time to look up the other. 


i self 





ardly gives the House | 


ad framed. If I am wrong, I err 
in very good company. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—I think that the 
point raised by the hon. member from 
Amherst is a very important one, and one 
that should be settled. I have listened to 
the discussion, but my opinion is not yet 
formed. There is much to be said pro and 
con. My first impression was that my hon. 
friend from Amherst was right in his in- 
terpretation of the rules. Afterwards, on 
hearing the precedents cited by my hon. 
friend from Richmond, I came to the con- 
clusion that the House followed another 
course. Under the circumstances, I think 
it would be prudent to let the matter stand 
for a few days. The debate might be ad- 
journed until Tuesday next, by which time 
we can decide upon the proper course to 
be followed. 


Hon. Mr, MILLER—The petitions could 
be read to-day. 


Hon. Mr. POWER —There is this ob- 
jection to letting the matter stand until 
Tuesday—the time for receiving petitions 
will expire on or before next Tuesday. 


The petitions were read. 


THE LATE SENATOR MACDONALD. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—It becomes my pain- 
ful duty to announce to this House the 
death of one of our most esteemed mem- 
bers, Senator John Macdonald, of Toronto. 
T am sure that every one who hears me 
will share my regret at this sad event. 
Where he was best known the regret will 
be most deeply felt. He was a good 
citizen, a useful member of society and a 
man of great benevolence. I deeply 
lament his loss as a good friend and 
neighbor in Toronto, and I sympathize 
with his family in their bereavement. 
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am sure ist pescuing the native children of the country 
every member of this Chamber whojfrom barbarism. He headed a subscrip- 
had the pleasure of knowing the late|tion to place the native girls of that 
Senator Macdonald will with great sorrow|country in schools, where they would 
join in a tribute of respect to his memory.;have the benefit of an education and 

uring the time that he was a member of|be protected from the evil influences 
this Chamber we all felt that he possessed a |of the white man. Outside of his 
superior mind, that he had calm judgment | public life, Senator Macdonald was deeply 
and great equanimity—that he was a bslovedd He was a man of very bene- 
thoroughly benevolent and true Christian | volent character; his purse was ever 
in all his characteristics. Though allied | open. God blessed him with great wealth, 
to one of the political parties of the|and he distributed it most generously and 
country, the late Mr. Macdonald never felt | liberally. His great charities were most 
himself tramelled by party political views. | unostentatiously given. It is only now 
As a rule, in giving utterance tu his opi-|discovered, when he has gone, the very 
nions in this Chamber, we all felt that he | many persons who were receiving from his 
was exercising an unbiased judgment. He purse. Not this Chamber alone, but this 
was a man who acted from the very |country, has sustainad a great loss in the 
highest impulses of human nature. For|death of Senator Macdonald. 
some years past it had been Mr. Mac- 
donald’s custom, during the summer 
months, to visit other portions of the 
world, and he not only gave the public 
the benefit of his experience through| paying my tribute to the memory of the 
the newspupers, but he also gave to this! late Senator Macdonald. It was not my 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I would accuse 
Chamber, time and again, most valuable good fortune to have a lengthened acquain- 


myself of very great ingratitude if I 
allowed this opportunity to pass without 


opinions as to what was best in the inter-| tance with him. He was x gentleman that 
est of the Dominion to promote trade|I am proud to number among my friends. 
with the countries that he had visited.' During the past year it pleased God to 
Some three years ago he went to the| visit me with sickness when I was twelve 
West Indies as a member of the Toronto! hundred miles away from home. No 
Chamber of Commerce, and on the assem-| man was more constant at my bedside 
bling of Parliament here afterwards he|than Mr. Macdonald, and his lofty sen- 
gave a most intetestering speech on the|timents and the breadth of his mind 
subject of closer trade relations with those|impressed me very strongly with the 
islands. The following year, when it was| nobility of his character. He has left few 
thought possible that Negfontidiand would | men behind him like himself. He was a 
come into the Dominion, he visited that | man of deep sympathies, profound thought 
island and published a series of interesting |and earnest convictions, and able at all 
letters in one ot the Toronto newspapers, | times to express his views, not only with 
giving his impressions of the country his pen but with his tongue. In the city 
through which he had travelled. Those of Toronto, where he resided, his loss will 
letters were highly thought of in New-|be greatly felt. He had been reared as a 
foundland. The people there received Canadian, not in the lap of luxury, but 
him with open arms, and seemed to | supported by his own industry, and he will 
quite coincide with the views that he ex-/take his place among those who aided in 
pressed. Last year his travels were in a, building up the Dominion. Long after we 
different direction—over the western part, have passed away, and another gencration 
of this continent and northward to Alaska takes our place, he will be included among 
and the disputed sea adjoining. Those, those who contributed by their energy, 
who took an interest in Senator Mac-| their ability and their moral sirength tothe 
donald’s letters must have been struck: greatness of thecountry. Among them no 
with the kindly, generous, sympathetic! name will be honored with greater dis- 
Christian spirit which pervaded them. He tinction than that of John Macdonald, of 
seemed to be ever anxious to do good.! Toronto. 

Even in that remote country, Blea 

where his political or national sympathies! Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—In 
were not aroused, he took a deep interest in | rising to address the House, I do so with a 
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Mr. SPEAKER—I am sure the House 


feeling of the deepest sorrow. I desire to add 


my humble tribute to the memory of our de- 
parted colleague. I was intimately ac- 
quainted with the late Senator Macdonald 
for many years, and learned to know his 
worth and high character. His appoint- 
ment to this honorable House, without refer- 
ence to political or party lines, was a tribute 
to that high character. His appointment 
was alike honorable to him and to those who 
made it, and furnishes a valuable precedent 
for the future. Hon. gentlemen have been 
witnesses of the able manner in which he 
erformed his duties in the Senate. In 
usiness he was scrupulously honorable 
and fair in bis dealings; by his ability and 

ood management he succeeded in accumu- 
ating a handsome fortune, and he has been 
largely his own administrator during his 
lifetime in his bountiful bequests to many 
charities, and he never sent away de- 
serving pese to his charity empty 
handed. en I heard of his illness and at 
about the same time the announcement of 
his princely charity to the hospital at 
Toronto, I wrote to congratulate him on 
his munificence and to say that I hoped he 
would soon recover his health, and that I 
should have the pleasure of seeing him 
here, and I have his reply, which is so 
characteristic that I will read it. He 
pays :— 


‘I trust the hospital to which you refer may be 
made a means of blessing to the great suffering class 
which need the alleviation which it is designed to 
afford. 

**T have been very ill. I am thankful to say that 
all the present indications are those of improvement, 
yet it is very uncertain whether I will be at Ottawa 
during the present Session, and may not have the 
pleasure of meeting you and my friends, which I am 
always pleased to do.” 


But it has been otherwise ordered. His 
was home life with his family. He culti- 
vated the home affections. We can all 
pes what a sad bereavement has 
fallen on those near and dear to him, but 
it may be some consolation to them to 
know that they have the sympathy of this 
House and of all who knew hin: Death 
deprived us lately of others of our collea- 
gues, and I may be permitted to allude 
especially to the late Senator Turner, 
whom to know was to like and respect. 
His death is a great loss to this House and 
to the community amongst whom he 
resided, and to me personally the loss is 
irreparable. 


will permit me to trespass on their time 
for a few moments to add my humble 
tribute to what has been so well and ably 
said in reference to the excellence and 
worth of our late colleague, Mr. Macdonald. 
I have known him for so many long years 
that | could not allow this occasion to pass 
without expressing to this House my strong 
sense of the noble character of a man who 
lived not for himself alone or for his own 

leasure and enjoyment, but who lived and 
abored throughout a long life for the 
welfare of others, and who by his Christian 
example and influence, as well as by his 
munificent generosity, has done so much for 
his country and left a memory behind him 
which will long be held in reverence and 
respect. I shallsay nothing of his political 
career, because that is well known to every 
one here, but I am sure I shall have the 
assent of every one who hears me when I 
say that from the time that Mr. Macdonald 
took his seat among us until the last time 
he appeared in this House, in everything 
he said and in every vote that he gave he 
was actuated by the highest and most 
patriotic motives. 


RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
SEOOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved thesecond 
reading of Bill (A), “ An Act to amend 
the Railway Act.” Hesaid: It will not 
be necessary for me to explain this Bill, 
because it passed this House last year and 
was defeated in the Railway Committee of 
the House of Commons by a very small 
majority. As it passed through the Senate 
without opposition last year I take the 
liberty of moving the second reading 
without further explanation. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—Is it precisely the 
same as the Bill that passed through this 
House last year ? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Yes; precisely 
the same. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—When this Bill was 
before the Senate, on a former occasion, 
I took exception to it on several grounds, 
the principal one being, however, that rail- 
way legislation has always emanated from 
the Government of this country. 
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drained, because we know in the spring of 
Government. Any amendments made to|the year, when the freshets occur, very 
it from time to time have been offered by| serious delay and loss may result if the 
the Government—any important amend-| water is allowed to rise above the railway 
ments, at all events. Only two years ago|bank. The railway companies are there- 
it was revised by the Government, and | fore more interested in having good drain- 
some very considerable changes were/age than even the municipalities. I think 
made. This Bill which is now before the | the railway ditches should not be used for 
House proposes to give the municipalities | draining the surrounding country. I do 
of the country a jurisdiction not now con-| not think it is right and proper, because it 
ferred by the Railway Act. Ido not now| forces on the railway companies’ right of 
propose to go into the details of the mea-| way a larger volume of water than their 
sure, because I assume that the House will|drains and culverts are constructed to 
confirm what they did last year when they | carry off. 


adopted it. I think the course taken last ' ee 
year was, after reading the Bill the second|, Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—This Bill is 


time, to refer it to a special committee, | intended to take off the water, not to put 
Whether that should be done now or not|it on the right of way. 


I do not pretend tosay. Inthe committee, : 

some very considerable changes were made. ee Mr. Seer railway eee 

I have not had time to analyze this Bill, |'™'8 fnot bo sulioient:to take. away Pie 
| water, and at some seusons of the 


but I take exception to giving jurisdic year the accumulation of water might lead 


tion to municipalities in reference to ne aident ao ion lou ak noua 
railway crossings, fur the reason that| © ACEICENTS INFO VINS 088 07 proper’ 
and even sacrifice of life. Many rail- 


every culvert put in a railway bank is ‘dents in thi Le d 
an additional element of danger to the tra | :""Y he U _ MA a LA a ry an 
velling public, and the municipalities are |? hie oe Th utes et this Bill ri 
very apt to avail themselves of the oppor- | {© (his fe nae k pers BOF x ee de 
tunity to force these ditches through the PESO RCH 20 LAON ON SO EAUNEAY Sie 
necessity of carrying away the water that 


railway banks when there are other means diojni ; 
and methods by which the surface water RAR dn the lands adjoining their 
ines, 


could be carried off. I quite recognise that 
no railway bank should be allowed to| ‘ Hon. Mr. MCCALLUM—Not at all. 
interrupt the natural flow of the water. It 

cannot be done under the existing laws,| Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think it 
whether it is a creek Or a drain which | proper that any railway company should 
existed at the time of the construction of’; obstruct the natural flow of water. Under 
the railway. Of course, from time to time, | the law of Ontario, at all events, they can- 
new drains are made in the country. In|notdoso. Ifa railway company should in 
Ontario, very considerable powors are|any way obstruct the natural flow of water 
given to municipalities fur the purpose of | an injunction can be obtained and the com- 
draining, and in that way new rivulets are aed is liable for damages, It is the natural 
frequently formed and mude to extend for | desire of the land owners whose proper- 
miles and miles. Although I have had/|ties adjoin. the railway track, to drain 
some experience in this direction, I|their lands by means of the railway 
bave not known of any _ particular|ditches. I do not think it is fair or right 
case where the necessity of this Act has|that they should do so, unless the muni- 
arisen. I have known cases were applica- cipalities contribute in some degree to 
tion was made to railway companies for | make the railway drains deeper and the 
such openings through their embankments, , culvorts larger. 

and I have always found the company,| When a railway is constructed the 
where it did not interfere with the safety : drainage is provided for the requirements 
of the line, willing to provide culverts to of the right of way. It a company’s line 
assist in the carrying out of the drainage. runs through low land they must make 
Of course, the railway bank is benefited by their ditches so much deeper and their 
drainage wherever it can be safely done, culverts so much larger, but they should 
and the railway companies are, as a rule, | not be required from time to time, as in- 
most anxious to have their right of wayicreased danger arises, to deepen their 
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ditches and enlarge their culverts in 
order that the adjoining lands may be 
relieved of the surface water. 


Hon. Mr. FLINT—I took particular 
notice of this measure when it came u 
last year. I believe it is a Bill in the right 
direction, and 1 am as much in favor of 
railways and will do as much to facilitate 
their operations as any member of this 
House; but I am also desirous of protect- 
ing the farmers through whose lands the 
railways pass. There are instances within 
my own knowledge in which the railway 
embankments act as dams to hold back the 
surface water. The result is that the 
water sours the land and saps the founda- 
tion of the road. If the railways would 
build culverts in such places to carry oft 
the water it would be an advantage to 
the farmers’ lunds and to the railway 
embankment. Therefore I think this legis- 
lution is necessary in the interest of the 
railway companies, as well as in the, 





interest of the farmers whose lands adjoin | 
railway tracks. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The first objection | 
taken by the hon. member from Ottawa 
to the second reading of the Bill was that | 
it waka measure which should emanate! 
from the Government. 1 do not HR) 
that is an objection which will have much 

weight in this House. | 


Hon. MR. MILLER—Coming from the 
leader of the Opposition! 
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i House was, I think, the chairman. 


member from Monck urged that the provi- 
sions contained in this Bill should be 
inserted in that measure. The leader of 
the House intimated that there was not 
time and opportunity just then to frame 


P| the amendment necessary to carry out the 


views of the hon. member from Monck, but 
he promised that at the next Session he 
would assist. in perfecting a measure which 
would do what ihe hon.member from Monck 
wishes to accomplish, without unduly 
interfering with the rights of the railway 
companies. Last session the hon. member 
from Monck introduced his measure. It was 
read the second time, and referred to 
the Railway Committee, of which the hon. 
leader of the House wasa member. The 
Railway Committee referred the Bill toa 
sub-committee, of which the leader of the 
I had 
the honor of being a member of' it, also, 
and I can testify to the very great pains 
which the members of that sub-committee, 


[and particularly the leader of the House, 


took in framing this measure. It cannot 
be said that the interests of the railway 
companies were not properly represented ; 
the leader of the House is largely interested 
in railways, as is the leader of the Opposi- 
tion, who was also x member of the Rail- 
way Committee and of the sub-committee, 
and was present. This measure was care- 
fully considered by the sub-committee and 
adopted by the Committee on Ruilways, 
reported to the Senate and passed by a very 
large majority; and, as the hon. gentle- 


Hon, Mr. POWLR—The Government, man from Monck has informed us, died in 
are simply à committee of Parliament, | the latter part of the Session in the Rail- 
rendered necessary because Parliament is | way Committee of the House of Commons. 


too big to sit 


throughout the year! Under these circumstances, I do not 


and to do all its business itself; but I} think that there should be any objection at 


do not think that any member of Parlia- 
ment, who has proper respect for the body 
to which he belongs, should take the ground : 
that it is not quite proper for a private mem-! 
ber of Parliament to introduce any measure | 
which does not tend to impose taxation | 
upon the subject. That is the only limita-; 
tion to the right of private members to! 
introduce legislation. I regret that the 
hon. member from Monck, in moving | 





on] 


the second reading of this Bill, did not 
give its history. I suppose he did not 
consider that 1t was necessary, not antici- 
pating any opposition to the Bill. ‘The 
act is that two years ago, when the Bill 
consolidating and amending the Railway 
Acts was before this House, the hon. 


any rate to the second reading of the Bill. 
If after all the labor that was bestowed upon 
it last Session the Bill is not quite perfect, 
there will be an opportunity in the 
committee for removing its defects. If, 
as I think will be the case, it should 
be found difficult to improve on the 
measure, we shall send it to the House of 
Commons, who are supposed more directly 
to represent the people, and if they choose 
to amend or reject it they have a perfect 
right to do so, and we shall have done our 
duty. As to the merits of the Bill, it is 
not perhaps necessary to say much. I 
understand that in the part of Ontario 
from which the hon.gentleman from Monck 
comes the need of this legislation is felt 
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more thanin other parts of the Dominion, 
but I can myself testify to the fact that 
such a measure is desirable in other parts 
of the Dominion also. Where a rail- 
way embankment is carried along the 
side of a slope it acts as a dam to all the 
water flowing down that slope, and it is 
only reasonable that the railway com- 


pany, who, by the construction of this! 


immense dam, keep back the water on 
the adjoining farms, should afford, at rea- 
sonable intervals, the means of getting 
that water off and relieving the land. 
The Bill takes care, as might be expected 
(eine largely the work ot the leader of this 

ouse), to protect the interests of the 
railway companies. In the first place. 
this Bill does not authorize the munici- 
palities to do the work; it makes pro- 
vision for the work being done by the 


railway companies themselves, and if a| 


municipality should demand the construc- 
tion of a culvert where it is not necessary | 
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the Bill which came from the Railway 
Committee last year? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Exactly the 
same Bill, word for word. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I am very glad to 
hear that, because I hope it will relieve the 
House of the necessity of sending it back 
to the Railway Committee. We have no 
diposition to shirk work; but, at the same 
time, Î see no necessity for taking up this 
! Bill again if itis in the same shape as 


| when it was reported from the committee 


last year. 


Hon. MR. LACOSTE—I think it is safer 
to send the Bill to the committee this 
year. Some of those who approved of it 


last year may have changed their minds 


t 


in the meantime; and, besides, it is the 
regular course. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—The only course is 


the railway company will have the right to send it to the Railway Committee. As 
to appeal to the Minister of Railways or! the hon. member suggests, some members 
the Railway Committee of the Privy) of the committee may have changed their 
Council; and if, on an inspection of the: minds since last year, and if it is not sent 
locality, the Minister of Railways is of the | to the Railway Committee it will have to 
opinion, or the Railway Committee of the be referred to a Committee of the Whole 
Privy Council is of the opinion, that a! House, and that certainly would be less 


culvert is not necessary, it is not to be| 
constructed. The Bill is a perfectly just 
and harmless meusure. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—LI am surprised | 
that there should be any opposition to this 
measure. The leader of the Opposition | 
would drive people to the courts to get an | 
injunction whenever a railway track 





obstructs the natural flow of water. We). 


know how costly such litigation is and the 
delay that it entails, It is quite true that 
under the common law the natural flow of 
water cannot be stopped by any railway | 
company, but this Bill contains equitable ' 
provisions in the interests of the whole | 
public—in the interest of the railway 
companies as well as of private individuals, 
and it is applicable not only to Ontario, 
but also to every Province of the Dom-. 
inion. I] know in the Province of Nova | 
Scotia there are large tracts of land which, | 
if the principle involved in this measure 
was not recognized, would be of little, 
value to their owners. dé 


Hon, Mr. DICK EY—Is the Bill which is | 





now before the House in the same form as. 


convenient than to refer it to the Railway 
Committee. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate adjourned at 4:35 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, February 7th, 1890. 


THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE GLOVER DIVORCE CASE. 
MOTION. 


Hon, Mr. DICKEY, from the Select 
Committee on Divorce, presented their 
report on the petition of Christiana F. 
Glover, praying for a divorce. 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD moved that the 
report be adopted. 





know whether the leader of the House 
considers it proper that a report on a peti- 
tion for divorce should be adopted without 
the ordinary formality of allowing it to 
stand over for a day in order that members 
may have an opportunity of examining it. 
The House should know what it is doing. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—The report has 
been read at the Table, and it merely states 
that all the formalities required under our 
rules have been complied with. This is 
merely a preliminary report, and I am 
under the impression that it has been 
usual, in this House, to adopt such reports 
when they are presented, unless an objec- 
tion is raised by some member. If the hon. 
member objects to the adoption of this 
report now, it must stand until Monday. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I do not object to 
the motion. I wished to elicit the view 
of the leader of the House on the question. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—This is merely a pre- 
liminary report, stating that certain re- 
quirements of the House have been 
complied with. It does not deal at all 
with the merits of the case. It is simply 
doing what has hitherto been done, in 
former Sessions, at the bar of the House. 
I see no reason, under the circumstances, 
for delaying the adoption of the report. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—The report relates 
to very important matters in connection 
with the case before us. While I do not 
question the correctness of the report in 
any particular, still I think it was only 
proper that the attention of the House 
should be called to it, in order that we may 
know what we are really asked to concur 
in, The report having been read, I have 
no objection to its adoption, and I do not 
care if the same course be followed in all 
such cases; but let us understand clearly 
what we are doing. 


The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (H) “An Act for the relief of 
Christiana Filman Glover.” (Mr. San- 
ford.) ° 
Bill (G) “ An Act for the relief of Hugh 
Forbes Keefer.” (Mr. Clemow.) 

Bill (1) “ An Act for the relief of David 
Philip Clapp.” (Mr. Clemow.) 
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Bill 
of Tra 


Bill @ “An Act respecting the Great 
North-West Central Railway Company.” 
(Mr. Clemow.) 


oo “An Act respecting the Board 


THE WALKER DIVORCE CASE, 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Select 
Committee on Divorce, presented their re- 
port on the petition of Emily Walker for 
a divorce. 


Hon. Me. SANFORD moved the adop- 
tion of the report, 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—This is clearly a 
different case from the others. This re- 
port recommends that the petitioner be 
allowed to withdraw her petition and sub- 
stitute a new petition. So important a 
step should not be taken without some ex- 
planation in justification of the course. I 
presume the leader of the House will not 
allow such a report to be adopted without 
due notice. I shall object to the adoption 
of the report to-day, because I desire to 
know why such a recommendation is 
made to the House. 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD moved that the 
report be taken into consideration on Mon- 
day next. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—How will we know 
more about this report on Monday next 
than we know now ? 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I presume that 
the gentleman who makes the motion, or 
the chairman of the committee, will be 
prepared to explain to the House why 
such a course was taken. 


Hon. Mr. DICK HF Y—An appeal has been 
made to me to ascertain why this recum- 
mendation was made. The petition is 
irregular, One of the requirements of our 
rules is wholly absent—that is to say, 
there was no negativing of any collusion 
or any connivance; that was the onl 
ground on which we objected to the peti- 
tion at the moment. That, I apprehend, 
18 the information that my hon. triend re- 
qâires. All the notices had been given, 
and if within thirty days the petitioner 
should bring in a proper petition it would 
go to the committee, and the House would 











decide whether the case should proceed 
any further or not. 


The motion was agreed to. 


SAFETY OF FISHERMEN BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. POWER moved the second 
reading of Bill (E), “An Act for better 
securing the sufety of certain Fisher- 
men.” 


He said—I do not think it neces- 
sary to go into any lengthened explan- 
ation of this Bill. The title, I think, will 
commend it to the House. It is not an 
unnecessary measure, because every sea- 
son we read accounts of fishermen who 
have either lost their lives, or suffered 
great distress from the absence of the 
provisions of this Bill. There are certain 
modifications desired in the measure, 
which can be made when it comes before 
the Committee of the whole House. The 
hon. gentleman from Alberton has called 
my attention to the fact that they have 
no fog in the neighborhood of Prince 
Edward Island, and consequently, as the 

rovisions of this Bill would not be required 
in the neighborhood of that favored land, 
it would be unreasonable to require the 
owners of vessels to go to the small expense 
which would be necessary to comply with 
them. The measure was discussed last 
year, when it passed through this House 
without a division. The sentiment of the 
Senate was almost unanimous in its favor. 
It failed to pass the Commons, because 
it reached that Chamber too late in the 
Session to get through. I beg leave, 
therefore, to move the second reading of 
the Bill, with the understanding that any 
objection to it may be dealt with on the 
motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I have no objec- 
tion to the Bill passing, with the under- 
standing that in Committee of the Whole 
it may be remedied in the direction that 
my hon. friend hus just stated. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m. 


a — —- 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, February 10th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


MANAGEMENT OF THE WELLAND 
CANAL. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM rose to inquire— 

What action the Government intends to take on 
the evidence taken before A. F. Wood, uire, com- 
missioner, as to the conduct of the officials on the 
Welland Canal, in the management of that important 
public work ? 

He said : Some of you may remember that 
I made some remarks in this Chamber last 
Session about the management of the Wel- 
land Canal, and urged the Government to 
have an investigation into the conduct of 
Mr. Ellis, the Superintendent, and others in 
connection with the maintenance and re- 
pairs of that important public work; and 
for having dared to express my views and 
stated what appeared to me to be facts, I 
was threatened through the press by the 
Superintendent with an action for libel, 
laying the damages at ten thousand dollars. 
However, the action did not come off. The 
Government appointed a commissioner to 
examine and report as to the statements 
made by me from my place in this Cham- 
ber. I attended that investigation, and 
examined witnesses in behalf of the public 
and took notes of the evidence taken. I 
did not argue the question as to the evi- 
dence taken before the commissioner for 
this reason: there was a disagreement 
between the commissioner and myself as 
to keeping a record of the arguments, and 
having them sent along with the evidence 
to the Government and afterwards to the 
pe So I left the commission. After 

left Mr. Rykert, M. P., argued the case 
in behalf of the canal officials, and the 
commissioner sent me a copy of what he, 
the commissioner, calls the balance of the 
evidence or testimony and Mr. Rykert’s 
arguments in defence. My reason for 
alluding to the matter is that what is said 
to be the balance of the testimony puts me 
in a false light. Ido not like to say it was 
wilfully done, although it looks like it. 

But I consider it my duty to show that 
what is recorded as having taken place 
before I left is not correct. I cannot say 
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as to what took place after I left; but what | Rykert on the evidence given in suppor of the 


à Se fo charges and the evidence in defence of Mr. Ellis. At 
took place before I left is recorded and. the opening of the commission the Senator enquired 


published by the newspapers that had re- | if the argument was to be reported and printed in 
porters present. à | as same manner as oe tara hen! us ae which 
. “1: : : the commissioner replied that he eci not to 

I was willing to wait patiently to see put the Government to the expense of furnishing a 


what course the Government would take | printed report of the argument, as it was simply a 


ee tee hs . | matter for his own personal benefit, and should not 
on the commissioner's report, but the pub- form part of his report. Mr. McCallum then stated 


lication of this amphlet by Mr. Ry kert, | that he wanted his argument reported and made 
who was counsel for the officials, and of public, bade the commissioner good day and left. 
the officials themselves, has forced my: The commission adjourned for two hours, and the 

e : Commissioner sent a letter to Mr. McCallum, stating 
hand, so to speak. This pamphlet has | that he would have the argument reported and a copy 
been scattered broadcast over the country, | furnished him as he desired ; but the Senator decided 


: ; not to put in an appearance. Owing to the fact that 
and a threat was made that I was to be | Senator McCallum attached so much importance to 


sued for libel. For anything that I should the reporting of the argument, the commissioner em- 
say in this Chamber I could plead parha-| lay Seep, pe Lia been cs by Mr. 

"us is to report the argument, after receiving the com- 
mentary privilege, but I would not have ‘munication from the commissioner that he did not 
done xo had they brought their action, be- intend to have the argument reported, but left it for 
cause whatever I stated I had good reason the press. The commissioner expressed regret that 


Bsa ay : the Senator did not avail himself of the opportunit 
to believe was founded upon facts, and was he expressed such a desire to have. Mr. Rykert's 
prepared to prove in a courtof law. TI. argument, which lasted three hours, was logical and 
will now read the account of what occurred peotisaneing: He te ened te donee ay ee 

; . ae going through all the charges, all of which, he con- 
on the last day of the commission, as pu b- tended, were disproved ; and, in conclusion, he sub- 
lished by the newspapers. The: reporters | mitted to the He ae his report to ne 
representing those papers wer resent, | Government inust be that Mr. Ellis’ management o 
a hae a d a ay eed se : the Welland Canal had been honest, efficient and 
rom day ay while the mvestugation | impartial. The commissioner will to-morrow, weather 
was going on, and one, at least, was not | permitting, take a trip over the canal.” 
very friendly to me. The Journal report 
is as follows :— 


“THE CANAL INVESTIGATION. 
** SENATOR MCCALLUM PICKS UP HIS PAPERS AND 











I also remember what was said and what 

.is recorded and put in as balance of testi- 
|'mony musthavebeengotup afterwards from 
RC ea | Memory to answer a certain purpose, and 

“Commissioner Wood arrived here this morning,and which has the ettect of placing me and my 
shortly after 11 a.m. said he was prepared to hear the | actions in a false position before any one 
argument of Senator McCallum and Mr. Rykert. reading what the commissioner is pleased 


Mr. McCallum found fault with the arrangements , . . 2 
where an official reporter was not present to record, to call the balance of the testimony taken 


the statements, and picked up his books and left the | betore the commissioner. I think it best 
room, apparently much annoyed, stating he would at this point to refer to what took place 
have the matter settled by another tribunal. Subse- . . | 

quently the commissioner ascertained that Mr. Ellis that morning which : caused me to leave 
had secured a shoit-hand writer to report Mr. Ry-, the commissioner without pointing out 


kert s speech, and made an arrangement whereby Mr. " À saver à eats. 
McCallum's speech would also be reported. This the , what me es idence pee ed ay Ld LEV ESUL 
commissioner was not bound to do; for, as he stated, Zauion, in order to do so it will be neces- 


argument was not statement of facts to be regarded | sary to read some correspondence, and you 
te ae ee reported is generally at the can be the judge of the commissioner's 
Be a a |action. In the first place, as to this matter, 
Well, I was nota litigant: I had nomore my understanding with the commissioner 
interest in the result of that investigation was, when I left him ona Friday afternoon, 
than any other person in the 5,000,000 of that on the following Tuesday or Wednes- 
people who inhabit this country. I was day he would hear the arguments at St. 
there on behalf of the people—I was not ' Catharines, and Mr. Holland would take 
a litigant, though I was treated as one from | them in short-hand and put them in type- 
the beginning to the end of the investiga- writing, and that they would be sent as part 


tion. Now we will see what the other | of the record, with the evidence, to the 


paper, the Star, says :— Government. But on the morning of the 
“THE WELLAND CANAL CASE. 13th November, the day that the commis- 
“SENATOR MCCALLUM DECLINES TO PUT IN HIS ARGt- , 8i0ner appointed to hear the arguments, 
MENT eRe AN RERTS COSTES TON: I received a letter from the commis- 


‘ST. CATHARINES, 13th November. 


“The Ellis Commission met this morning to hear the 
arguments of Senator McCallum and Mr. Charles 


‘sioner dated at Madoc, 11th November, 
stating that for reasons that he would 





explain when he would see me that he 
decided to send ‘away Mr. Holland, the 
reporter. 
some time before that I asked the com- 
missioner to recall a certain witness 
that I thought would give important 
evidence, that is Mr. Pave, the Chiet Engi- 
neer of Canals. I had Mr. Page’s letter to 
me to say that he was not sent for, and it 
annoyed me to think that the commissioner 
had not sent forsuch an important witness. 
Here is Mr. Page’s letter to me :— 


** CHIEF ENGINEER OF CANALS 
[a Y , 
OTTAWA, 5th November, 1889. 


“The Hon. L. McCallum, Stromness, Ont. : 


‘* Drar Mr. McCALLUM,—On my return here this 
morning I received yours of the 4th instant, in which 
you mention having learned from the commissioner 
that I would be at St. Catharines next week to give 
evidence in the ‘ Ellis investigation.’ 

‘*T have not heard otherwise anything on the sub- 
ject ; no one has asked me. The commissioner has 
not written or said anything about requiring me, and 
it is not likely that I will be up at the time mentioned 
as a matter of choice. 

‘* I suppose the inquiry is drawing pretty near to a 
close, and it is quite likely you will be glad, as it must 
have been a heavy tax on your time and patience. 


‘ Yours very truly, 
ae | OHN PAGE.” 
I will now read a letter which I received 
from the commissioner :— 


** Mavoc, 11th November, 1889. 


‘6 Hon. L. McCallum, Senator: 


‘My Dear Sir,—I have not heard from Mr. Page 
yet. It may be he is away from Ottawa. 

‘I have decided, for reasons that I will explain 
when I see you, not to have the argument reported. 
Of course, I will hear it and take notes for my own 
assistance. I would suggest that you have a list of 
points made out that are embraced in your argument, 
to hand me when you are through. 

“We will commence at 11 a.m. Wednesday to hear 


argument. 
ours truly 
SA. E-WOOD.” 
Here is the letter which the commis- 


sioner wrote to me after I left the room 
on the last day of the investigation :— 


“‘Tam, 


te Ccstom Hovse, 
€ Sr. CATHARINES, 13th Nov., 1889. 


“* Hon. L. McCallum, Senator: 


‘ DEAR Sin,—I have adjourned the proceedings 
until two o’clock p.m. Taking into consideration 
your strong feeling as to what you consider import- 
ant to you, I have decided to employ Mr. Johnson, 
who is here to take down the evidence and report the 
same in type-writing for you and Mr. Ellis’ benefit. 

* I shall be glad to have you present at the hour 
named, and I shall be glad to hear your argument. 

‘* T have the honor to be, Sir, 
‘* ‘Your obedient servant, 
‘ A. F. WOOD, 
‘€ Commissioner.” 
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The following is my reply :— 


In the first place, I may say, | 


‘ WELLAND House, 
‘ ST. CATHARINES, 13th Nov., 1889. 
‘‘ A. F. Wood, Esq., Commissioner, etc. : 

** DEAR Sir,—Yours is at hand; contents noted. 
In reply would say that after the strong felling that. 
you exhibited this morning toward me, and I consider 
without cause, I spoke to you in the kindliest manner. 
and in order tu avoid such feeling. 

‘It will be best for me not to appear before you, 
any longer. The evidence is in; we can all see it. 


‘*T am, yours truly, 
“TL. McCALLUM.” 


I will now read the next letter that I 
received from the commissioner :— 


‘ST. CATHARINES, 14th Nov., 1889. 
“Hon. L. McCallum : 


‘MY DEAR Sir,—I regret you did not give me the 
benefit of your argument yesterday. 

‘The following weremy reasons for deciding to have 
the arguments reported— 

‘““1st—I understood the arguments would be for my 
benefit. 

‘‘2nd—You stated different timesto methat your 
argument would be ‘ very short.’ 

** 3rd—On Friday last, after evidence closed, Mr. 
Holland gave a memo. of his account up to that time 
as about $1,700, and said it would be about $100 more 
to complete it if Mr. Rykert took all the time he 
claimed to state his case. 

‘*4th—Intimations had reached me from Ottawa that 
the investigation was being very much prolonged. 

‘*5th—I had used my best efforts to shorten it, but 
had no succeeded very much. 

‘*6th—On reflection, at Toronto, I decided to take 
the points myself—as I suppose it was intended for 
me—and not add to the reporter’s bill, and at once 
wrote Mr. Holland, and on reaching home wrote to 
you and Mr. Rykert. 

‘* I was more than surprised at the position you took 
that your ‘argument was wanted for the public.’ 

“To meet this, though differing entirely from your 
view as to what an argument is wanted for, I decided 
to employ a rape Jahnson—who was there at 


the uest of Mr. Ellis for his benefit—and at once. 
secured his services and wrote you, and adjourned 
until 2 p.m. 


‘* At 2 p.m. proceedings were commenced by having 
recorded a letter froin Mr. Bradley, stating there were 
‘no contracts for the pontoons, but they were built by 

eement ;’ also a letter from Mr. Page, reiterating 
his statement that Mr. Ellis had been instructed to 
look after the Port Colborne gates—and enclosing a 
copy of such instructions. The date of Smith receipt. 
was corrected from 2nd to 26th. You not being pre- 
sent, Mr. Rykert proceeded with his argument. 

‘* If you will send me a copy of your argument and 
the points to which you wish to direct attention I 
will have them incorporated with the proceedings, and 
give due consideration to your points. In order todo 
this it must reach me by Tuesday night next— as the. 
type-writer will not close until after that time. 

** Conscious of having endeavored to discharge my 
duty without favor to any, 


‘**T remain, yours ee eben 
7" « Commissioner.” 


I replied as follows :— 


STROMNESS, 18th. November, 1889. 
‘A. F. Wood, Esq., M.P.P., Commissioner : 


‘6 Dear Str,— Yours of the 14th I find here to-day- 
on my arrival home after an absenee of three days. 
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‘In reply, would say that I regret that you would I would wish to comment on and explain them. You 
not allow what I wished to point out to you that I refused to take them once, except on your own 
considered had been proven in the canal investigation conditions ; therefore, you could not have considered 
to go in the record with the evidence. them of much value, and I refuse to give them to you, 

‘ You offered by vour letter of the 13th to take the ‘except on the conditions then proposed, that my 
arguments and put them in type-writing, as you said, argument and what I would point out to you should 
for my benefit and Mr. Ellis’, but you did not offer to , go with the evidence to the public. 
report it along with the evidence. i Sir, had no benefit  ‘‘ You say, enclosing vour letter of the 14th, that 
to receive from any course that you might pursue you are conscious of having endeavored to discharge 
only with the rest of the public. : your duty without favor to any. 

“The reasons given by you for your actions in the |" That, Sir, the public will be better able to judge 
matter in your letter of the 14th ido not consider of | after we see your report, and after that your sayings, 
any value, particularly the matter of costs. rulings, and doings on the Welland Canal investiga- 

‘You say that you understood that the arguments | tion will become common property, and until that 
were to be for your benefit. What right have you to | time arrives I have no desire to discuss the question 
think that what I had given months time to prove in: farther, unless public interest demands me to do so. 
behalf of the public was only to be gddresed to you, ‘ Lam, respecfully ours, 
and for you to treat it as wind afterwards if you ‘ i. McCALLUM.” 
thought proper to do so. | ‘ 

& [wanted it for the public, and you refused to have! Then follows this letter from the com- 
it go with the evidence. | Missioner .— 

“2nd. You say that I stated to you that my argu- | “Mapoc, 29th Nov.. 1889. 
ment would be very short. That is not a good reason, ,, ; É 
if it was a question of expense, as you say, for it woud] || Hon. L. MeCallum, Senator : | 
cost less to put in with the evidence, | “Dear SIR,- When in St. Catharines this week I 

‘*It would have taken me probably two hours or found a registered letter for me, from you, bearing date 
more to point out to you what the evidence shows to 18th November. I received it on the 27th; I suppose 
have been proven, and I consider that would be a it being registered was the reason why it was not 
very short tune to give to the matter. forwarded. There are two matters in your letter that 

“I did not go there to give wind. At the time that | ar need a reply— one a seeming misapprehension 
T told you that it would not take me long to point out of what I meant when I proposed to have your 
to you what was proven by the evidence I also told argument ‘put in type-writing, which was that it 
you that I would consider it my duty to coniment on would not be forwarded with the evidence. J intended 
your ruling. it should be forwarded with the evidence and report, 

‘‘ Whether that had anything to do with your sudden ; and now state, in order to meet your wishes, that if 
change to not have the argument reported and put | you will furnish me with your argument in manuscript 
with the evidence or not you know best. containing whatever ou may consider desirable as to 

“The first intimation of the change to not have the | my ruling, etc., I will have it put in type-writing and 
arguments go with the record was from your letter | forwarded as a part of the investigation proceedings, 
dated at Madoc, 11th November, which I received at | to the Department at Ottawa, along with the evidence 
St. Catharimes on the morning of the 13th, in which you | and my report, and in order to give pou plenty of 
stated that for reasons that you would explain to me | time to furnish it, I will carry out the a ve proposal 
when you would see me? Did youtell me’? Yes ; you, if your manuscript is received by me any time before 
told me after we had had some words about the argu-' the 15th December next. I trust this will be 
ment. Then you gave as a reason that it would cost satisfactory. | 
one hundred dollars; you further said that such| ‘The other matter is your reference to Mr. Page’s 
expenses should be paid by the litigants and not by | attendance. TI had written him, but receiving no 
the Government. You must have forgotten that I. answer as to his Sonning, and thinking my request 
was there in behalf of the public, who were paying the : was not definite, I wrote him a direct letter on the 7th 
expense. "November, with reference to your Faute again 

‘Then I left you when you showed so much feeling, before the investigation closed, and named Tuesday or 
Wednesday, the 12th and 13th November, as desirable 
dayson which to take his evidenze,and asked fora reply 
by telegram. I did not receive a reply before the 
afternoon of the 11th November. erewith is a 
copy of my telegram then received, an extract from 
letter referred to received by me on the 13th at St. 
Catharines. They speak for themselves. 

“It is the source of much satisfaction to me to know 
that in this investigation the evidence, ruling and 
argument on the ruling from time to time was taken 
verbatim by a sten her. 

‘“Thave the onor to be, 
‘ Your obedient servant, 


“A, F. WOOD.” 
‘I say to you in all candor that I know that the . : 
evidence proves, and further, when you ruled against T will now read a copy of a letter from 
evidence such as Booth’s, Smith’s, Bradley’s, and | Mr. Page, the Chief Engineer of Canals :— 
when you gave Mr. Abbey a lecture about his evidence, . 
which I spoke to you About privately at the time, Ottawa, 11th November, 1889. 
that it would have the effect of keeping witnesses; ‘DEAR SIR,—Your letter of the 7th inst. was 
from coming to ne received on Saturday last, requesting me to appear 
‘*T can remember the evidence given without giving | before the Canal Commission again to answer certain 
it much further consideration ; it, and the difficulties | questions appertaining to canal management. In 
I have had to contend with to get it are impressed on | reference to this matter it may be sta that when 
my memory strongly. before the commission on Wednesday, the 16th of Octo- 
“I will not now, at the eleventh hour, send you any | ber, I stated it would be well that all the questions 
memorandum that I have taken of evidence, as | intended to be put to me should be asked there, as it 


if not bad temper, as I did not consider I was a liti- 
gant, and would do the same again under similar cir- 
cumstances. 

‘You also stated in your letter of the 11th from 
Madoc that you had not heard from Mr. Page. 
requested you to send for Mr. Page two or three 
times, and you told me that you had done so. I have 
Mr. Page’s letter, dated 5th November, stating that 
you did not send for him and that he was not coming 
as a matter of choice. 

‘* Your letter to me of the 11th wants an explana- 
tion, at least with reference to Mr. Page not being 
recalled. He did not make his appearance, and he 
gves the reason why. 


bn 
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would be very difficult for me to put in another ap- 
ce, as my 


nience to the public. 
‘JOHN PAGE.” 
Then follows this telegram, which the 


commissioner must have had that morning, 


though he did not say anything to me 


about it. 
‘‘F rou Ottawa, ONT., 11th Nov., 1889. 
“To A. F. Wood, M.P.P.: 


‘*Received your letter requesting my attendance at 
St. Catharines. J cannot leave here at present with- 
out great injury to the public service. ave written 
you to St. Catharines. Letter may be read in court 


if thought proper. 
‘“ (Signed), JOHN PAGE.” 


I will now read a brief note that I sent 
to the commissioner : 


‘* STROMNESS, 5th December, 1889. 
“A. F. Wood, Esq., M.P.P., Commissioner, dc., de. : 


* DEAR Sir,—- Yours of the 24th ultimo is at hand 
to-day ; contents noted. 
‘*In reply, would say that I have nothing further to 
add to my letter to you of the 18th ultimo. 
“Tam, Sir, yours truly 


- 


L. McCALLUM.” 


JT had nothing further to add to what I had 
already writtenthe commissioner,as [made 
it a rule in life that if a man deceives me 
once I wish to have nothing further to do 
with him, and I came to the conclusion 
from the action of the commissioner on 
the morning of the 13th November, when 
be wanted to suppress from going to the 
public what I considered was proven at 
the canal investigation, he was not treating 
me properly, and that will explain my 
short replies to him: : 


“RE WELLAND CANAL INVESTIGATION. 
“ Mapoc, 24th December, 1889. 
* Hon. L. McCallum, Senator : 


“My Dear Srr,—Herewith, per registered letter, I 
send you the balance of the testimony taken with Mr. 
Rykert's argument. I waited until the last available 
moment, hoping you would have forwarded your 
argument also. Of course, I have not been awaiting 
for argument to form an opinion, but it would have 
assisted me to reach conclusions with less labor. It 
has been no light task to go through the evidence 
again. You will find my report at Ottawa in the 
Department of Railways and Canals, when you desire 


to see it. 
“I have the honor to be, 
‘“ Your obedient servant, 
“A. F. WOOD.” 

I hope that the commissioner has arrived 
at a correct conclusion. I do not know 
what it is, but I know what it should be, 
and I think, hon. gentlemen, that you will 
agree with me what it should be, after I 
have explained the evidence taken and the 
commissioner’s ruling as to taking evi- 
dence. 


pearan duties are of a nature that they | 
cannot be delayed without great loss and inconve- | 


The following is the lust letter that I 
will read :-— 
‘“STROMNESS, 28th December, 1889. 


‘4 4, F. Wood, Esq., M.P.P.: 


‘€ DEAR SIR, — Yours of the 24th instant is at hand, 

, and also the requested document, which you say is the 

| balance of the testimony taken with Mr. Rykert’s 

, argument. 

‘Thanks for the information as to where I will find 

your report. Will see it soon, after I get to Ottawa, 
if permitted to do so before given by the public. 

‘I am, yours truly, 
“L. McCALLUM.” 


As to what the commissioner calls “the 
balance of testimony,” it is not a correct 
| report of what took place on the morning 
lof the 13th November, although I unde-r 

stand it is circulated around among mem- 
| bers of Parliament by Mr. Ellis and his 
friends, with a view no doubt to create a 
favorable impression on his behalf. It is 
the usual line of creating popularity by 
deception. My reason for going into an 
explanation about this matter is to show 
you, hon. gentlemen, that I am not to 

lame if 1 trespass on your time in con- 
nection with that canal investigation. The 
commissioner divided my charges against 
canal management into sixteen charges. 
I did not object strongly at the time, as I 
did not care how he placed what I stated 
from my seat in the Senate last Session on 
canal management, But in coming toacon- 
clusion I wish them considered as a whole, 
because any one of the alleged charges, if 
proved, should be enough to cause the dis- 
missal of those found guilty. I will 
eudeavor to point out to you as briefly as 
I can what 1 consider has been proved by 
the evidence, and where to find the evi- 
dence taken, the witness’ name and page 
as put in type-writing. I have explained 
to you, and the correspondence between the 
commissioner and myself shows why I 
did not argue the question before the com- 
missioner. I did not think I was treated 
fairly and I left. I refused afterwards to 
send the commissioner my arguments in 
writing, and I think that I acted properly 
in doing 80 from the sample of what the 
commissioner calls the balance of testi- 
mony. For some reasons that I do not 
know, the commissioner wanted to rush 
| matters that morning. He was not to pay 
‘any money for anyone’s arguments; that 
should be paid by litigants. After I left, 
you can see by Mr. Rykert’s speech 
and the commissioner’s remarks that 
they had a very pleasant time. Any- 
one reading it can see that there was 
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a kind of mutual admiration expressed | you have heard of tramps looking for work 
between the defendant’s counsel, Mr./and praying to God that they would not 
Rykert, M.P., and the commissioner. You find it. Was the commissioner in this 
can see further that for the want of argu- | position—looking for money to pay Ellis’ 
ment Mr. Rykert was paying a great deal debts fiom the canal employés, and 
of attention to the humble individual that | putting the glass to the blind eye, so to 
is now addressing you—thatis to say, no | speak, like the celebrated Admiral Nelson. 
doubt on the usual line, if he could not say' When you read the evidence you will be 
anything good of his clients he would | the best judges as to what was dune in the 
make up the time in abusing those opposed | way of borrowing money to pay Ellis’ debts. 
to him. Evidertly, he, Mr. Rykert,Q.C.,| Ido not want to say anything against 
M.P., was displeased in the way that I'the commissioner. He treated me asa 
conducted the case in behalf of the public. | gentleman all the way through, except the 
He, Mr. Rykert, as you will see, tells the Dé morning. He ruled against me, as I 
commissioner what I should have done | thought, untairly; but for that ruling he is 
and what I should not have done. But I | accountable to the public. 

wus not there to please Mr. Rykert, Q. C.,| You may remember that I made several 
M.P. I did know from the first that [| charges against Mr. Ellis last Session from 
would have his opposition—that be, Mr.|my place in this House. The commis- 
Rykert, was satisfied as to how matters|sioner divided my charges into sixteen, 
were conducted on the canal. In fact, I’ and I will try to deal with them as he has 
have a letter in my hand and a copy of|divided them. When I get through with 
same in the Government's hands, stating | these I will come to what I call malad- 
that money was paid to a party by the | ministration on the canal. The following 
Government for work that was not per-|is the memorandum of charges as divided 
formed and that it was brought to Mr.| by the commissioner :— 

Rykert’s notice. But Mr. Rykert’s reply | «1st. Large expenditures for fuel, contrasting 1869- 
was that he was no informer; so from that | 70, 1876-77, 1884-85, 1885-86, 1886-87. (See page 3 
I took it that Mr. Rykert was satisfied sere erga tears sane atiGant ob ueney without 
with the canal management. But at the | authorit from the Department—notably, building 
same time I was not then and I am not sae Port oe et NE pes 
now prepared to accept his dictation as to ; : 
hat should doorshould notdoin'thelal en 
canal investigation in behalf of the public. 

The commissioner, as you will see, at 
page 1866, when Mr. Ellis is giving evi- 
dence on this question, tells Mr. Ellis 
that the truth is the best. But he, 
the commissioner, prevented me from 
getting the truth by his ruling against 
me. He was looking for the truth as to 
the making of arrangements with the 
employés on the canal to pay Mr. Ellis’ |. | 
dobts Did he want to find it? You, hon.| aie suijcme montre retained and not eredited 
gentlemen, can be the judges of that. I : Bae Charge apenas Te apenas eeu: Sup- 
would call your attention to his lecture to rent of moneys. (See page 16, 2nd column, Hansard, 
Alex. Abbey, his rulings on John Bradley’s | bottom page.) 

and R. A. Booth’s evidence and his lecture “10th, ‘That improper influences are brought to bear 


to J. B. Smith, in which the commissioner ae Il, let Sie Hanes he information. (See 

says that (page 861) if he, Smith, could! “11th. In reply to Order of the House, did not give 

make such an arrangement with Mr, Abbey | correct replies ; ae he could not. (See page 11, Let 
column, Hansard. 


to get money that he might operate in 4) “Jj9th. That he is arbitrary in his treatment of the 

like manner with forty others. But by his owners of vessels passing this canal—detaining them 

ruling he prevented me from showing the | Without good reason. That he fined a tug owner $20 
h h | ated ; h for the reason that he questioned his (Ellis) manage- 

others that were operated on in the same | ment. (See page 11, 2nd column, Hansard. ) 

way as Mr. Abbey. So much for the com- “13th. Elhs and Demare are charged with havi 

missioner’s action in bringing to light the | friends and pets,’ and Demare with being a ‘pet o 


: Ellis.” That in order to get work fitness is not 
doings on the Welland Canal. No doubt | required, but it is essential he should ‘belong to the 








m.) 

‘“4th. Built Custom house and post office at Port 
Colborne, though the Department of Public Works 
had charge of construction, at a cost of $4,400. (See 
page 3, 2nd column, Hansard, near top.) 

‘5th. Allows employés to work for outside parties, 
and they are paid by the Government. (See page 3, 
2nd column, Hansard. 

‘6th. Allowed parties to be paid for work not per- 
formed. (See page 3, 2nd column, Hansard.) 

“7th. Allowed the use of Government propert 
without authority and free of charge. (See page 
2nd column, Hansard, bottom page.) 

‘“8th. Moneys received and not returned at proper 


ni 
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clique.” (See page 11, 2nd column, Hansard—bot- 
OR Lath. The Superintendent increased his favorite’s 
salary (Demare's) without authority by 8300 per year, 
when he was getting enough already, giving as his 
excuse that Demare had been promi an increase 
by the Chief Engineer, which the Chief Engineer, 
he says, denies. (See es 11 and 12, Hansard, bot- 
tom of 11th, top of 12th. 

‘15th. That he allowed water to flow into the canal 
from Lake Erie in January last, though he had plenty 
of men to prevent it, causing an estimated damage of 
$25,000, as stated by the Chief Engineer. (See page 
12, 1st column, Hansard, bottom.) 

“16th. That Mossip could not get work, while less 
deserving were receiving employment every day. 
(See page 12, lst column, Hansard, middle.)” 

Of these charges, the 10th is the only 
one that I have not proven. I have not 
touched it, and you can readily under- 
stand why. You can appreciate the feelings 
that guided me in this matter. 
want that any oneshould suffer for giving 
me information ; I did not desire that any 
man’s family should want for bread. Dur- 
ing that investigation men came to me 
and begged of me not to call them, because 
if I did so they would be discharged—not 
only men employed on the canal, but men 
working for people who were receiving 
favors from Mr. Ellis. Therefore, 1 did 
not touch that charge, and if I had to go 
through the same thing again I should act 
in precisely the same way. I did not want 
to injure any one, and besides, I consider 
there was sufficient proof elicited during 
the investigation to render a dismissal of 
Mr. Ellis and his deputy necessary in the 
public interest. You cannot imagine the 
difficulty I had in getting evidence. Just 
think ofit! Here was John Charles Rykert, 
member for the County of Lincoln, a 
leading lawyer and Queen’s Counsel, and 
he had appointed pretty nearly all the 
men in that section of the Welland Canal. 
I had him, with all his ability and influ- 
ence, against me. There were Mr. Ellis 
and his deputy, who had control of most 
of the men who came to give evidence, 
and they had to be dragged like cats by 
the tail to get them before the commis- 
sioner. On the other side thore was only 
the poor individual who is now addressing 
you. When I first went to St. Catharines 
you would think I was a leper. Nobody 
would speak to me; there were spies 
employed to report the names of those who 
would call on me, and boasts were made 
that I would be driven out of St. Cathar- 
ines injtwenty-four hours; but I did not 
run. On the 14th charge I may as well say 
afew words here. This question of increas- 






I did not 


ing Mr. Demare’s salary is an important 
one. The reason given for doing 80 was 
that he would not remain in the employ 


of the Government unless his salary was © 
increased. If you look at Mr. Rykert's 
pamphlet you will see that he asserts that 
Mr. Page swore that the increase of salary 
to Mr. Demare was settled by an Order 
in Council, but that pamphlet contains 
anything but the truth. I do not wish to 
blame the Government; I did not do so; 
but so far as I can learn this additional 
$300 has been given to Mr. Demare with- 
out any authority—no Order in Council has 
ever been passed sanctioning the increase. 
Mr. Demare had been getting $900 a year, 
a house, rent free, and an allowance of 
$100 a year for a horse, although his work 
did not extend over five or six miles, I 
said then that it looked to me as though 
he was getting pickings, and before I get 
through I will endeavor to show whai the 
pickings were. Although he goes into 
the witness box and swears that he did 
not get any, three of his friends swore that 
he did, and I think their evidence will be 
believed against his, when he is a witness 
in his own interest. 

Another charge that is proven beyond 
doubt, on the evidence of Mr. Page, is 
that Mr. Ellis allowed the waters of Lake 
Erie to flood the canal when he had plenty 
of men to prevent it, and through his 
negligence caused a loss of $25,000 to the 
country last winter. You may say that 
was only a blunder, or the result of forget- 
fulness. I would be just as willing as any 
one to forgive a man for such an accident, if 
he was all right otherwise; but when his 
mismanagement is apparent everywhere 
along the canal, and when everything is 
turned to his own interest, he cannot be 
excused for allowing such a disaster 
to take place. I have taken a great 
interest in the Welland Canal. I was 
one of the first men of the country to 
urge on the Government the enlargement 
of the canal and 1 wanted to see it well 
managed. Instead of being well managed 
it has been managed extravagantly. I 
could show the Government hote the 
could save tens of thousands of dollars. 
have no doubt that the Government will 


yet dismiss these men who are guilty of 


mismanagement from the public service, 
but they are slow about it, and an attempt 
is being made to let them down easy. I 
intend to take up these charges one after 
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another and deal with them, but I may here 
say a few words about this man Mossop 
ahs has been accused of giving me the in- 
formation that has led to this investiga 
tion. You can readily understand how 
bitter these people are against Mr. Mossop. 
They have tried to destroy his character. 
If you believe the evidence of these self- 
interested parties you will say that he is 
a very bad man; but those who worked 
with Mossop speak very differently of him. 
However, that has nothing to do with the 
question. If Mossop was the worst man in 
this country, that does not excuse the mis- 
management on the canal; and I may say 
further, that Mossop is to-day out of this 
country, trying to earn bread for his family, 
while the men who have mismanaged the 
canal are living on the public money. 

I shall deal with these charges seriatim. 

As to the first charge, I might say that 
1 have paid but little attention to it; but 
there is one thing I have proved, and that 
is that the lock tenders were not thieves 
before Mr. Ellis came to manage the canal, 
as was stated by him in his letter to the 
Department, dated 6th April, 1889. The 
statement made by me, from my place in 
the Senate, as to the expenditure for fuel 
on the Welland Canal, is correct. If you 
will look through the Public Accounts and 
Sessional Papers of this country you will 
find that it costs as much (if not more) to 
furnish fuel for the Welland Canal as for 
all the other canals in the Dominion. And 
if you will take the trouble to do 80, you 
will certainly come to the conclusion that 
we have a cold climate in the Niagara 
district. George Longlet, teamster, St. 
Catharines (see page 1542 of the report), 
says that: 

‘© One-half a load of coal was delivered in the cellar 
under the lock house, at the north end of the house— 


that is Demare’s cellar. I was teaming for McCordick. 
There was coal in the bin where I put it.” 


Now, if it had been a full load I should 
not have been able to prove anything. I 
had not time to follow it up. gave as 
much time to the public in that investiga- 
tion as I could afford, and that is way I 
was so anxious at St. Catharines that 
morning to close up the matter. I did 
not want to have to come here and tres- 
pass on the time of this House again, as I 
am now doing; but no other course is left 
to me, since the publication and distribu- 
tion of Mr. Rykert’s pamphlet. It is 
alleged that the cellar of that house at Port 
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Dalhousie was built on a swamp. To my 
knowledgo that house had been built on a 
rock foundation forty years before. I will 
touch on this question again before I get 
through. It was very convenient for 
these people, as you will see from the 
evidence, to find a swamp in the cellar 
when they wanted to cover upajob. The 
second charge is the expenditure of a 
large amount of money without authority 
from Parliament. I shall refer first to the 
construction of a bridge over Shiner’s 
Creek, at a cost of over $1,000. This 
expenditure took place after I had called at- 
tention to the mismanagement of the 
canal. It took place without a report in 
its favor from the Chief Engineer, and 
without the knowledge of the Government. 
If Mr. Ellis had any self-respect he would 
resign his position, in view of the snubs he 
has received from the Department from 
time to time; but he hangs on like a burr, 
and he will not drop off until he is scraped 
off. Another work on which Government 
money was expended without authority 
was the building of the spoke factory 
bridge. The particulars of it will be 
found at page 533 of the evidence. The 
expenditure on that bridge for cement 
was $84, and for stone $91. I do not know 
how much labor was employed on it. I 
would refer you to the evidence of Steven 
Beatty, at pages 534 and 535 of the evi- 
dence. He shows it to be a township 
bridge. At e 754 of the evidence 
Mr. James McCoppen, president of the 
Stone Road Company, says that the Gov- 
ernment had always refused to build 
or repair the bridge over Shiner's 
Creek, the same place where Mr. Ellis 
built an expensive bridge without the least 
authority. This was done in April last. I 
want to impress that on your minds, be- 
cause the Government took him to task 
and asked him why he was spending so 
much money. He never said a word about 
it, and whon I questioned him before the 
commissioner as to whether he had reported , 
to the Government what he was doing, 
he replied: “ No; | did not think they would 
expect it.” I then asked him had he any 
authority for building it, and he replied 
that he had not. The Government at the 
same time asked him for an explanation. 
Now, what was his reason for hiding it 
from the Government? I do not know as 
a fact, and I will not give rumors, Mr. 
Page, the Chief Engineer, at page 1394 of 
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Shiner’s Creek. At page 134 Nathan Morey 


the report, says that he did not authorize 


any expenditure on Shiner’s Creek bridge 
—that he reported against it—that sucha 
work should be done by a vote of Parlia- 
ment. I do not think you want any better 
evidence than that. Mr. Ellis himself, at 
page 2183, says that he did not report to 
the Government that he was spending 
$1.000 out of the canal appropriation to 
build theShiner’s pond bridge—that he did 
not think it necessary or that they would 
expect it. The Government could not have 
known that he was building that bridge. 
At page 1891 he says that he got instruc- 
tions from Dr. Ferguson, M.P., who said 
that he received the consent of the late 
Hon. John: H. Pope to build the bridge out 
of the canal appropriation, because he could 
not go to Parliament and get a vote in the 
face of the engineer's report. I knew John 
Henry Pope for a long time, and from my 
acquaintance with him I know that that is 
not the way that he did business. He might 
have said to Mr. Ferguson: “Weil, if you can 
get Mr. Ellis to build it, all right.” But 
when was that? Two or three years 
ago; and the Hon. John H. Pope had 
departed this life before the work was 
commenced. If Mr. Ellis had any autho- 
rity to build it, if he thought it was right to 
baild it, why should he hide it from the 
Governmeut? When they asked him why 
he was spending that money he did not 
give a straightforward reply. [asked him: 
“Did you not put it on the margin of the 
pay list, the same as other matters?” and 

esaid: “No; the Government could not 
expect it. I got orders from Ottawa to not 
put it in the margin?” I do not credit 
that. Last year in this House I made a 
good deal of fun of his report on the three 
canals that he had under his charge, that 
he took care to mention that he drove a 
spike, that he put a link in a chain, that he 
pat in a window glass, that he caulked a 
punt, that he filled a crevice in a valve with 
straw and manure. He loaded down his 
report with straw and manure, but he could 
not tellwhere hundreds of dollars had passed 
through his foreman’s hands. Of course, 
it is not very pleasant to the Government 
to have one of their officials shown to the 
public in that way, and I have every reason 
to believe that he was instructed not to 
load down his report in that way again; 
but they did not tell him to conceal from 
the Government that he was spending a 
thousand dollars to build a hedge at 


gives evidence about building bridges on 
the stone road and street railway and 
across mill races, and about building 
chutes at the hydraulic race. I would refer 
you to the leases between Calvin Eos 
and the Government, and the Hydraulic 
Company and the Government. Some 
years ago the Government of Canada 
eased to Mr. Calvin Phillips sufficient 
water power on the Welland Canal to drive 
six run of stone, for which they get the 
magnificient sum of $150 a year. The 
balance of the water power from Lock 10 to 
Lock 2 on the Welland Canal is leased to 
the Hydraulic Company at $125 a year. 
It was an improvident bargin, but still it 
is a bargin and must be carried out tothe 
letter. But the money of the country 
should not be expended in building struc- 
tures for the benefit of people who enjoy 
these rights at such small expense. The 
least they can do is to make such improve- 
ments as those I have been describing. I 
find they are paying any amount of money 
to cut ice during the winter for these 
people—work that they should do them- © 
selves. Why does Mr. Ellis do this? To 
et popularity and to get something else 

sides, as I will show by-and-by. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—What? Not 
melted ice ? 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM—A testimonial. 
At page 552 of the evidence Nathan Morey 
is recalled, and he says that the bridge on 
the stone road cost about $285, that it was 
made wider—that it is 42 feet wide by 24 
feet long. This isa bridge across the race- 
way where some enterprising people in 
the city of St. Catharines have built a street 
railway. The chutes at McCormick’s he 
says cost $623.75, and from the second race 
into the lower race it cost $495 (see pages 
1526 and 1527). The first chute (the one 
which cost $623) I believe the Government 
had a right to build; but the public had no 
right to be assessed for building the other 
one. Itshould have been constructed by the 
Hydraulic Company, as I will show further 
on when we come to that subject. Then 
there was a bridge built across the race 
from the stone road to the knitting factory 
at a cost of $294.33. The man that gave 
these figures must have intended to create 
an impression that he was very accurate, 
but I am a pretty good judge of such work. 
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I have seen these structures. and I know 
the cost of them is put down at the very 
lowestfiguresthat a man’s conscience would 
allow him to give. My conscience would 
not allow me to put it at so low an estimate, 
and I know something of carpenter work 
and am a juage of timber, paint and iron. 
Whatever the cost may have been, we have 
no more to do with that work than we 
have to do with the public works of France. 

This man Morey built a boat house for 
Mr. Ellis. You will say it is all right, that 
there is no reason why Mr. Ellis should 
not have a boat house; but he has no less 
than three on the Welland Canal. I did 
not take any evidence as to who paid for 
the boats, but the cost of the boat houses, 
without taking into account the value of 
the stone work, was $112. Mr. Ellis has 
three of them,—one at Port Colborne, one 
at St. Catharines and one at Port Dalhou- 
sie. I would refer you to the evidence of 
O. J. Phelps, M.P.P., at page 1537 of the 
report, to show that he built his own 
bridge. Now that was perfectly right. 
But when I took the evidence of Mr. Mer- 


- ritt, who is one of the stockholders in the 


Hydraulic Company, he admitted readily 
that under their lease they had to build their 
own structures, all but the upper race, 
and to pay the Government $500 a year. 
I do not blame the Government for having 
leased those valuable water powers for 
such low figures, but Ido blame the Govern- 
ment, if they continue to allow their 
officials to squander the public money on 
structures which should be built and main- 
tained by the lessees. 

Captain Sylvester Neelon, as respect- 
able a man as there is in this country, 
says, at page 2334, that the chutes from 
the upper to the lower race were built by 
subscriptions from the millers and manu- 
facturers ; but since M. Ellis has had con- 
trol of the canal he does all this sort of 
work, and considers it beneath him to con- 
sult the Chief Engineer of the Department 
on the subject. He says that he, and he 
alone, is responsible to the people of this 
country for the proper administration of 
the Welland Canal. As I stated before, he 
constructs these works for the purpose of 
increasing his popularity,and for something 
else; and that fact will give you some idea 
of the difficulties I had to contend with 
at this investigation. The witnesses who 
were called were respectable men, but they 
were opposed to me, and the only reason 


I can give for their opposition is that they 
were milking the Dominion cow. One of 
them, I thought, had a veryshort memory. 
I refer to Captain Norris, who came there, 
and when I asked him who built these 
chutes formerly, his reply was: “ Lown the 
lower race.” 1 asked him who built the 
chute from the second to the lower race 
formerly, and he replied that Captain 
Neelon could tell me that. Of course I 
asked him no more, because I thought Mr. 
Neelon’s evidence would be quite sufficient, 
Then Mr. Norris asked permission to 
make a statement to the commissioner 
and complained that I joked him on the 
street that he should be satisfied with Mr. 
Ellis because Mr. Ellis had cut the ice in 
his pond. Now, I thought Mr. Norris 
should have been above retailing a private 
conversation which was nothing more than 
a passing joke on the street. However, 
there is the fact in the evidence, that he 
could not tell me who built the chute 
formerly. Now, what does Captain 
Neelon show? He says that the chutes 
from the upper to the lower race 
were built by subscriptions from the 
millers and manufacturers formerly, and 
that Mr. Norris was the man that had 
constructed them. Now Mr. Norris might 
have answered my question and stated the 
fact that the chutes were built by himself 
in the first place, although Mr. Ellis has 
since kept them in repair at the expense 
of the country. We have a system of 
water works at Port Dalhousie. They were 
built by Mr. Ellis without authority. We 
have a lot of plant at that place, but there is 
a watchman there, and I suppose the prop- 
erty isinsured. At page 800 of the evidence 
Jonathan Woodall says that a firecracker 
set fire to the roof of Mr. Demare’s house, 
and that in order to put out the fire he had 
to carry the nozzle up to the top of the 
house. Thenat page 1420 Mr. Page says 
that this inefficient water works was built 
at a great expense to the country without 
his authority. At page 1394 the Chief 
Engineer says that he gave no authority 
to build the Albert street culvert and the 
knitting factory bridge. How much do 
you suppose this Albert street culvert 
cost the country? Over $6,000; and yet 
Mr. Ellis built it without any authority. 
Neither was Mr. Page consulted about the 
building of the bridge over the stone road 
for the street railway company or the 
building of the dock at Port Colborne; he 
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was not consulted about the repairs made 


to the canal office at St. Catharines. Mr. 
Ellis says, at page 2318 of the report of the 
evidence, that he consulted Mr. Carter and 
Mr. Secord, but did not consult Mr. Page, 
the Chief Engineer, about the building of 
the dock at Port Colborne; he consulted 
his subordinates, but did not think it worth 
while to consult his chief. Now that dock 
is of no value to shipping as the evidence 
clearly shows. It was a pure waste of the 
public money. I saw the dock last year, 
and knew all about it, and knew that it was 
worthless, owing to the place where it 
was constructed. Charles Carter, the har- 
bor master, in his evidence at page 
1291, says he does not know what the 
dock at Port Colborne was built for, 
that Mr. Ellis ordered him to have the 
tugs lay there, and that he made them go 
there for ten or twelve days until they 
knocked their wales off, and then they 
would not remain there any longer. That 
dock was built at a point where it was 
exposed to storms on Lake Erie, and when 
a breeze comes down the lake no craft 
can lie there. When the dock was built 
the harbor master wanted to show that it 
was of some value, and he tried to compel 
the tugs to remain there, but when they 
found they were knocking their wales off 
they had to leave. At page 1292 Mr. 
Carter says that all parties at Port Col- 
borne interested in tugs remonstrated 
about it. At page 1293 he says that he 
carried out Mr. Ellis’ orders until the 
tugs began to knock themselves to pieces. 
Some of the vessels had to be towed away 
to save them from destruction. At page 
1316 Edward Armstrong stated that if he 
did not get redress he would go to Ottawa 
about it. 

George Ross, in his evidence at 
page 1418, also comments on the absur- 
dity of building a dock in such a place for 
tags to lie in. I would refer you also to 
the evidence of Sperry Carter, Daniel Mc- 
Grath, Edward Armstrong and Henry 
Mawdsley, all to the same effect, all 
pointing to the fact that the building of 
that dock was a pure waste of money. I 
do not care to go into all the details of 
this evidence, but I have a copy of it here 
which was furnished to me by the commis- 
sioner and paid for by the country. I 
have read it over three times to get at the 
facts, and I have nu further use for it. The 
evidence about the dock at Port Colborne 
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is conclusive that it is of no value what- 
ever to the public. 

I come now to the fourth charge, and I 
turn to the evidence of Mr. Page, which 
will be found at page 1397 of the report. 
I put the question to him: “ Did Mr. Ellis 
ever consult you about building a Custom 
house and post office at Port Colborne 
out of the canal appropriations?” He 
answered: ‘“ No; if [ had been consulted I 
would not have sanctioned it.” Mr. Ellis 
was not satisfied with trying to control the 
Department of Railway and Canals, but he 
must control the Department of Public 
Works also. If he knew anything at all 
he must have known that the construction 
of such a building was within the province 
of the Department of Public Works, 

Now, what was the result of his unautho- 
rized action? Nobody owned the building 
when it was completed, and the Govern- 
ment had to pass an Order in Council to 

ive it to the Department of Public Works. 
T have mentioned how the Department of 
Railways and Canals tried to control this 
gentleman. I had no evidence taken on 
this point, but I have documents here to 

rove what I say. I shall now read some 
etters from the Department to Mr. Ellis 
in regard to the expenditure on the Wel- 
land Canal in April last, and Mr. Ellis’ 
replies, showing that the Government has 
been after him with a sharp stick since I 
last moved in Parliament. The first letter 
is as follows :— 
‘*Orrawa, llth May, 1889. 


‘*Str, —The pay-lists for the Welland Canal staff and 
repairs for the past month have been submitted to the 
Chief Engineer, and for his information I am directed 
to say that an explanatory letter should accompany 
pay-list, stating at what work the carpenters and 
masons named on the list were engaged ; where, and 
at what the laborers were employed; what so many 
machinists were doing-in fact, full details of the 
service on which the respective inen were engaged ; 
the reason in each case why the men are expected to 
be paid for more than twenty-six days in a month, 
and why it was necessary to do the different works 
undertaken. More details and information should 
also be given for the supplies furnished, and where 
used. 

‘ Nothing can be done towards sending the money 
for April pay-lists until the information asked for 18 
furnished and proved satisfactory. 

“fam, Sir, 
‘* Your obedient servant, 
“A. P. BRADLEY, 
‘* Secretary. 
“W. Exiis, Esq., 
‘ Supt. Welland Canal, 
“St. Catharines.” 


The Government ought to be applauded for 
this attempt to control Mr. Ellis since I 
brought his conduct under their notice. I 
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think, in the end, he will have to “ walk 
the plank” in the interest of the country. 
No government can keep him. 

ere is Mr. Ellis’ explanatory letter :— 


‘* SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE, 
‘ WELLAND CANAL, 
‘ST. CATHARINES, May 13, 1889. 


BRADLEY, eA 
Secy. Dept. Railways and Canals. 

“ SrR,—In reply to your letter No. 78397, I beg to 
state that I was sorry not to have had the pleasure of 
the usual visit of the Chief Engineer when the water 
was drawn off the canal, so that I could have shown 
all he asks for so much more satisfactorily than by 
writing. I could have shown him the dangerousl 
rotten condition of things in several places that 
dare not any longer postpone renewing and runs 
without putting myself in the position of being held 
accountable for the loss of human lives and the con- 
que arising therefrom to the Government as 
well as to myself, and also the possible accidents from 
rotten gates, lock walls undermined, &c., that might 
lead to serious accidents and washouts, stopping navi- 
gation and throwing hundreds out of employment in 
the mills and factories. 

‘I may say that I have made it a rule wherever 
possible (believing it wise and my duty) in renewing 
and rebuilding to do so always with stone and iron, 
instead of wood, thus putting an end to any more 
decay and expense of repairs. 

‘*The bridge I have just completed across the im- 
portant raceway that runs alongside Lock 24, Albert 
street, Thorold, over which a great deal of traffic 
passes, was built of wood long ago, and has for some 
time past been a cause of much anxiety to me, having 
become unsafe, and I provided for its rebuilding last 
fall by boating down a large quantity of the old sur- 

lus stone from Welland that came out of the old 
ock at that place for the purpose, and attacked the 
job the moment the water was drawn off, took away 
the old rotten bridge, and built the present permanent 
structure. The foundations proved very treacherous 
and troublesome, and I had to go down deeper than I 
expected. The banks on each side were consequently 
high, and threatened to slip, but by putting on a big 
force and working nights (by electric lights put up on 
pOrpasy) and days, every available hour, we got the 
oundations put in, and the masonry built up to the 
high water mark. Within the two weeks advertised 
the water would be out of the canal, and the mills 
above started as usual. Since that I have carried the 
walls up, put iron girders across (twenty feet width 
between walls), turned segment brick arches across 
between the girders, filled up spandrils and flushed 
all up with concrete, covering same with coal tar, put 
on the old macadam and allowed traffic over again as 
usual the end of last week. This bridge has cost a 
good deal, but it is a permanent structure, and will 
never cost a dollar any more for renewals or repairs. 

‘The accompanying photo. was taken when the 
walls were, Bay about two-thirds the height. 

‘*It was in building this bridge where all the over- 
time was made that was enquired about, except by the 
men on new canal, who had to attend to broken 
cables and during nights. The temporary bridge 
that I threw across the Chippewa Creek last year was 
again utilized in this case across the canal above 
Lock 24, the same piles and top work being used very 
advantageously, and without delaying travel a minute. 

“IT had everything ready to submit for Chief 
Engineer’s approval, expecting him up, as he has 
always been, every spring since I have been here, and 
I shall be greatly disappointed if he does not say an 
excellent and suitable job has been done. 
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‘6 Masons.—The stone work bothsides ofentranceto 
Lock 1, new canal, above the head gates, were seri- 
ously displaced. These were all taken up, and put in 
place, well drivelled and backed up by widening the 
walls at that point. This was mason’s job, also point- 
ing all weirs where needed, some retaining walls were 
rebuilt, and the walls of the bridge near “Ke factory, 
Merritton, across the wide race there had become 
unsafe and had to be put in order, and paving done 
to prevent foundations being seamed under. The 
weirs along the old canal generally require some point- 
ing every season to keep them in proper order, and 
masons attended to that work last month. 

‘‘The four machinists enquired about (as the account- 
ant designates them) are handy men. Two have the en- 
tireand Special responsibility of looking after and Fer 
ing in order the water wheels and shafts of the loc 
throughout, and have to examine them all nu à 
daily ; the other two attend to the rest of the loc 

tes and weir machinery, and cables throughout. 

reakages often happen in the night, when overtime 
is made by them in attending to same. 

‘* The Carpenters are employee at so many different 
places it is almost impossible to convey by writing, 
in a letter like this, anything but a mere outline. 
great deal of time has been consumed making and 

utting on new bridge for the lock gates ; many 

inders have been put on gates D DCE DROReR ones; 
one of our large scuws has been partially rebuilt, so 
as to be ready, when the Chief Engineer proceeds 
with the concreting work at Port Dalhousie ; similar 
rebuilding of scow is going on at Dunnville. The 
old bridge across old canal above Lock 2 has had to 
be Prey rebuilt or lives would have been lost. The 
bridge across Choplin’s race had to be overhauled 
also. New rack about 70 feet long had to be mad 
and piles driven to support it above Lock 25, ol 
canal. Toupee bridge across canal built above 
Lock 24; bulkhead built on Lock 23 level. The floats 
protecting the various bridges, new canal, have 
required a good deal of attention and are considerably 
broken up. Carpenters have to attend to a great 
variety of jobs always, to see that everything is ready 
for the opening of navigation. The foundation of 
bridge, Albert street, Thorold, had tu be put in » the 
locks and lock gates examined and faced up in several 
places and put in working order throughout, also the 
weirs and aprons throughout, and these latter items 
consumed a deal of time. 

‘“ The Laborers.—Time has been taken up to a 
great extent in digging out old or ‘ started’ snubbing 
posts, and substituting better and stronger ; in many 
pres much has to be done in that way to keep safe’ 

arious leaks are generally discovered after frost goes 
out—there have been a number of these— which have 
to be properly attended to and puddled; overtime 
often has to be made at such jobs, stone loaded and 
unloaded. Welland and Thorold—Stone quarried for 
backing for Albert street bridge, fences built in several 
places where notice has been served by adjoining 
owners of suits for damages unless attended to. The 
opening. of ditches and culverts throughout the entire 
distance of all three of the canals after the spring 
and winter floods and freshets requires a large 
amount of time from all our gangs of laborers ; 
also, filling up slips and washouts, bad ruts 
in tow-paths and ends of bridges, and cul- 
verts which get washed out. Driftwood and logs 
have to be attended to everywhere before opening 
of navigation. Floats at Port Colborne and else- 
where—after ice disappears—require attention. The 
toll house at Dunnville has n removed back 
some ten feet and made available for lock- 
tender’s residence. Beach vel has been scowed 
for lake to Dunnville embankment. The exca- 
vating required down to foundation of Albert street 
bridge and wheeling it away for both the walls and 
then wheeling it back again as masonry was built up, 
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and ramming the same, &c., uired, of course, a 
great deal of laborers’ time, as also the working der- 
ricks, and attending upon the masons, &c., dc. 

‘The lock chambers had to be cleared out where 
necessary. Inonecase mud 4 feet high on one side of the 
lock chamber was found and removed ; a considerable 
amount of laborers’ time was used in stoning u 
and facing banks where the water was out and ad: 
mitted of such necessary protective work being done. 
The raceways were cleared out everywhere, as usual, 
where n ; leaky places attended to and pud- 
dled ; bulkhead foundation on Lock 23 level was dug 
and puddled. The above descriptions cover a 
amount of absolutely necessary work—nothing has 
been done anywhere that was not absolutely required 
to be done, and, I to res fully submit, done 
without waste or carelessly. Still, many things have 
been done of course I cannot think of to mention in 
this letter. 


‘€ GENERALLY. 


‘* T see, in referring to previous years’ expenditures 
for the repairs, and for months of April, they have 
sometimes been above, and sometimes a little below 
the amount of last month. In 1887-8 they were lower 
because of deepening and widening going on, which 
left me much surplus and enabled the erection of the 
building at Port Colborne so much needed. 

_‘* The Albert street bridge is the last of any expen- 
sive work required that I know of, and I am sure that 
cost 25 per cent. less than if done by contract. 

** The Bills of Supplies.—As we don’t keep copies of 
these, and they are all down at Ottawa, I am unable 
to make any special references about them. Our aay 
phes bill, like our pay-rolls, are always necessarily 
very much sab than at any other time (in the 
spring month). I need hardly say I shall be pleased to 
go over the whole of the items, either of supplies or 
anything else, with the Chief Engineer, whenever he 
may so desire. I think it will be found the bills for 
the supplies generally show on the face of them where 
the ve been delivered, and what they are 

uired for. I know I have always tried to get that 

e observed ever since I came here, so that at any 
time in the future they would explain themselves. 

‘1 may conclude by remarking I asked, under the 
head ‘ Sup plemientady Eetimates required for the year 
ending 30th June, 1889’: 

‘To erect permanent stone bridge across raceway 
under Albert street, town of Thorold, in lieu of 
existing rotten structure, $2,000. ’ 

** And on page 47 ig the Blue Book ‘ Estimates,’ 
: re UE superstructure of Port Dalhousie pier, 
removal of shoals, also construction of piers for bridge 
at Thorold, $30,000.’ 

‘Since the seni of your letter this morning I 
have devoted myself every minute of the time since, to 
the exclusion of everything else, to furnish the infor- 
mation asked for, and hope it may be sufficient and 
satisfactory, as the time for closing the mails has 
arrived within a few minutes, and our men are already 
beginning to call upon the paymaster, as also the mer- 
chants—the 13th being the day he usually commences 
paying. 

‘** Your obedient servant, 
‘WILLIAM ELLIS, 


‘* Superintendent.” 
You can see by this letter that the Super- 
intendent does not explain the expenditure 
of over $1,000 on the Shiner’s pond bridge 
(a township bridge), which was reported 
against by the Chief Engineer. He built 
that bridge at the request of a member of 
Parliament, and by his action in this man- 
ner conceals it from the Government. 


” 


57 


SE ———— ss 





Further, Mr. Ellis says that the “ carpen- 
ters are employed at so many different 
places that it is almost impossible to con- 
vey in a letter like this anything but a 
mere outline.” 

Could Mr. Ellis have been thinking then 
of the carpenters that he had employed at 
his house, as the evidence at the canal in- 
vestigation shows. 

In fact, Mr. Ellis goes over a whole sea- 
son’s business in order to explain his pay- 
lists on the Welland Canal for the month 
of April, and putting in works that has not 
been performed, and leaving out important 
works, such as the Shiner’s pond bridge, 
built without authority. But it is a satis- 
faction for me to know that the Govern- 
ment are looking after him sharp, as to 
money expended on the Welland Canal 
lately. They should have done so long 
ago in the interest of the country. 

Whether my action in this House has 
brought about this result or not, by bring- 
ing it to the notice of the Government, 
you, hon. gentlemen, can jndge. 

Now, what does Mr. Bradley say :— 

‘OTTAWA, 20th May, 1889. 


**Srr,—The Department has had under considera- 
tion your explanatory letter of the 13th instant, with 
regard to certain heavy expenditure incurred by you 
in connection with the works under your charge on 
the Welland Canal. 

“While recognizing the necessity for the due 
maintenance of works and the responsibility resting 
upon you inthe matter, I am at the same time to 
say that important structures, such as your letter 
shows you to have built, are of a character exceedin 
the limits of ordinary repair and maintenance, an 
involving, as they do, serious cost, should not beunder- 
taken without previous full explanation to the Chief 
Engineer of Canals and on the special authorization 
of the Department. The Department is therefore 
compelled to impress upon you strongly the view that 
the powers entrusted to you are not unlimited, and 
that the exercise of those powers must in all import- 
ant cases be subjected to the decision of this office 
upon which the responsibility for the results entail 
ultimately falls. It is trusted that you will not. fail 
to guide yourself in the future by those observations. 

‘I am, Sir, 
‘ Your obedient servant 
“A, P. BRADLEY 


** Secretary. 
Wokind Canal, 
‘ St. Catharines.” 


You would think that ought to be 
enough, but no! Here is another letter 
from Mr. Ellis: — 

** SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE, 


** WELLAND CANAL, 
‘ST. CATHARINES, 21st May, 1889. 


‘ A. P. BRADLEY, Fe 
Secy. Dept. Railways and Canals. 
‘* Srr,—In answer to your letter No. 78468 I have 
to thank you for the directions therein laid down for 


“W. ELLIs, 
‘Supt. 
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future guidance, which shall be carefully 
attended to hereafter. 

‘I have worked very hard ever since I have been 
here to endeavor to put everything in a safe condition 
as far as structures were concerned, and now feel 


tly relieved in ny mind because that has been at 
Fast all but completed throughout. I found the want 
of very many thing to make our equipment of plant 
equal to grapple promptly and effectually with acci- 
dents on this important work, and in that respect am 
thankful to say we are now well furnished, and can 
handle our 60-ton gates and everything else with the 
greatest ease, and accidents to lock gates on the old 
canal that used to delay navigation for days, and at 
very great cost, are now remedied in a few hours and at 
a very small expense, while in the new and much larger 
canal our facilities are now such that serious deten- 
tions to navigation from the usual and ordinary acci- 
dents are hardly any longer possibie. 

‘* Your obedient servant, 
“WILLIAM ELLIS, 
“* Superintendent.” 


Then follows this letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Department :— 


OTTAWA, 12th June, 1889. 


‘‘Str,—I am instructed to return to you the 
accounts (with pay-lists) of the Welland Canal for the 
month of May, and to request that the proper certifi- 
cates may be entered on them, as sequined by clause 
33 of the Audit Act. (See the Department circular 
dated the 5th February, 1886.) 

““When sending them back you will please furnish 
a full explanation of W. B. Allan’s account for repairs 
to Custom house and post office at Port Colborne, 
included therein. 

“Tam, Sir, 
. “ Your obedient servant, 
“A. P. BRADLEY, 
** Secretary. 
“W. Extis, Esq., 
‘*Supt. Welland Canal, 
Ù ‘* St. Catharines.” 


You see, Mr. Ellis gets rapped over the 
knuckles, but he does seem to mind any- 
thing of that kind; he hangs on like a 
burr. 

Now we come to the fifth charge—men 
working for parties outside who are paid 
by the Government. When [I spoke here 
last year I did not think that the Super- 
intendent of the Welland Canal would so 
far forget himself as to be guilty of such 
a thing. It was somebody else [ had in 
my mind; but what did I find when I came 
to investigate this matter? Look at the 
evidence—the evidence of men who are 
controlled by Mr. Ellis, men whose evidence 
had to be dragged out of them, and I am sa- 
tisfied that I have not got at 5 per cent, of 
the truth, owing to theinfluence that was 
exerted against me. It could not be ex- 
pected that a man like myself, without 
legal training, opposed by askilful lawyer 
and dealing with unwilling witnesses, could 
do much. However, I have got enough to 
show the people of this country that the 





Welland Canal is sadly mismanaged. At 
page 58 of the evidence Walter Chatfield 
says that he worked at Mr. Ellis’ house 
about three weeks in all, and received his 
pay from the Government for the time he 
worked. He is paid $75 per month. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—Who owns this 
house that Mr. Ellis occupies? Is it a 
house which belongs to the Government 
and will be occupied by the next Superin- 
tendent ? 


Hon. Me. MoCALLUM--TI am disposed 
to be fair to Mr. Ellis, and if this building 
really belonged to the Government I would 
state so, but it is Mr Ellis’ private house. 
The Government does not find him a house. 
He is paid a salary of $2,900 a year, and 
receives $300 for horse hire. You will see 
from the evidence that it was a common 
thing to take men who were paid by the 
Government to do private work for Mr 
Ellis. At page 67 of the evidence Mr. Chat- 
field says that Mr. Laurence wanted him 
to work at his (Laurence’s) house, but he 
would not go, and Laurence said he might 
as well work at his house as at Mr. Ellis’. 
This Chatfield, as you will see from the 
evidence, is a gentleman of leisure. We 

ay him $75 a month, and $200 or $300 for 
horse hire; and Mr. Rykert says in this 
pamphlet that if Chatfield was not working 
for Mr. Ellis he would be making picture 
frames for himself. Thomas J. Hartley 
was employed four and ahalf years as 
caretaker of the canal office, and he says, 
at pages 70 to 80, that half of the time or 
more he worked at Mr. Ellis’ private resi- 
dence. The Government paid him for at 
least two and a-quarter years for work 
done by him at Ellis’ house, he not receiving 
as much as 10 cents from Mr. Ellis at that 
time, but being paid by the Government 
at the rate of $1.25 a day. He was doing 
the general work of a man servant. At 
page 87 C. W. Hellems, a carpenter, states 
that he worked at Mr. Ellis’ house on two 
different occasions, and received his pay as 
if working for the Government from R. D. 
Dunn, the Government paymaster. 

He worked at Laurence’s house also, and 
was paid by the paymaster as working for 
the Government. He says he did not know 
who kept the time, Mr. Vanderburgh or 
Mr. Demare. He was paid $2 per day. 
He adds: “The last time I was there I 
was ordered to go by Mr. Demare, the fore- 
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man, at Port Dalhousie, Mr. Ellis set me 
to work and showed me what to do. I 


signed the pay rolls as if working for the 
Government.” Now, I say that the action 
of Mr. Demare and Mr. Ellis in reference 
to this man Hellems ought to drive them 
out of the public service. They are both 
equally uty: I would direct your atten- 
tion to Nathan Morey’s evidence, at page 
127. You will see at page 139 that Charles 
Hill, teamster, worked thirty-six half days 
and one full day for Mr. Ellis, and got his 
pay as if working for the Government. 

r. Hill did not drive his team all the 
time; his son, Charlie Hill, junior, drove 
the team part of the time, and when we 
wanted the son to give evidence we could 
not find him. Several men that I wanted as 
witnesses were away—conveniently away, 
nodoubt. They had an underground tele- 
graph, and when I wanted any one to give 
evidence he was approached before he 
came. The evidence was fairly dragged out 
of them, but it is strong enough to convict 
Mr. Ellis and his deputy. Charles Hill’s 
evidence commences on page 217. He 
says he hauled furniture from Norris’ 
storehouse, also from Spring Bank, and a 
fence from Wilson’s foundry, flower pots 
from the same place, hauled kindling 
wood for him, aad got his pay in the canal 
office as if working for the Government. 
He says that he also hauled manure for 
Mr. Ellis. The furniture was hauled when 
Mr. Ellis first moved to St. Catharines. 
He had but one object in view from the 
beginning, to promote his own interests. 
George genre evidence commences at 
page 305. He says he got his pay at the 
canal office as if working for the Govern- 
ment, while be was working for outside 

arties. Miller was his foreman. Ham- 
ilton Page says he hauled a load of iron 
fence to Mr. Bilis house and got his pay 
at the canal office as if he was working for 
the Government. I would have liked to 
get evidence on that iron fence, but could 


not. I understand since that they played 
sharp on me. I asked the witness : “ Did 
Mr. Ellis pay you for that fence?” He 


answered : ‘“ He gave me a cheque.” 
That was not sufficient. I have found out 
since that the cheque was given as a blind 
in case I should call that man to give 
evidence, and probably the cheque was 
afterwards returned. That was the way 
I was treated at St. Catharines while I 
was endeavoring to do the best I could on 





behalf of the people of this country. Now 
they are trying to prejadice the public 
against me. Even the Empire newspaper 
says that Mr. Wood, the commissioner, 
exonerated these parties. Where did that 
information come from? I have not seen 
his report; I do not know whether he has 
made one or two reports, but whatever he 
may have said, you have the evidence 
here, and if you will examine it you will 
find that I had good grounds for the 
course 1 have pursued in this matter. 
Cornelius Reid, at page 259, says that he 
sent men to work at Mr. Ellis’ house— 
John Merrill, Wm. Hopgood and Daniel 
Sylvyne. He did not return Sylvyne’s 
time this summer as if working for the 
Government. 

This Port Dalhousie band business is 
worthy of your attention. 

Mr. Demare, the Deputy Superintendent, 
as they call him now (formerly the man who 
occupied his position was called the fore- 
man) is president of the Port Dalhousie 
band. This band is largely composed of 
men employed on the canal. When they 
want to get away anywhere Mr. Demare 
sends men in their places, and if you will 
read the evidence you will find somethin 
amusing in it about the band hall an 
musicians. I do not say that the public 
have been taxed to build this band hall, 
but I know that one of the foremen, the 
time-keeper, Mr. Vanderburg, when put 
in the witness box and asked about the 
band hall, replied that he did not know 
anything about it—that he had just passed 
by it and seen it. I had him back three 
or four times, and the next time when I 
called him I found that he had a mortgage 
on that band hall for $800 or $900, 
though when I first called him he knew 
nothing about it, except that he had just 
seen it. John Sexton, a laborer, whose 
evidence appears at page 195, says 
he worked six days at Mr. Ellis’ house, 
that Mr. Ellis paid him for four days’ work, 
and that for the other two days he was 
paid as if working for the Government, 
and signed the pay-rolls. William Hop- 
good, a laburer, says, at page 197, that he 
worked pulling weeds in tr. Ellis’ garden 
two or three times, and got paid as work- 
ing for the Government and signed the 
pay-rolls—that Mr. Reid sent him there. 
Martin McCormack, a laborer, at page 200 
says he helped to load six or seven loads 
of earth which was taken to Mr. Ellis’ 
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load tof stone for the band hall at Port 


house—that it was black earth. He says 


that he knew it was going there—that he 
passed by and saw it there, I next come 
to the evidence of Thomas Bonnville, 
which will be found at page 468. When 
Mr. Ellis was appointed 5 

the Welland Canal he brought this man 
with him from Prescott, and gave hima 
position on the canal, where he receives a 
salary of $47 per month. This Bonnville 
acted as Mr. Ellis’ cook. He says that he 
was away twice, by Mr. Ellis’ order, cook- 
ing in Mr, Ellis’ camp, say twenty days 
in all, during which time he was paid 
as if working on the canal. There was 
anotber lock-tender also who was row 
ing Mr. Ellis about and helping Bonn- 
ville. That is the way Mr. Ellis is 
spending his time when we are paying 
him ; that is the way Mr. Ellis is spend- 
ing the public money and neglecting his 
duty. When this evidence was brought out 
the commissioner remarked that he did 
not think that it was anything extraor- 
dinary that Mr. Ellis should take some holi- 
days, considering the length of time he had 
been on the canal. How much did the 
commissioner know about the time that 
Mr. Ellis was away from his duties, and how 
much did he do to get at the facts during 
the investigation? George Nicholson, 
whose evidence appears at page 510, says he 
worked seven weeks in all at Mr. Ellis’ house, 
and was paid by Mr. Ellis for four weeks. 
For the other three weeks he was paid at 
the pay office as having worked for the 
Government. He says that Mr. Ellis sent 
him there to work, and that he received 
$2 per day. He says be did a little of 
everything under Mr. Ellis’ orders, and Mr. 
Fallon. Now, who is this Mr. Fallon? He 
is an architect from Toronto, who was 
brought there to dosomething at the canal 
office, but the greater part of the time he 
was employed working at Mr. Ellis’ house. 
I did not care to put the public to the ex- 
pense of bringing Mr. Fallon from Toronto 
as à witness, because that sort of thing was 
going on all the time, as is proved by the 
other witnesses. Nicholson says that he 
signed the pay-rolls like all the rest for the 
time that he was employed at Mr. Ellis’ 
house, I now come to the pontoon which 
was built under contract by Mr. Miller. 
George Irving, at page 550 of the evidence, 
says that he worked on the pontoon for a 
day and a-half and got paid by the Gov- 
ernment; that he helped Johnson to load a 


Dalhousie, and got his pay from the Gov- 
ernment. 

I wish to explain about this pontoon 
that Mr. Miller had a contract from the 


uperintendent of | Government to build it, but the evidence 


goes to show that men employed on the 
canal and paid for their time by the Gov- 
ernment did a great deal of work on this 
pontoon. 

I did not get half of the evidence I should 
have elicited in connection with that 
charge, because some of the men who had 
been employed on the pontoon were evi- 
dently smuggled down to the Cornwall 
Canal. The Chief Engineer is very sel- 
dom able to spend any time on the Wel- 
land Canal, faving 80 many important 
duties to attend to here and at other 
places, and his subordinates on the canal 
take advantage of his absence to enrich 
themselves at the expense of the country. 
Mr. Miller, in addition to the contract for 
the pontoon, had a contract to repair Mr. 
Demare’s house. Mr. Ellis, Mr. Demare 
and Mr. Miller went through the house 
and agreed upon the repairs and improve- 
ments to be made. Mr. Ellis made out 
the specifications which Mr. Miller ac- 
cepted, but what do wefind? Thatthe men 
who did that work under Mr. Miller’s 
orders received their pay as if working 
for the Government. End the following 
in the Sessional Papers of 1889, at page 
170 (No. 49 d.) :— 


‘€ To Roger Miller, Port Dalhousie : 


‘ Taking down floo pereuons, stair and doors of 
overseer’s house, Port housie ; removing mud and 
decayed flooring, saying in 160 feet drain from same 
to harbor, concreting floor, building cellar, renewing 
floors, partitions, stairs, doors, &c., throughout, 
re-arranging windows and door openings, nutting in 
new sash and doors, taking down old stone chimney 
and building new brick one, repairing outside blinds, 

lastering, painting, &c., papering, as per agreement, 


‘Taking out decayed floor of adjoining lock- 
master’s house and mud under concreting, and relaying 
new floor, laying 160 feet drain from same to harbor, 
taking off old and putting on new plastering an 
ceiling, making new window opines and putting in 
new sash frames and blinds, taking out other decayed 
sashes and fitting with new, painting and papering 
where required, as per agreement, $135. 

‘*Taking out floor, partition, stairs, doors of old 
collector’s office, and converting into additional dwel- 
ling accommodation for overseer, removing vault and 
brick division wall and rebuilding in proper position, 
making new window, opening and fitting with new 
sash and blinds, renewing of old sashes, fitting storm 
sash, repairing blinds, removing old chimney, building 
new one and plastering, Painting and papering through- 
out, as per ment, $400. 

‘* Painting outside overseer’s house and 12 
pairs blinds. : 
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That is a copy of the contract, and Mr. 
Miller received the amounts which I have 
read, though most of the work was done 
by the employés of the Government. Who 
certified to this account? Mr. Demare 
and Mr. Ellis. Mr. Demare was keeping 
the time of the men, and Mr. Ellis 
must have known what was going on 
if he was not blind., This is the house 
that I spoke of, in the foundation of 
which a swamp was discovered. It was 
formerly the collector’s office, and had a 
vault in it; but in order to conceal a job 
they discovered a swamp in the cellar. 
But if there was a swamp, and the spocifi- 
cations stated that they were to take out 
the bottom to the depth of 16 inches and 
k down 10 inches of clay and put in 6 
inches of grout cement on top if it, that 
is the contract and it should have been 
carried out by the contractor. The pay- 
lists were brought down last year, and 
Mr. Abbott, the leader of the Senate, 
said jokingly to me that he would 
send all the papers to the Table if 
he was able. I went to the Printing Com- 
mittee and I was afraid to ask for the 
whole of the papers printed, because if I 
asked for so much I would not get any. 
My hon. friend from Quinté (Mr. Read) was 
the chairman of the Printing Committee, 
and he is so exceedingly economical that 
he did not want to give me what I required. 
He did not want to give me the whole of 
the return, butif he had done so the public 
would have saved money. I had a great 
ile of the pay-lists for the last years and | 
ve gone through them all. I mention 
this for the benetit of my hon. friend, so 
that he will not be too economical in thie 
future. On looking over the pay-lists I 
found that this man who worked at Mr. 
Demare’s house under the contract got paid 
the full amount of his contract; but I find 
at page 153 of this same volume of Sessional 
Papers that the employés of the Govern- 
ment on the canal are paid for doing this 
same work. If my hon. friend from Quinté 
had been more liberal with me, and printed 
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a larger number of these returns, I could 
have elicited a great deal more of just such 
informationin the public interest. However, 
I havo discovered enough to expose Mr. 
Ellis and his deputy. I come now again to 
the pontoon, and refer to the evidence 
of Edward Smilie. At page 678 he says 
that he worked on the pontoon that Mr. 
Miller was building and received his pay 
from the Government, Mr. Demare keep- 
ing his time. Henry Vanderburg says 
that Mr. Miller did not have the contract 
of caulking, and that it was done by Mr. 
Ellis himself. Mr. Page does not say so. 
Can any one believe that the Chief Engi- 
neer of Canals, whom I have known for forty 
years as a practical, honest man, would let 
a contract to any one to build a float with 
tongued-and-grooved lumber? I know him 
too well to believe that he would allow 
such a structure to be built. Mr. Page has 
promised to look up the contract for that 
pontoon and send it tome. I know, how- 
ever, that the contractor was required to 
caulk that pontoon; that he was to find 
the oakum and caulk it, and that he 
did not do so, but that it was done by 
the employés on the canal at the ex- 
pense of the Government. Samuel Hou- 
ston, at page 896, says that he worked at 
the schooner “ Defiance” with Smilie, and 
that heand Smilie got paid by the Govern- 
ment. He says, at page 913, that he built 
a box for the Port Dalhousie band waggon 
on Demare’s orders, and was paid as if 
working for the Government. Evidence 
was afterwards given to show that this 
band box was used on the canal at times, 
and if that was the only sin Mr. Ellis and 
his deputy had committed in connection 
with the band hall they could easily be 
forgiven. But that is not all: it has been a 
source of considerable loss to this country 
in other ways. I know that Mr. Demare’s 
connection with the Port Dalhousie band 
had the effect of keeping men in the 
employ of the canal who were unfit for the 
service. I do not wish to ire any one 
or prevent him earning his living, but I 
contend that a man should be something 
more than a musician to be qualified to 
work on the Welland Canal. William 
Tinline, in his evidence on page 925, says 
that the scow “Mud Hen” was detained at 
Lock 3 of the old canal, with a crew of 
three men, for two and a-half hours while 
Charles Hill hauled a trunk or valise from 
Mr. Ellis’ house to the station. 
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That is the evidence of the man whoisin 
charge there and this was done by the 
order of J. B. Smith, foreman of the old 
canal. Smith has been acting as Mr. 
Ellis’ broker, making arrangements with 
people on the Welland Canal which would 
enable Mr. Ellis to pay his debts. I call 
Mr. J. B. Smith broker Smith, because he 
acts as Mr. Ellis’ broker in sending men 
to work at Mr. Ellis’ house to do his 
teaming, and in getting money from the 
employés on the canal to pay Mr. Ellis’ 
debts. I did not ascertain how much 
money was procured under these arrange- 
ments, because the commissioner would 
not allow me to ask the question. He 
threw what you may call a mantle of 
charity over them, but he lectured them, 
and told Mr. Smith that if Mr. Abbey 
could be approached in that way hundreds 
of others might be; but he would not let 
me pursue the investigation to ascertain 
whether hundreds of others had been 
approached or not. When I called upon 
him to make the witness answer he 
declined to do so, but said the witness 
might answer if he liked, and Mr. Rykert 
advised the witness not to answer. I was 
obliged to stand that and a great many 
other indignities while I was endeavoring 
to do my duty as a public man in the 
interests of the people. I would not have 
stood as much for any personal object. 
Tinline says, at page 926, that he worked 
twenty-three days on the pontoon and got 
his pay as if working for the Government. 
Mr. Marshall was there also building the 
body of the pontoon. Mr. Marshall was in 
the hall for two days while the investigation 
was in progress. He is a ship carpenter, 
and they wanted to put him in the box, but 
hegwas afraid to meet me, knowing my 
practical knowledge. Although Mr. Miller 
swore that they put the tongued-and- 
grooved lumber in the pontoon the man who 
dressed the lumber swore that it was not 
tongued-and-grooved. When they wanted 
to put Mr. Marshall in the box he was not 
there to respond, and they were afraid to 
produce him. You will find Miller’s contract 
for repairs on Demare’s house in the report 
of the evidence, pages 82210828, and I should 
like every member of this House to examine 
that contract, because it shows that there 
is & swindle on the face of it. Thomas 
Jones, a lock-tender, says, at page 1025, that 
he worked at Mr. Demare’s house concret- 
ing the cellar. That was work that was 
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supposed to be done under Mr. Miller's 
contract and for which Mr. Miller was 
paid. John Merrill was there helping him, 
and the Government paid these men as if 
they had been employed at their regular 
work on the canal. Richard Hutton 
worked one and a-half days at the con- 
creting of Mr. Demare’s house, but he says 
he never got any pay. I doubt that; he 
must have been paid some way. James 
Hindson, at page 1155, says that he worked 
one or two weeks on the new pontoon and 
was paid by the Government as if he had 
been employed on the canal. Now this 
pe toon cost the country $3,200. We paid 

r, Miller so much for building it, and in 
addition we have been paying the wages 
of the men that built it. Mr. Rykert, in 
his effort to get up a breeze in favor of Mr. 
Ellis, says that I tried to mix up the con- 
tract for repairs. I have done nothing of 
the kind, but I want things to be called 
by their proper names. Whether this 
pontoon was constructed out of capital 
account or not makes no difference. It 
was done under contract, and the Govern- 
ment should not have been called upon to 
pay the wages of the men who did the 
work. Mr. Ellis and Mr. Demare must 
have known what was going on, parti- 
cularly Mr. Demare, because he was keep- 
ing the men’s time. Whether he got any 
share of the profits or not I cannot say. 
I do not want to accuse a man of anything 
except what is proven against him or 
what must strike every one has evidently 
taken place. Edward Mclaughlin, at page 
1192, says that he worked at Riordon's 
mill pond where vessels come to load at 
the dock and got his pay in the canal 
office; that Mr. Riordon did not pay him. 
Robert Pew, Robert Brick and John J. 
Giblin gave evidence to the same effect. 
And here I wish to say something about 
the Mail newspaper. I found that the 
Mail was very down on me during that 
investigation and characterized my inquiry 
as “fishing.” Perhaps Mr. Riordon did 
not like me to continue fishing, because he 
knew that I might discover the portion 
that he received of the swag. I managed 
to get at some of it. Mr. Riordon sub- 
scribed to a testimonial for Mr. Ellis and 
Mr. Ellis gave him a quid pro quo. That 
is the way things have been managed on 
the Welland Canal—“ you scratch my 
back and I will scratch yours.” The evi- 
dence shows, from beginning to end, that 
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Mr. Ellis had but one object in view from the 
day that he was appointed to the present 
time. For the last ten years he has deceived 
the Government that trusted him and has 
been managing the second work in import- 
ance in the Dominion of Canada for his 
own personal interest and advantage. But 
Mr. Ellis is sometimes quite magnanimous. 
He is generous when the country pays the 
expense. He gets religious sometimes, 
which is a very good thing, and seems dis- 
posed to help the church. At page 1222 
of the evidence William Chandler swears 
that he was sent to work at the rink after 
the festival for St. George’s church, that 
he was there for two or three days and 
got paid as if working for the Government 
and signed the pay-rolls. Cornelius Reid, 
a very decent man—as good a man as 
there is in the country—who has been 
employed in the Welland Canal as fore- 
man under Mr. Demare, was examined. 
He swears, at page 1250, that he sent men 
to work for Mr. Miller on Mr. Demare’s 
orders—that he did so on the 20th of 
August and on 14th of September, and 
that he concreted the cellar in Mr. 
Woodall’s part of the house and returned 
the time to the canal office; that he dug 
two drains from Mr. Woodall’s and the 
other from Mr. Demare’s house, and that 
he sent men to take down the vault. 
Although these men were working for Mr. 
Miller their time was returned as if they 
had been working for the Government. 
At page 1253 he says that he was present 
when they were sodding Mr. Demare’s 
yard, and Mr. Demare wanted him to keep 
the men out of the way if Mr. Page 
or Mr. Ellis should come along. THe 
says further that Mr. Demare knew 
that he, Mr. Reid and his men, were 
working at Mr. Demare’s house during 
the time that Mr. Miller’s contract was in 
progress. There can be no doubt about 
that, because Mr. Demare was keeping the 
time and returning it to the Government. 
John Merrill, at page 1585, swore that he 


was working with Mr. Miller by order of justified in making the charge. 


Mr. Reid. I would refer you to the state- 
ment of the account rendered to the 
Government by Mr. Ellis for repairs on 
overseer’s house at Port Dalhousie, and 
also the printed pay-list in the Sessional 
Papers from page 43 to 82. You can see 
by Mr. Ellis’ evidence at page 2309 that 
he let this contract to Roger Miller without 
any competition. Why should he do that ? 
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Why not offer it to public competition ? 
Darby Dockery, at page 1266, says that he 
worked at Riordon’s pond building a dry 
wall—that Mr. Smith sent him there; 
that be worked ten or eleven days at 
$1.50 per day, and got paid at the 
canal office as if working for the Govern- 
ment. James Hamilton, foreman, worked 
with twelve or fifleen men on the 
Riordon pond by orders of J. R. Smith. 
That is the man I call broker Smith. 
They were paid out of the public funds. 
Mr. Ellis could afford to be liberal with 
the people’s money, but he could not afford 
to pay a cent out of his own pocket to a 
man who had been working about his own 
house for two and a-quarter years. F, J. 
Walton, at page 1517, says that he and a 
man named Pettigrew worked at the 
marine hospital by Ellis’ orders—in all 
about three and a-half days; that their 
time was returned to the canal office and 
that they were paid by the Government. 
He also swears that he put a false bottom 
in À. Bradley’s scow “ Biggar ;” that he did 
so by J. B. Smith’s orders; that his time was 
returned to the canal office, and that he 
was paid as if working for the Govern- 
ment. This evidence is uncontradicted. 
In defence, Mr. Rykert called A. Bradley, 
the owner of the scow “Biggar.” His 
evidence appears at page 1736. He swears 
that Walton was the only Government 
employé that was helping him to put a 
false bottom in the scow; but I knew 
better, and in rebuttal I called Edward 
Smith, a carpenter, who said (page 2360) 
that he and other Government employés 
helped Walton to put a false bottom in the 
scow “Biggar,” and got their pay at the 
canal office as if they had been working 
for the Government. My statement last 
Session was that it was alleged that men 
employed on the Welland Canal were 
doing work for outside parties and were 
paid as if working for the Government. 
{ think it is clearly proved by the evidence 
taken before the commissioner that I was 
1 am 
sorry that the evidence discloses such a 
state of affairs on the Welland Canal, and 
I can only hope that no other public work 
in Canada is mismanaged to a similar 
extent. 

It being six o'clock, Mr. McCallum 
moved that the debate be adjourned until 
Wednesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 





Bill (13) “ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Alberta Railway and Coal 
Conan (Mr. Read, in the absence of 
Mr. Ogilvie). 


THE WALKER DIVORCE CASE. 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD moved the adop- 
.tion of the report of the Select Committee 
on Divorce re the petition of Emily Walker. 
He said : In view of the statements made 
by the chairman of the committee that it 
merely refers to an omission on the point 
of collusion and connivance, I ask that the 
report be adopted. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—I was sur- 
prised to find that this report did not con- 
tain the objection that I made before 
the committee. Rule “J” requires the 
committee to report upon “the peti- 
tion, the proposed Bill, &c.” Now, I felt 
that by concurring in the statement that 
the Bill was sufficient I would be com- 
eae myself to the ition that if 
the allegations in the Bill, as connected 
with the petition, were proved, the peti- 
tioner would be entitled to a divorce. 
I was not prepared then, and I am not 

repared now, to take such a position. It 
is doubtful, even if the allegations in the 
Bill can be proved, if we can grant a 
divorce in this case. I contended in the 
committee, and I contend now, that when 
we report that a Bill is not only regular, 
but sufficient, that we declare that if the 
allegations of the Bill are sustained it 
should pass. When persons who are 
under age choose to go through a mockery 
of the marriage ceremony they have no 
right to come to this House and ask us to 
dissolve the tie when they discover that it 
is binding. The question is, whether this 
is not a case which the courts of Ontario 
should take cognizance of. If they can, 
this Parliament has no right to interfere. 
In Ontario there is a court which can 
grant a divorce a mensa et thoro and also 
to decree alimony. If they have power 
to declare that this was no marriage from 
the beginning we should have a decision 
on that point from the court. If they 
should decide that there was no marriage 
we cannot grant a divorce. I want to 
keep myself straight on this question. 
I expected that the report would contain a 
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note of my objection, but as it does not I 
want to define my position. The report 
declares that the Bill is regular, and it 
seems to me that, in a matter of doubt, we 
are pre-judging the case by saying that if 
the allegations of the petition and Bill are 
sustained before the committee a divorce 
should be granted. I am not prepare to 
say how I shall vote after a full considera- 
tson of the matter, but I wish the House 
to hesitate before adupting the report. 
I should like to have the views of the 
leader of the Senate on the subject. I do 
not think we intended, when we adopted 
the new rules, that a preliminary report 
of the committee, like this before us, 
should commit the House to the extent 
that this does. I do not think that the 
chairman of the committee expressed an 
opinion on the matter, but under the rules 
the committee were obliged to report as 
they have done. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I have no fault to 
find with the course that my hon. friend 
has taken, and I am quite sure that he has 
set himself right, as far as his opinion 
goes, before the House, differing, as he has 
correctly stated he did, from the other 
members of the committee. Iam sure he 
will be satisfied with a statement of his 
objection and allow this report to be 
adopted, because it is simply on the defects 
of the petition. It is merely asking to have 
the petition made right, according to the 
rules. If we had not taken that course 
we should have been receiving a petition 
and confirming a Bill improperly. There- 
fore, I think the report should be adopted. 
We have had two or three cases already 
of this kind where no objection was taken. 
Still, I have my own opinion, and I reserve 
it, as my hon. friend has done. I do not 
know but we may be found standing 
together when the case comes before the 
House; but we have not reached that point 
yet, and I think I shall be best consulting 
the convenience of the Senate by saying 
no more on the subject now. I hope the 
House will adopt the roport. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 6:10 p.m. 
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THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 11th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


NEW SENATOR. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON was introduced, and 
having taken the oath and signed the roll, 
took his seat. 


THE HUDSON BAY ROUTE 
INQUIRY. 


Hon. Mn. BOULTON rose to— 


Call the attention of the House and of the Govern- 
ment to the great advantages that would accrue to the 
Dominion of Canada at large from the construction of 
a railway from some point on the Canadian Pacific 
Railway to a terminus on the west coast of Hudson 
Bay, and to the great desirability of the immediate 
construction of such an important work ; and inquire 
if it is the intention of the Government to undertake 
such a work ? 

He said : In bringing this question before 
the Senate it is for the urpose, coming, 
as I do, from the N orth- West Territories, 
of pointing out to the people of eastern 
Canada the importance that is attached to 
the construction of this road in the Pro- 
vince of Manitoba and the North-West 
Territories, and also to endeavor to disabuse 
the minds of many of the idea that the 
construction of the railway will be detri- 
mental to the interest of the eastern Pro- 
vinces. My opinion of the wisdom of 
bringing this matter before the Senate was 
confirmed by a remark made by one of my 
hon. friends when I told him of the 
motion I was bringing forward. He said 
he thought the project of navigating 
Hudson Bay was one of the greatest chime- 
ras of the time. He followed up his observ- 
ation by stating that the construction of the 
Hudson Bay Railway would divert trade 
from eastern channels into a northern 
channel. These observations confirmed 
me more than ever in my opinion that 
it was necessary to bring the subject 
before the Senate, through which any 
legislation must pass in connection wit 
construction or assistance given towards 
the construction of that road. I shall 
not go into the early history of the 
discovery of Hudson Bay and subsequent 
explorations that have taken place in con- 
nection with it, but I may say that the 
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history of that great inland sea is of very 
great interest indeed. I will merely con- 
tine myself to stating that the first men- 
tion of Hudson Bay that we have, I believe, 
in the history of the country, is when Capt. 
Davis, on his return from the northern 
straits to which he gave his name, passed 
the entrance to Hudson Strait and conveyed 
theinformation home. That was in 1587. 
The information that he took home with 
him brought out Capt. Waymouth in 1602. 
He did not succeed in penetrating the 
straits but got sufficient information to 
know that the straits existed. He was 
followed by Capt. Hudson in 1610, who - 
successfully passed through the straits and 
into Hudson Bay. Capt. Hudson’s name 
is indelibly printed upon the geography 
ofthis country. To him we owe the name 
of that great bay which I believe and pray 
is yet to be the scene of a great hive of 
industry in the carrying trade of Canada. 
He gave his name to the great territory 
east and south of it and to the Hudson 
Bay Co., which has been trading in that 
country for 200 years, and he is now about 
to give his name to the railway which I hope 
will soon connect the settled portion of 
Manitoba and the North West, with that in- 
land sea. Capt. Hudson came in a little ship 
called the “ Discovery,” a vessel of only 55 
tons burden. The name is most euphonic, 
so far as the discoveries he made in it are 
concerned, and his sad end will bring 
tears to the stoutest heart. In the voyage 
of 1610, while sailing the bay, his crew 
mutinied and they turned him adrift with 
his only son in an open boat. Nothing 
more has been heard from him from that 
time to this, but his name has been handed 
down to posterity as one to be honored, 
representing those daring hearts that 
did so much for the opening up and 
civilization of this continent in those 
early days—daring explorers, whose deeds 
are paralleled in the present day by those 
of Stanley in Africa, and, as we have lately 
seen, by two young ladies who girdled 
the world in the shortest space of 
time—72 days. Taking these two different 
extremes only shows what we have arrived 
at, so far as civilization and progress are 
concerned, It is further interesting to 
know that the Hudson Bay Railway is 
designed to compete for the traffic which 
finds its outlet by a route bearing Hudson’s 
name also, in the south. It is designed to 
compete for the trade that finds its way by 
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the Erie Canal and down to the Hudson 
River—that beautiful river whose banks 
are now lined by the handsome villas ofthe 
wealthy and cultured people of the United 
States. Now hardy Canadians are called 
upon to develop a route for the trade and 
traffic of this northern country by the 
northern estuary which bears his name. 
In bringing this matter before you, hon. 
gentleman, I will confine myself to cer- 
tain facts in order that you may draw 
your own conclusions from them as to the 
practicability of navigating Hudson Bay. I 
will take first of all Mr. Gordon’s report, and 
I may say that so far as that report is con- 
cerned I consider it as one which was 
made by an officer who felt that he had 
the responsibility of a Government upon 
his shoulders, so far as his statement was 
concerned, and who felt the necessity of 
extreme caution in any statements he 
might make that would have the effect of 
introducing capital into or keeping it out 
of the country, so far as this route was con- 
cerned, and, therefore, [ consider his report 
was a conservative and cautious one, made 
after having withdrawn from all the posts 
of observations placed there for two conse- 
cutive years and after he had wound up all 
the work he was £alled upon to perform in 
the exploration of Hudson Bay, in the two 
vessels the “Neptune ” and the “ Alert.” In 
his final report he says that in his opinion 
the navigation of the strait was practic- 
able and available for three months in 
the year, and possibly four months—from 
the 15th July to the 15th October—that 
the first fortnight in July and the last 
fortnight in October the navigation might 
be available, but it was risky and doubt- 
ful. As I have explained, his report 
is surrounded with all the caution that a 
gentleman occupying the position that he 
did should have observed. We have an- 
other report here from one of his observers, 
a Mr. Tyrrell. It is in the shape of an 
official report. What he has stated appears 
in the report of Lieutenant Gordon, and is 
used in combatting the arguments of a 
gentleman who was opposing the practic- 
ability of navigating Hudson Bay. In a 
letter to the press, among other things he 
Bays :— 


‘ From observations taken at Ashe Inlet, where the 
channel is narrower than at any other place, and hence 
where ice jams are most likely to occur, I found 
nothing to interfere with navigation during the months 
of July, August, September and October, and that for 
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another month vessels would, with the chance of some 
delay, be able to make their trips.” 


That is his evidence; and he was an officer 
who had spent a year at Ashe Inlet and 
who is giving his opinion as a private 
individual, living in Hamilton at the time 
he wrote this letter. He further goes on 
to say there would be no unusual danger 
in navigating those straits at full speed 
from four to five months in the year. 
Further, it is mentioned in his report that 
the steamer “ Arctic,” one of the whaling 
steamers that comes from Boston annually, 
entered the straits by Ashe Inlet on the 
5th of June and tied up to the ice in front 
of the post and reported that they had 
come in on the 5th of June without any 
obstruction. The steamer “ Arctic” passed 
into Hudson Bay and went on with its 
fishing expedition and went out of Hudson 
Bay on the 2nd week of June without 
meeting with any mishap, and for aught I 
know has been doing the same thing from 
year to year ever since. From that it is 
clear to my mind that toa properly equip- 
ped steamer the navigation of the straits is 
practicable for a longer period than 
we have been accustomed to believe 
in the past. I will take another report, 
that of Capt. Markham, an able officer, 
who has his professional reputation 
at stake, and who was invited by the Hud- 
son Bay Railway Company, to whom the 
Government had given a promise to send 
two officers, to accompany the expedition, 
in order that they might make a report 
for their own private information. Capt. 
Markham was one of those officers invited 
by the president of the Hudson Bay Rail- 
way Company, and he went on the steam- 
er “ Alert” and made the trip in the year 
1886. He has made most voluminous re- 
marks in the report upon the question, not 
only to the president of the Hudson Ba 
Railway Company, but in the Englis 
magazines, and by reading papers before 
the Geographical Society in London. But 
I will confine myself, merely, so far as his 
report is concerned, to this one point :— 


‘Looking at it from a periectly impartial point 
of view, and having very carefully consid the 
matter in all its bearings, 1t supers to be an incontro- 
vertible fact that the establishment of a sea port 
some 800 miles nearer to Winnipeg than Mon 

(the nearest port at which goods can now be ship 
and transhipped), must be of the greatest le 
value and importance to the extensive wheat- ing 
and cattle-producing country which claims Winnipeg 
as its commercial centre.” 
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Capt. Markham further goes on to make 
the following quotation from Sir Edward 
Parry, who was a noted explorer in 
1835 or 1836 :— 


‘“ Long experience has brought those who frequent 
this navigation to the conclusion that, in most seasons, 
no advantage is to be gained by attempting to enter 
Hudson Strait earlier than the first week in July. 
The annual disruption of the ice, which occupies the 
upper and middle parts of the strait,.is supposed not 
to take place till about this time. In the course of 
one single year’s experience in these parts we have 
seen nothing to recommend a practice different from 
that at present pursued by the ships of the Hudson 
Bay Company.” 


Capt. Markham then adds: 


‘I heartily concur with every word in this quotation, 
for it so exactly corresponds with my own experience. 
But the fact must not be overlooked that this advice 
is addressed to thore who attempt the navigation of 
the strait in sailing ships. Steam has made a great 
revolution in ice navigation. A well-found steamer 
is able to make her way with ease through the ice 
encountered in Hudson Strait in June and July 
when a sailing ship would be hopelessly beset and 
incapable of pushing on. ith regard to the practice 
pursued by the ships of the Hudson Bay Company, 
allued to by Sir Edward Parry, it stands to reason 
that the captains of those ships would actually eur 
their across the Atlantic, so as not to reac 
the strait before July or August; for they are well 
aware that every extra day Bbent on the is a 
day nearer the disruption of the ice. Their experience 
tells them that a policy of waiting is wisest, until the 
chances are more in their favor of getting through 
without hindrance from the ice. 

‘ I have in my possession an official record of the 
voyages out and home of the Hudson Bay Conpany’s 
ship ‘Prince Rupert’ for a period of eleven consecu- 
tive years, namely, from 1835 to 1846, inclusive. I 
find that the average time of getting through the strait 
in the outward voyages during this period (and it must 
not be forgotten that the strait is 500 miles in ene) 
was 16 days. The longest time was 31 days, when 
there was probably an exceptionally bad ice year. 
The shortest time was 8 days. But the delays in 
getting through the strait were caused by calms and 
adverse winds, and not by the ice. On the homeward 

no difficulties were met with from ice in the 
strait, and the vessel usually reached London in about 
five weeks after leaving York Factory. The earliest 
date for sailing from York Factory was the 6th of Sep- 
tember, and the latest the 3rd of October. In the 
latter case the ‘ Prince Rupert’ was 38 days on the 

to London ; so that it is impossible she could 
have ad any serious detention from ice in the strait. 

‘“ It must be remembered that this vessel, and all 
others then employed by the Hudson Bay Company, 
were sailing ships, dependent entirely upon sails for 
their motive power. Without wind they were help- 
less ; with a foul wind their was of course 
proportionately slow. Wind, therefore, was a matter 
of the first importance in those days, when a vessel 
was endeavoring to make way through floes of loose 
ice ; for when the wind falls the ice invariably loosens, 
or, asthe technical expression 1s, ‘goes aboard.’ But 
under such circumstances the unfortunate sailing 
vessel, being deprived of its only propelling force, is 
unable to take advan of the ice being loose to 
push on. On the other hand, when a breeze springs 
up, which on ordinary occasions would possibly enable 
her to make good way, the wind has the effect of 
packing the ice, thus rendering progress nearly im- 
possi. 
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‘‘Steam has now, however, effected a complete 
revolution in ice navigation, and the most advan- 
tageous time for pushing on is, of course, in calm 
weather, when the ice is loose. Under similar condi- 
tions a sailing vessel would be utterly hopeless. It is, 
therefore, only reasonable to infer that what has been. 
performed regularly, and year after yer, by sailin 
shipe, can be accomplished with greater regularity an 
certainty by well-found steamers, specially constructed 
for ice navigation, and provided with powerful machi- 
nery. A channel which has been navigated for 270 
years, first by the frail little fly-boats of the seven- 
teenth century, then by the bluff-bowed, slow-sailing 
exporting vessels of Parry’s days, and for a lon period 
by the Hudson Bey company ships, cannot be very 
formidable, and if sailing ships can eee pass 
through it a fortiori steamers will find less difficulty 
in doing so. But it would, of course, be necessary 
that such steamers should be specially built and 
equipped for the service, and it is desirable that 
despatch should be used in making the voyage. 

‘“The result of all the experience, gathered from 
voyages during two centuries, and from observation 
at the stations, is that Hudson Strait is perfectly 
navigable and free from ice in August and later in 
the season. It must be remembered that this passage 
has been successfully accomplished nearly every year 
for the last two centuries, while the vessels which 
have been employed on the service have been ordinary 
sailing ships, dependent entirely on wind and weather. 
It is very rare indeed that they have failed to get 
through, and still more rare that any of them have 
been destroyed by the ice. It appears from the 
official records of the Hudson Bay Company that 
Moose Factory, on the southern shore of the bay, has 
been visited annually by a ship since 1735, with but 
one exception, namely in 1779, when the vessel for 
once failed to achieve the passage of the strait. The 
percentage of losses by wreckage among the vessels 
employed in the Hudson Bay is far less than would 
have to be recorded in a like number of ships engaged 
in general ocean traffic. Since the keel of Hudson’s 
good ship the ‘Discovery’ ploughed the waters of 
the strait the passage has been made over 500 times, 
whilst the losses due to the ice might be summed up 
on the fingew of one hand; for soine of these losses 
were due to causes with which the ice had nothing to 
do—for instance, the recent loss of the ‘Cams, 
Owen’ was in no way connected with the ice.” 


These two clauses, I think, contain a 
statement of the maindifficulties with which 
the navigation of Hudson Straits has been 
surrounded in our minds. As Capt. Mark- 
ham says there, only sailing vessels have 
had the experience, so far, of the naviga- 
tion of these straits, and when it calms and 
the ice is loose, conditions which would be 
favorable for a steamer pushing its way 
through, a sailing vessel, baving no pro- 
pelling force, is stopped. But the steamers 
that are now to be had would overcome 
these difficulties, and the very calm which 
loosens the ice would be the means of 
enabling them to navigate these straits for 
a much longer period than we have any 
idea of. So far as the navigation of James’ 
Bay is concerned, there are difficulties, I 
believe, in connection with it, on account 
of the bay being shallow; but the northern 
portion of Hudson Bay is a deep sea, 


and one remarkable feature about it is 
that its temperature is 14 degrees higher 
than the temperature of Lake Superior. 
One drawback is that there are not muny 
harbors available on the west coast of the 
bay, but there is one very fine harbor at 
the mouth of the Churchill River, which 
I find is equal to the harbor of St. John, 
Nfid.—a magnificent harbor with anarrow 
opening. The difficulties that we will 
have to contend with in utilizing that 
harbor are very much reduced, owing to 
the fact that it is the mouth of one of the 

reat rivers which drain the North-West 
Territories, and the warmth of its waters 
keeps .the channel open into the harbor 
very often as late as the month of January. 
However, such is the experience that 
Canadians have developed of late years in 
utilizing winter navigation, and such are 
the scientific appliances that Canadians 
have been able to bring to bear to over- 
come the difficulties of winter navigation, 
that it removes a great many of the 
obstacles which we feared we had to deal 
with in the navigation of Hudson Bay— 
that is, getting in and out earlier in the 
season and later in the fall—and we have 
the experience of the steamer “Stanley,” 
that is now used in the winter navigation 
of tbe Northumberland Straits. I under- 
stand from Capt. Welsh, who comes from 
there, and is thoroughly acquainted with 
the navigation of the Northumberland 
Straits, that the “Stanley” is capable of 
breaking ice 2 feet thick and making 
a speed of 24 knots an hour at the 
same time. Now, that is a remarkable 
instance of what the appliances of science, 
and experience and pluck on the part of 
the people who are called upon to face 
these questions, can accomplish in dealing 
with physical difficulties. Therefore, I say 
we will learn still more in the way of 
navigating our northern waters by apply- 
ing larger experience and greater enter- 
prise to the question. I hope myself that 
the day will come when we will havea 
much longer period of navigation on 
Lake Superior. It is a matter of enor- 
mous importance to the North-West Terri- 
tories, because we want a cheap mode of 
getting away the heavy produce which 
we are capable of producing in such 
quantities in that country. The develop- 
ment of Manitoba and tho North-West 
Territories depends largely upon the 
facilities furnished for transportation 
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and the economy with which we can bring 
our produce to the seaboard. We are an 
inland country, depending entirely, for a 
large portion of the distance, on railway 
communication. We cannot, as you Can, 
for a large portion of the year, avail 
ourselves of the magnificent inland water 
communication which enables you to ship 
such enormous quantities of freight in a 
short space of time and at low rates. We 
are dependent upon railway communica- 
tion for our traffic, and it is therefore of 
the utmost importance that the cost of 
carrying our produce should be reduced to 
as low a limit as possible by legitimate 
commercial means, which is competition 
and opposition in the carrying trade of the 
country. J would here point out to you 
that the advantages of developing this 
route have not been lost sight of by our 
friends south of us, who are deeply inter- 
ested with us in the question of providing 
outlets for the produce of our country. 
Senator Davis, in pressing upon the atten- 
tion of the United States Senate the neces- 
sity of enlarging and improving the Sault 
St. Marie Canal in order that an outlet 
might be found for the enormous increas- 
ing trade that is annually passing by that 
route, said :— 


“It greatly concerns our own interests in another 
respect that we promptly second the endeavors of 
personal and corporate enterprise that I have men- 
tioned, by at once increasing the capacity of the im- 
provements of the St. Mary’s River, so that it will 
not be for the interest of the people of Canada to 
develop, or for the intetest of our own north-western 
States to encourage the opening of a new outlet to the 
markets of the world—an outlet wholly outside our 
own lee and sus while it will benefit 

tly a portion of our own country, we cannot 
ra the least degree control. I refer to the outlet to 
tide water on the western coast of the Hudson Bay. 
This is no mere theory. It has heen a demonstrated 
fact for more than two hundred Jeane. The country 
north of the international boundary up to the fifty- 
sixth parallel of north latitude and east of the Rocky 
Mountains, to and including the Province of Manitoba, 
contains about one hundred millions of acres, a 
portion of which is well suited for the production of 
cereals. The northern portion, known as the Peace 
River district, owing to the depression of the Rocky 
Mountains, has quite the same climate as the southern 
part, and is equally fertile. Immigration is invading 
this immense region, and the time is not far distant 
when it will be enormously easel aaa hk 

“From the Minnesota line to Churchill, on the 
western shore of the Hudson Bay, the distance is 
less than eight hundred miles. Of this distance more 
than one-third is occupied by Lake Winnipeg, having 
a navigable area ne equal to that of Lake Erie. 
It drains with its tributaries a basin of about four 
hundred thousand square miles. Churchill has an 
excellent harbor. It is as near to Liverpool by the 
way uf a ship as is New York city. It is nearer to 
Liverpool by sixty-four miles than is Montreal. As to 
the distance from the city of Winnipeg to Liverpool, 
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the saving is therefore substantially the whole distance 
from Montreal to Winnipeg. It is equal to 1,291 
miles by way of Lake Superior, or 1,698 miles by way 
of Chicago. From Winni south to the interna- 
tional boundary line at Gretna is sixty-nine miles. 
nue is the ae possible route. ene yer for 
the t wheat- ing regions of the North-West, 
Oth in the United ; States and Canada.” 


There is one man, amongst our nearest 
neighbors (who are certainly not behind 
the world in either intelligence, experience 
or enterprise) who thinks this project 
deserves some consideration at the present 
moment. He was urging upon his friends 
the necessity of deepening the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal, which L consider almost one 
of the wonders of the world to-day. The 
traffic on that canal has increased from 
three and a-half millions of tons in 1885 
up to seven and a-half millions of tons in 
1889 ; and not only that, but it exceeds 
to-day the traffic of the great Suez Canal. 
Just thinkofit! That country, west of 
the Sault Ste. Marie canal, has developed 
already a greater trade than the world’s 
traffic passing through the Suez Canal. Is 
it any wonder that those of us who come 
from the North-West Territories should 
feel the necessity of bestirring ourselves 
in order to find suitable outlets for the 
produce which we are capable of growing, 
and for the development of an industry 
which is yet only in its infancy? The 
traffic of our Territories has been, of course, 
and is yet very variable. We are the most 
northern country on this continent that 
has ventured upon the production of 
cereals, and we have a great deal to over- 
come, a great deal to learn, before we per- 
fect our capabilities of producing in that 
western country. I should like to bring 
to your notice the fact that when all the 
conditions were favorable to the production 
of cereals in that western country, when 
by the bounty of Providence the greatest 
advantages were showered upon us to 
enable us to produce a good crop in 1887, 
1 believe that we produced a Crop that had 
been unheard of in the world’s history 
before. There were 16,000 farmers in that 
country, many of them, most likely, only 
homesteaders—men who are put down as 
farmers, because they are entered in the 
Dominion land book as homesteaders, and 
pe each one of them may not have 

more than 5 or 10 acres under cultiva- 
tion. Ido not know what proportion of 
those 16,000 farmers were in that position, 
but I can say from my own personal know- 
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ledge that very many of them 
steaders. 

Notwithstanding that, these 16,000 farm- 
ers produced 12,000,000 bushels of wheat 
and 2,000,000 bushels of coarse grain, or 
nearly 1,000 bushels for each farmer 
in that couniry. That was sown, reaped, 
harvested, marketed and, I was going to 
say, exported; but that is where the rub 
comes in. We had very great difficulty 
indeed in exporting our grain that year, 
because the facilities of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway wero not sufficient at that 
time to meet the requirements of the 
people in exporting their produce. I will 
give the Canadian Pacific Railway Co.credit 
for making the most noble efforts; all the 
hon. gentlemen who come from the North- 
West will bear testimony to that fact. At 
that time they were having a great fight 
on the question of monopoly, and it was 
essential to the interests of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company that they should 
prove that they could carry the crop ofthe 
country themselves and that another route 
was not necessary at the time. But a 
bounteous Providence and the enterprise 
of the people were such that grain was 
shoved on the Canadian Pacific Railway 
faster than the company were able to take 
itaway. A great deal of that was owing 
to the difficulties that they had to encoun- 
ter in the months of January and February 
from snow storms north of Lake Superior ; 
but still that was the fact, that the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway was not sufficient to 
meet the requirements of the people in 
1887. Then, in addition to that, what do 
we see now? The Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company are att hea avery large 
amount of traffic from Minneapolis—some- 
thing like 10,000 cars of grain that they 
are taking from Minneapolis to the sea- 
board, and therefore they have this 


were home- 


additional trade and traffic to tax 
their energies in carrying the pro- 
ducts of that North-West country. I do 


not mention this in the way of finding 
fault, as some have done, with the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company, for having 
enetrated to Minneapolisand taken freight 
rom that point, in order to bring grist to 
their mill and capture the trade of those 
western States. I think myself that if 
they have to cut rates and compete with 
other corporations in that neighborhood 
they are perfectly justified in doing so, in 
order that they may get traffic to support 
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their road for their own benefit and for the 
benefit of the people of Canada. I know 
myself in the North-West, if the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company had to depend 
on the trade that we are able at the pre 
sent time to give them, they could not 
afford the magnificent service that they 
provide at present—a daily train, splen- 
didly equipped, hardly ever late, from the 
Atlantic to British Columbia. That is an 
advantage that we do not overlook, but it 
is an advantage that is only gained by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company draw- 
‘ing foreign trade to its road. Competition 
is natural in our country; the enterprise 
and intelligence of our people will lead 
them to look for the best and cheapost 
routes to the seaboard. We are going on 
developing our country under great diffi- 
culties. Allofus have many disadvantages 
to contend with in that western country. 
Want of experience, want of means and 
natural conditions keep us back, and we 
do not go ahead quite as fast as we would 
like to go; but the country is making good, 
substantial progress, and we are building 
comfortable homes for ourselves. New 
railways are being constructed, and in four 
or five years hence the trade of that coun- 
try will have increased enormously. We 
are now building a line from Regina to 
Prince Albert. N ot a bushel of grain pro- 
duced at Prince Albert has ever found: its 
way out, because there has been no railway 
to carry it. We are building 250 or 300 
miles of road from Regina to Prince Albert 
which will open up a tract of land where 
there is a settlement already that will pro- 
vide traffic at once. Then there is the 
North-West Central, and a road which is 
being built from Calgary to Edmonton, a 


feeder that will develop a large tract of| November, and possibly 


country in which people will settle. There 
is also the road which is going down to 
Montana, and goodness knows how far it 
will penetrate in that direction, which will 
be a feeder to the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way. When you consider what the effect 
of the construction of these feeders will be 
and the consequent development of the 
country, and the increase of traffic, you can 
easily realize what the possibilities will 
be in the next four or five years. An 
enormous traffic will be thrown on that 
road which will be beyond the power and 
capacity of that road to carry. 


Hon. Mz, READ—Double track, then. 
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I would be very 
glad indeed to see the track doubled, but 
we want to get to navigation. We want 
to be able to export as much of our traffic 
by water as possible. We have to utilize 
the railroads to a certain extent, but the 
most economical way is by navigation. 
When we can get our grain to Port Arthur 
for 8 or 9 cents we can export it by way 
of Montreal, but not until then. That is 
why we are prassing the construction of 
the Hudson Bay Railway on the atten- 
tion of the country. The Hudson Bay 
route may not be available early in the 
spring of the year, but that is not a mat- 
ter of much importance to us. What 
we desire is to export as large an amount 
of our crop in the fall of the year as 
possible, because by that means we save 
the cost of storage, interest and shrink- 
age, which, I believe, will average about 
10 cents a bushel. That is a° very large 
percentage of saving to the farmers of the 
country. It would enable them to distri- 
bute amongst themselves 10 cents on every 
bushel of wheat that they lose now, and 
they would be so much more prosper- 
ous, and through their prosperity the 
whole country would be benefited. {fully 
believe that with the scientific applicances 
that we have for winter navigation, if we 
had the Hudson Bay Railway we could 
utilize the route by Hudson Straits well 
on into the month of November every 
year. I know that the insurance com- 

anies put up their rates after the first of 
ovember, and they must realize that up 
to that date, at all events, the dangers inci- 
dental to navigation are not very great. I 
believe myself that we will be able to utilize 
the Hudson Buy route up to the middle of 
fus in the year. 

Therefore, you can realize the advantage it 
would be to the North-West Territories 
and to the Province of Manitoba to find 
an outlet by which they could transport a 
portion of their tee the fall of the year, 
before heavy loss has to be incurred in 
holding it over. This year we shipped 
only three millions of bushels by way of 
Port Arthur, but even that three millions, 
so heavy was the traffic on Lake Superior, 
and so great the demand for vessels 
engaged in other traffic, we found it diffi- 
cult to ship. There was almost a block of 
grain in Port Arthur for want of vessels to 
take it away, and the capabilities of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway to carry more 
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. than a certain amount of grain to Port 

Arthur by a stated period (say, the middle 
of November) are limited ; but if we had 
this other outlet by way of Hudson Bay 
we could ship probably four or five 
millions of bushels in the fall of the 
year. Now, at 10 cents a bushel the 
saving on five millions of bushels would 
represent $500,000 a year to the peo- 
ple of the North-West Territories—they 
would gain that much by being able 
to transport that quantity of wheat by 
the northern route, instead of paying all 
rail rates to the Atlantic ports or hold- 
ing it Over until the opening of navigation 
in the following spring. Phat is a most 
important point to us, and stimulates us to 
put forth every energy in order to accom- 
plish the object for which we have been 
working and striving for several years 
past. We have difficulties to encounter in 
our Province, because we are not possessed 
of our Crown lands. We have not the public 
resources to undertuke a work of that kind 
in the same way that you have down here. 
We have no revenue of any descrip- 
tion, except the income which we are 
allowed by the law ofthe country. We have 
no public resources within ourselves, and, 
therefore, we have to appeal to the enter- 
prise and generosity of the people in the 
east to assist us in the construction of 
this road. All that has been done, so 
far, is to offer a land grant, amounting to 
six or eight millions of acres of land, as an 
assistance to the construction of that road, 
and so far we have not been able to accom- 
plish anything with that assistance. The 
railway company has been organized, 
and has been making an effort to get 
capital for several years past, but the land 
grant has not been sufficient. We have not 
yet found that any land grant in that 
western country, even when the lunds were 
situated in the most fertile portions of the 
North-West, has been sufficient to attract 
capital to build a single mile of railway. 
The Manitoba and North-Western Railway 
Company, whose line passes through what I 
think is the garden of the North-West, and 
whose lands are situated all along the rail- 
way, could not raise money in Hurope to 
build the road. They had to get the Provin- 
cial Government to guarantee $6,400 amile 
on their bonds, taking the land grant as a 
security for the repayment of the guarantee, 
but until the Provincial Government gave 
that guarantee to the Manitoba and North- 
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Western, the Manitoba and South-Western, 
and other 1ailways projected there, they 
were not able to raise money in Europe to 
build a mile of road, because the capitalists 
will not take the whole responsibility of 
developing that country. Similar difficul- 
ties present themselves when the gentle- 
men who are interested in the Hudson Bay 
Railway make an effort to promote the con- 
struction of their road. For that reason, we 
are al. anxious either that the Dominion 
Government sbould undertake the work as 
a national highway, which it really is, pene- 
trating the interior of the continent and 
carrying, not only our trade, but traffic 
from the neighboring Republic ; or, if they 
do not feel in a position to undertake the 
construction of the road us a national work, 
they should give assistance of such a prac- 
tical character that it will enable private 
capitalists to take hold of it and carry on 
the construction of the road. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps the hon. 
gentleman will tell me how many miles 
long the proposed road is ? 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The proposed 
road is 700 miles long from Winnipeg to 
Churchill. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—A little longer than 
the Intercolonial Railway. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes ; a little 
longer. There is just one other point that 
I wish to dwell upon, and that is that the 
construction of this road would not be 
against the interests of the people of eastern 
Canada. 


Hon. MR. DEVER—It will be no loss to 
the eastern Provinces to lose their traffic. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON--It will not, for 
this reason: that under the most favorable 
circumstances, according to all the reports, 
the navigation of Hudson Straits lasts 
for about four months of the year, and 
therefore any development that takes 
place in consequence of the construction 
of that road must benetit the eastern 
Provinces for eight months of the year, 
because the freight must find its outlet 
eastward by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
for two-thirds of the years. If that northern 
route is developed it will help to build up 
the North-West Territory, and thereby 
increase the traffic from that country; and 
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I cannot see, therefore, that the construc- 
tion of the Hudson Bay Railway can injure 
the people of eastern Canada. Again, all 
the money that we earn by our industry in 
producing wheat, fat cattle, oil cake and 
other products of that country, is spent 
down here in eastern Canada. Ninety per 
cent. of the goods sold in our country 
stores we purchase in the eastern Pro- 
vinces. 


Hon, Mr. POWER—But they would not 
be purchased in the eastern Provinces if 
this road were constructed. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Why? Ofcourse 
they would! Do you suppose it is the 
cost of transportation that keeps foreign 
goods out? It is the National Policy that 
keeps them out. We have at present, 
in exporting grain to Europe, a cheap 
route by way of Lake Superior, but 
we cannot get a sufficient amount of 
grain out by that route to meet our require- 
ments. Nocompetition in traffic will give 
or deprive you of our trade, because it is 
oo to the country by the National 

olicy. As I said before, the more you 
develop the North-West, the better the 
facilities you furnish for promoting its 
prosperity, the better it will be for the 
whole Dominion. You must admit that in 
twenty years we have been trying to 
develop that country, and though, thank 
God, we have been able to make comfort- 
able homes for ourselves, we have not done 
anything that is going to alarm the world, 
so far as our material prosperity is con- 
cerned. It is alltocome yet. We hope it 
will come, but it canonly be brought about 
by the efforts that we want to put forth. 
I repeat, the development which will result 
from the opening up of the Iudson 
Bay route will only deprive these eastern 
Provinces of any portion of their trade 
for four months of the year, while they 
will have the benefit of the extra develop- 
ment of our trade over and above what it 
is now for eight months of the year. For 
the Maritime Provinces the opening of 
that route is of the utmost importance, 
because it will give them a cheap mode of 
interchanging trade and traffic with the 
North-West Territories, A vessel can go 
from Nova Scotia with iron, coal, or what- 
ever other products they may have to sell 
us, to Port Churchill, by way of Hudson 
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Straits, and in the most economical way 
bring back a load of flour, or wheat, or — 
whatever produce of ours they may 
require. f think I can defy anyone to 
show that what [say is incorrect—that the 
cost of taking up the products of the 
Maritime Provinces to the North-West by 
way of the Hudson Bay route and bringin 
back what we are able to produce woul 
be less than by any other route they can 
find. Although it is the back door of 
Canada generally, it is going to be the 
front door for the people of the Maritime 
Provinces. Although it is the back 
door, it is, neverthelesss, essential to 
the development of the North-West 
Territories; and I believe that the 
time has come when the back door 
shall be opened, because it will add to the 
prosperity of the whole country, by draw- 
ing through Canadian channels not only 
the trade of our own country, which is 
being diverted to foreign channels, but 
also attracting the trade of the neighbor- 
ing States to enrich our own people and 
build .up our own country. These are 
fucts that are worthy of consideration in 
themselves, and as against them you have 
only to put what you may conceive to be 
a loss from the diversion of a portion of 
our trade from your own doors. Although 
we are all governed more or less by 
selfish interests and motives, I do not 
think we should be entirely controlled by 
them. Whatever tends to benefit any one 
section of the country is worthy of the con- 
sideration of this honorable House. I 
would, therefore, conclude by expressing 
the hope that if the Government does not 
feel disposed to undertaxe the construction 
of the Hudson Bay road as a national 
highway that they muy feel able to give 
such practical assistance to the enterprise 
as will ensure it construction. I under- 
stand from reliable sources that the Hud- 
son Bay Railway Company are in a posi- 
tion to go on with the work, provided 
they can get practical assistance to. enable 
them to begin the undertaking; and not 
only are capitalists ready to take hold of 
the road, but the firm of Millburn & Sons, 
a steamship company, which does an en- 
ormous trade in the Baltic and sends 
steamers to Archangel, is willing to enter 
into arrangements with the railway com- 
pany to provide steamers for the navigation 
of Hudson Bay, and an insurance company 
is willing to insure the vessels. 
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this sort is given it is not customary to 
ask the Government to answer the question 
forthwith. I think that the hon. gentle- 
man, in putting the inquiry in the form in 
whichit is, has opened the subject up for 
discussion; and it is a question of such im- 
portance that it should be discussed before 
the Government reply. In accordance 
with the practice of the House, I propose 
to discuss the matter a little before the 
leader of the House replies. I think that 
every hon. gentleman must feel that the 
remark which I ventured to make at the 
opening of the Session, that we had in the 
hon. gentleman who has just sat down a 
very valuable addition to the speaking 

wer of the House, was well founded. 

he hon. member has put this case before 
the House in a very clear and striking 
way, and if he has filed to carry convic- 
tion it is not his fault, but the fault of his 
case. The hon. gentleman’s proposition is 
that without further inquiry we should 
forthwith either construct a railway 700 
miles long or guarantee the construction 
of the road—that we should. give a guar- 
antee which, under the circumstances, will 
be equivalent to undertaking to pay for 
the road. That is the proposition; and 
hon. gentlemen who know anything about 
the Intercolonial Railway and know what 
it has cost and how it has been regarded 
in the past by all eastern Canada, can form 
some idea of what the extent of the hon. 
gentleman’s proposition is, He proposes 
that we should undertake to spend some- 
thing like thirty million dollars. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Forty millions. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I wish to be reason- 
able. It is certainly to spend not less 
than twenty-five millions, and probably 
thirty million dollars, in constructing a 
railway from Winnipeg to Fort Churchill. 
Now, [ think when any company or any 
member of Parliament makesa proposition 
of that kind—when he proposes that the 
Government shall undertake to spend or to 
guarantee so large a sum of money—he 
should be prepared with the most conclu- 
sive evidence that the scheme upon which 
that money is to be expended is one which 
will repay the country for the expenditure. 
In that oe the hon. gentleman has 
failed. He has not removed doubts which 
haye always existed in the minds of people 
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the hon. gentleman to say that a portion 
of the year’s crop might go out each 
season ; and the hon. gentleman, [ think, 
arrived at that conclusion only by straining 
the evidence which he himself submitted 
tous. He read the statement of an observer 
at Ashe Inlet, on the northern side of 
Hudson Strait. The observer said he 
thought there was nothing to obstruct the 
navigation of the strait up to the Ist 
October, and under favorable circum- 
stances to the 15th October. When the 
hon. gentleman came later on to practi- 
cally re-state what he had stated in the | 
beginning of his speeeh, he said the Ist of 
November or the middle of November. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—I read the months 
of July, August, September and October. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not so under- 
stand the statement of Mr. Tyrrell, whom 
the hon. gentleman quoted. I thought 
that the observer spoke in a qualified 
manner of the latter half of October. As 
to the evidence of Mr. Tyrrell, I have not 
examined it very carefully; but it just 
ARR that the observer at Ashe Inlet 
might not be in a position to speak as 
conclusively as to the navigation of the 
strait as an observer at Port Burwell. At 
Ashe Inlet the ice passing east from 
Hudson Bay has not been met by the 
current coming down Davis Strait; and 
there is a tremendous current and a great 
deal of ice generally found at the eastern 
opening of Hudson Strait. The greater 

art of that ice comes down through 

avis Strait, and of course the observer 
at Ashe Inlet would see very little of 
that. He would only see the ice from 
the west go through Hudson Strait. As 
I have said, the thing which the hon. 
gentleman is bound to do first, before 
the Government are in a position to 
pene any money, or pledge the faith of 
the country to any expenditure, is to 
establish the navigability of Hudson Bay 
and Strait—that is, to establish that they 
are navigable for practical commercial 
purposes. In order to do that the hon. 
member has quoted Mr. Tyrrell, and has 
given the experience of a steamer called 
the “Arctic,” which I presume from her 
name was peculiarly fitted to deal with 
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ice, and which got into Hudson Bay during 
the month of June. He also referred to a 
report made by Capt. Markham, who 
appears to have gone in the “ Alert,” the 

anadian Government steamship, as an 
agent of the promoters of the Hudson Bay 
Railway Company. We all know that the 
evidence of a gentleman of that sort is 
always to be taken with a certain allow- 
ance. Without at all saying that Capt. 
Markham would state what he did not 
believe to be true, it is always expected 
that a gentleman who goes out with a 
strong desire to find a certain thing will 
generally find that thing. He does not 
take the impartial view of what he 
observes that a person should take in a 
zase of this kind. Capt. Markham went 
.o Hudson Bay anxious to find out, if he 
‘ould, that the route was navigable, so that 
he company which he represented would 
3e able to place its bonds advantageously 
in the money markets of the world. Lieut. 
Parry, afterwards Sir Edward Parry, said 
that HWadeoh Straits were open for naviga- 
tion not earlier than the first week of July. 
I think that that is probably correct. It 
is rather singular that the hon. gentleman 
in submitting to us evidence to show the 
character of the navigation of Hudson 
Strait did not submit the report made by 
the Government officers who were sent out 
for the express purpose of making enquiry 
into the subject. The result of these 
expeditions was felt to be in the negative. 
The ‘‘Neptune” went one year, and the 
“Alert” [think two years, into Hudson Bay. 
There were observing stations established 
at different points, from Port Burwell, atthe 
eust end of Hudson Straits, to Churchill; 
and apparently the net result of all 
the observations was that this Hudson 
Bay route was not regarded as a practicable 
commercial route. The hon. gentleman 
said that we should remember that the 
authorities which he cited dealt with 
sailing vessels, and that steamers could do 
very much better than sailing vessels. No 
doubt they can; but we have the experi- 
ence of the steamer which the Govern- 
ment sent in there. On two occasions, 
during two voyages, the steamer broke her 
propeller. On the first voyage of the 
“ Alert” 





Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It was in conse- 
quence of being an auxiliary steamer that 
the propeller was broken. It was only an 
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auxiliary screw steamer—that is, the 

pull the screw up and down. The full 
capacity of the steamer was only 6 knots 
an hour, in consequence of it having an 
auxiliary screw; and I believe the accident 
happened in the pulling of it up and down. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There was no state- 
ment to that effect in the report. The hon. 
gentleman may have ascertained that the 
accident happened that way from talking 
with the commander of the vessel. In 
reading the report I did not see it so stated. 
It was said that the propeller was broken 
in the ice, and the steamer was at the time 
trying to push her way through the ice; 
so I presume the propeller must have been 
in the water and that the hon. gentleman 
is wrong. In the Spring of 1885, when 
the “ Adert” got to the mouth of Hudson 
Strait, she found things just as I have 
stuted—that the ice brought down by the 
Davis Strait current meeting with the ice 
coming out of Hudson Strait caused such 
an obstruction that she was not able to get 
in; and the steamer backed and filled for 
some weeks off the mouth of the strait, 
and ultimately, after sustaining damage 
from ice, was obliged to go to St. John’s, 
Nfid., for repairs. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—When was 
this ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—lIn the month of 
June, This was a steamer that was not 
constructed for Arctic service, but was a 
sealer, and constructed with « view of deal- 
ing with ice. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The “ Alert” was 
an Arctic steamer. The “ Neptune ” was a 
sealing steamer. 


Hon. Mr. POWEKR—I do not propose 
to deal with this question of the naviga- 
tion of Hudson Strait any further, except 
to sa, that I think enough has been shown 
to cause very great doubt as to the prac- 
ticability of that route for commercial 
purposes. No doubt, strongly-built vessels 
can get in and out probably without any 
reasonable risk, for two months in the 
year; but beyond that there is no certainty 
of their getting in and out; and if a vessel 
cannot get out later than the middle of 
September, then she is of no use for carry- 
ing out that season’s crop. That fact must 
be borne in mind. 
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Now, let us suppose that the case is as 
the hon. member puts it. Let us suppose 
that everything is as he says—that under 
favorable circumstances the straits can be 
navigated until the 1st of November, and 
that a certain portion of crop—I think 
the hon. gentleman said five million bush- 
‘els could be taken out; and that—lI pre- 
sume he made a pretty liberal allowance— 
the saving to the people of the North- 
West would be about five hundred 
thousand dollars a year. What would be 
the cost of the road tothe country? If 
‘that road cost twenty-five million dollars, 
as it probably would—— 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Fifteen millions 
is the outside estimate. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—No one in Canada 
pay- attention to the estimated cost of 
railways. A Yailway of 700 miles long 
cannot be built in such a country as that 
for twenty thousand dollars a mile. All 
North-West railway companies that we 
incorporate to build railways over the 
pare through good lands, and with a 
avorable climate, take power to bond 
their roads for twenty thousand dollars a 
mile; and it is out of the question to say 
that a railroad leading through such a 
country as that which intervenes between 
Winnipeg and the Hudson Bay coast, 
where supplies would be so costly and 
where work could be carried on for such a 
comparatively short period during each 
year. could be built for any such price. 

am satisfied that the road will cost 
about as much as the original construction 
of the Intercolonial Railway. It cannot 
be built for less than twenty-five million 
dollars; and that is a large sum to pay 
for the purpose of saving half a million 
dollars a year to the people of the North- 
West. There is another way of looking 
at the. matter. Supposing that the 
road was built and was operated until, 
say the Ist of November. Let us 
‘consider what the business of that road 
would be during the months of July and 
August—that is, if the previous year’s cro 
was carried out during the year in whic 
it was harvested, the road would have 
little todo in the way of carrying any- 
thing to Fort Churchill. It would have 
something todo probably in September 
and October. After the 1st of November 
there would be no business for the road 


diture which has taken place. 
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until the Ist of July. Now, I think that 
if the hon. gentleman and his friends who 
propose to build that road will stop to in- 
quire they will find that if they wish to 
make that road pay they will have to 
charge high rates for the time it will be 
in operation. To make an investment of 
twenty-five million dollars in that road 
profitable they would have to charge 
such rates that the people of the North- 
West would find it a good deal cheaper to 
send their wheat out by the existing 
routes. But then we do not propose to 
depend upon existing routes, because— and 
I was rather surprised that the hon. gen- 
tleman did not refer to the fact when 
speaking of the Sault Ste, Marie Canal— 
the Canadian Government are now engaged 
in the construction of a canal at Sault Ste 
Marie for the express purpose of affording 
an outlet, independent of the United States, 
for the produce of the North-West through 
our own territury; and the hon. gentle- 
man’s proposal is to try and neutralize 
the work that the Government are doing 
there by sending grain out by another 
route. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I propose to 
increase its outlets. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That is the way it 
strikes me. The hon. gentleman has called 
on us to be up and stirring on behalfof the 
North-West. I think we have been stir- 
ring for a good while, but it is seemingly a 
case of “hope on, hope ever.” We have built 
the Canadian Pacitic Railway; we have 
given the Northern Pacific admission into 
that country in order to afford the farmers 
the competition which they think neces- 
sary; we are now engaged in the con- 
struction of a canal which will cost us 
$5,000,000, for the purpose of affording an 
additional exit for the grain of that coun- 
try. We have spent altogether, I presume, 
not less than $100,000,000 on behalf of the 
North-West. Now, just when we begin to 
realize some little advantage from this tre- 
mendous expenditure, the people of the 
North-West, through the hon. gentleman, 
come in and tell us to cut our own throats 
commercially—to render useless the expen- 
The hon. 
gentleman, by some process of reasoning 
that I was not quite able to follow, under- 
took to prove to us that the trade of 
the remaining eight months, when this 
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route would not be available even if opened, 
would be greater than the trade of the 
whole twelve months if the road were not 
built. 


Hon. Me. BOULTON—Hear, hear. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—By what process of 
reasoning he arrived at that conclusion I 
am not able to understand. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—The whole is less 
than its parts. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—It is really a case 
of the part being greater than the whole. 
In reply to an inquiry of mine, the hon. 
gentleman said that the increased impor- 
tations which the farmers of the North- 
West would be able to make would benefit 
the importers of Montreal and other east- 
ern cities. The hon. gentleman said that 
owe to their. increased prosperity the 

eople of the North-West would deal more 
argely than now with manufacturers and 
importers of the east. I do not see the 
thing in that way; because, even though, 
as the hon. gentleman has said,the National 
Policy does keep out many English goods, 
it still lets in many goods from England and 
the United States; and if we shorten the 
distance, the lower freight rates from Eng- 
land would render English competition 
with Canadian manufacturers and dealers 
much keener, and those ships coming out 
for grain would carry goods from England 
to Fort Churchill at very low rates indeed. 
I fail to see, then, that the hon. gentleman 
has established that we can get anything 
in return for the expenditure on this road. 
I was pained to hear the hon. gentleman 
tell us that, after twenty years of generous, 
lavish expenditure by the people of old 
Canada on behalf of the North-West, so far 
they have realized nothing. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I did not say that. 
I said we had realized comfortable homes, 
but so far as wealth was concerned we had 
realized nothing. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I understood the 
hon. gentleman to intimate that they had 
not realized what they had expected, and 
that things were not in the condition in 
which they ought to be by any means. I 
am surprised to hear a statement of that 
kind from him. If it had been made by a 
member of the party to which I belong he 
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would immediately have been condemned 
for crying down the country; but when 
that sentiment is uttered by a loyal Conser- 
vative it is considered praiseworthy. I 
wonder how long this cry is to continue. 
We have been spending money like water 
on the North-West—how long is it to con- 
tinue? I for one feel that, so far as we in 
the east are concerned, we have done our 
duty by the North-West, and that we shall 
continue to do our duty; but that, having 
given the North-West Territories ample 
means of access to the Pacificand Atlantic 
oceans, and to the country east, west and 
south of themselves, we have done our 
duty, and we are not bound to give them 
communication by rail with the North 
Pole or any region short of the Pole 
in that direction. I think we are not 
unfair in assuming that position. I do 
not know whether or not my senti- 
ments are those of the majofity of the peo- 
ple in the east; but my feeling about the 
matter is, that if by-and-by the population 
of the North-West increases and feels 
cabined, cribbed and confined in its trade 
for want of an outlet by way ofthe Hudson 
Bay, then we shall have no objection to 
that population making an outlet for itself; 
but why we, whom they propose to injure, 
should be asked to deprive ourselves of the 
small results that have accrued from a vast 
expenditure, is something [ cannot under- 
stand. We are perfectly willing that 
they should do it. As one of the 
members of this House, I shall be pre- 
pared to give them all the facilities 
that Parliament can afford to construct 
a road; but [ think it is a work which 
should be done at the expense of the people 
for whose benefit it is intended, and not at 
our expense. I observed recently that the 
Manitoba Legislature withdrew the offer 
of certain aid which they at one time pro- 
posed to give this road. That would look 
as though the people most directly inter- 
‘ested in the undertaking had come to the 
| conclusion, either that the scheme was not 
a practicable one, or that the game was. 
not worth the candle—that it would cost 
more than it was worth. I think it would. 
I think to build 700 miles of road in order 
, to give 150,000 people an outlet for two or 
three months of the year by way of the 
Hudson Bay would be reallyacase where the 
game was not worth the candle ; and I do 
not hesitate to express the hope that the 
Government do not propose to build the 
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Hudson sols ao eco ue hee Cet a a road themselves or to use 
the public money of the Dominion for the 
pu: pose of subsidizing such a road. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH— When the 
subject of utilizing the Hudson Bay for 
the purpose of opening up a route to the 
North-West was discussed in this Chamber, 
I was quite a strong supporter of the pro 
ject, and I am yet. I believe it is necessary 
and that it will be found practicable in the 
end for commercial purposes. My hon. 
friend from Halifax is illogical. He first 
says that this road would be useless— 
that it would not be practicable for com- 
merce—that it would be spending so much 
money for nothing—that it would not 
take the trade which the people of the 
North-West believe it would; and the next 
moment he complains that it would divert 
trade from the Maritime Provinces and 
take it by that route. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I said that if it were 
a practicable scheme that would be the 
effect of it. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—My hon. friend 
reasoned that it would have the effect of 
Re ralyzing the trade of existing channels. 

y hon, friend went further, and said that 
if we had closer commercial relations with 
Europe it would interfere with the trade of 
this country. We are trying to get more 
direct and rapid communication with Eng- 
Jand, in order to help the trade of this 
country. Now, if we have spent $100,000,000 
on the North-West—and I do not believe 
we apent two-thirds of that amount— 
no money was ever invested inany country 
from which greater advantages have been 
derived. It has opened up a country with 
immense capabilities—a country whose 
future we cannot realize, and whose re- 
sources we have not yet appreciated. Not 
only ourselves, but all Europe and especially 
England, are alive to the importanco of the 
development of our country, and Canada 
will never be what it should be until we 
have a larger pope ulation in the North- 
West Territories. My hon. friend spoke of 
Manitoba: that is not all of the North- 
West; it is but a small portion of that vast 
country, and if Manitoba, out of its 
small revenue, feels unable to expend 
the large amount of money which 
would be necessary to make this under- 
taking a complete success, it is unfair to 
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say that it is regarded as impracticable. 
there. I believe that Manitoba is now 
alive to the advantages which would result 
from the construction of that railway, and. 
is willing to contribute a large proportion 
of the expense of oponing up the route. 
The hon. gentleman from Halifax says 
that with our North-West it is “ hope on,. 
hope ever.” If the hon. gentlemen who 
are opposed to the Government had suc- 
ceeded in their policy where would the : 
Pacific Railway be now? They Das psc 
that the road would not be built for forty 
years; they said that the resources of the: 
country were not sufficient to complete it, 
and that if it were built it would not 
pay for the grease on the wheels. That 
is what we heard from the hon. gentlemen: 
when the Canadian Pacific Railway was 
still a projected undertaking. Now the. 
hon. member from Halifax says that after 
all the Canadian Pacific Railway has done 
nothing. He does not seem to know that 
it has attracted the attention of Europe, 
and of England especially, to the advan- 
tages which this country affords for an 
industrious population. He does notseem 
to be aware that it has given us a status 
that we never would have had among the- 
commercial countries of the world if that 
Pacific Railway had not been built. Now, 
I believe the North-West country will ere 
long be filled up with an industrious popu- 
lation. While I was abroad I was asked 
over and over again for information about 
our North-West, and the principal. objec- 
tion that I heard made to it as a field for 
settlement was the difficulty of getting the 
De of the country to European mar- 
ets. Men who have given attention 
to the subject have expressed a 
belief that until we do open up the 
Hudson Bay route for commercial pur- 
poses we cannot expect a great influx of 
poor into our North-West Territories. 
uch depends upon that. My hon. friend 
who moved this resolution probably took 
arosy view of this matter. I believe he 
made the best of the case—probably he 
magnified it in his desire to serve his 
country. I appreciate the position of my 
hon. friend in that country, and the vast 
importance of this subject to the people- 
who are struggling to find outlets for their 
products to the markets of the world. He- 
has put the case forcibly before us, and in 
a manner creditable to himself and to the: 


country which he represents. On the 
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Other side, my hon. friend from Halifax 
has endeavored to belittle that North- 
West country and its resources, and the 
‘capabilities of the Hudson Bay ronte for 
transporting the products of the North- 
West to Europe. I have not taken the 
pains that my hon. friend has in looking 
up this matter, but from the reports I have 
read of those who have investigated the 
question of navigating Hudson Bay I have 


come to the conclusion that we will have. 


that route open for nearly four months 
every year. My hon. friend spoke of the 
“ Alert,” and I asked him what time she 
was at Hudson Bay? He replied in the 
month of Junc. We know thatin the carly 
part of June there are large ice floes and 
‘small icebergs in that region, but in the 
-autumn of the year, when wo most require 
that communication and when it would be 
‘of the greatest advantage to the North- 
West, those difficulties do not exist. My 
bon. friend tells us that the temperature of 
Hudson Bay is 14 degrees higher than the 
temperature of Lake Superior at the same 
season of the year. It is a fact of which I 
was not before aware, and it tends to 
strongly confirm my belief in the practi- 
cability of the Hudson Bay route. Though 
we in Nova Scotia have no direct interest 
in opening up the Hudson Bay route—in 
fact, many people believe that it would 
divert trade from the Maritime Provinces, 
though I never could see it—yet at the 
same time, believing, as Ido, that we must 
legislate here, not in the interest of any 
one Province, but for the benefit of the 
whole Dominion, and feeling, as I do, that 
the opening of this route would rapidly 
increase the population of the North- 
West, I shall give it my support, believing 
it to be in the interests of the whole Domi- 
nion. I am proud, as a Canadian, of what 
the hon. gentleman from Shell River has 
said about the North-West. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Buncombe! 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Although the 
answer that he may get from the Govern- 
ment to-day may not be all that he desires, 
yet in bringing the matter before us he 
has done much towards speeding the time 
when this project will be accomplished 
and a route opened for commerce. My hon. 
friend from St. John says ‘‘buncombe,” 
and I do not know where that comes in or 
to whom he applies it—whether he 
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applies it to myself or to my hon. friend 
from Shell River. If he applies it to my- 
self, I can regard it with pertect compla- 
cency and even with amusement. When 
we in this country array ourselves, one 
Province against another, and say that we 
will not support an undertaking because 
it may possibly injure the trade of some 
section of the Dominion, we cease to be 
patriotic. I believe that the interests of 
this country do not run in parallel lines, 
antagonistic to each other, but that they 
act and re-act upon each other. I believe 
that the prosperity of any part of Canada 
must tend to promote the prosperity ofall. 
You cannot depress a portion of the coun- 
try without affecting the commercial 
prosperity of the whole Dominion. I have 
risen on the spur of the moment, not 
expecting that this matter would go fur- 
ther than the remarks made by the hon. 
gentleman who puts the question. He has 
opened up the subject in a manner cre- 
ditable to himself, and shown us the 
advantages which the construction of the 
Hudson Bay Railway will confer upon the 
whole Dominion, and more particularly 
upon that part of it from which he comes. 
if the Hudson Bay route can be made a 
practicable channel for commerce it will do 
more than anything else to fill the North- 
West with a large population, and its 
benefits will extend to every portion of the 
Dominion. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I do not rise to 
prolong this debate further than to con- 
gratulate my hon. friend on the very 
able and distinct manner in which he has 
brought this matter before the House. We 
are all indebted to him for the information 
he has furnished. On the question of the 
navigation of the Hudson Bay at certain 
times in the year, I have to ditfer from the 
conclusions of my hon. friend from Halifax. 
We had a parliamentary committee some 
sessions ago, which took up this question, 
and examined several witnesses, and had 
access to the logs of Hudson Bay Com- 
pany’s vessels extending over a period of 
some thirty-seven years. We had also 
before us a report of a British Admiral, 
in which it was gravely stated that the 
Gulf of St. Lawrence would only be 
navigable for a much shorter period each 
year than we know the Hudson Bay to be 
open to vessels. I am one of those who 
believe and stoutly maintain that Hudson 
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Bay is navigable for four months of | considerable contribution towards the un- 
each year, and that a ship designed for |dertaking. One gratifying feature of this 
those waters must be of a very dif-|discussion is the statement of the fact 
ferent character, and be very differently | that so small a community was able to 


equipped from those vessels which were 
sent there by the Government. The 
‘ Alert,” formerly known as the “ Arctic,” 
was a very good ship for what she 
was constructed to do; but ships, like 
horses, must be selected to suit the purpose 
that one hasin view. You cannot combine 
in the one animal the qualities of the 
racer and the cart horse. And so it is 
with ships: you cannot utilize a vessel for 
one service which was designed for a 
totallydifferent service. Whilethe“ Arctic,” 
or “Alert,” was well fitted for housing men 
in an Arctic climate, she was not built for 
spect: She depended more on her sails 
than on her screw. A very different class 
of vessels would be required to carry grain 
on the Hudson Bay route. They would 
require to have greater capacity and a 
higher speed. Six knots an hour was the 
pee of the “ Alert.” A ship designed for 
the Hudson Bay trade should have a 
capacity of about 6,000 tons and a speed 
of not less than twelve knots an hour. I 
think the fact that Hudson Straits can 
be navigated for four months of the year 
has been pretty clearly demonstrated, 
but when you come to the question of the 
Government building a railway 700 miles 
long at a cost of not less than $20,000 per 
mile it is asking a good deal. ‘The Govern- 
ment have gone a long way already. The 
have offered a land grant of 6,400 acres 
per mile. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The grant is 
6,400 acres per mile in the Province of 
Manitoba and 12,800 acres per mile outside 
of the Province. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—I think, there- 
fore, that the Government must have satis- 
fied themselves, to a certain extent, as 
to the practicability of this northern 
route; otherwise, they would not have 
made such an offer. If those lands in 
Manitoba are worth $2 per acre that 
would be a contribution from the Domi- 
nion Government of $12,800 per mile for 
the portion of he road in the Province, or. 
three-fifths of the estimated cost of con- 
struction. J am not prepared to estimate 
the value of the land grant outside of 
Manitoba, but it must represent a very 


export in one year 13,000,000 bushels of 
grain. Nobody could have predicted such 
an extraordinary result in so short a, 
time from the opening up of that country 
— nobody could have anticipated that 
so soon after the building of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway it would be. 
blocked with grain produced in that 
sparse settlement. Very soon we may 
hope to see the export from the North- 
West doubled and quadrupled. It is no. 
exaggerated estimate of the possibilities of 
the near future. Last year California 
exported 32,000,000 bushels of grain, and 
I think the total production of the State 
was 61,000,000 bushels, At a very moderate 
estimate, in twenty years from now the 
trade of the North-West will exceed the 
capacity of the existing routes to handle 
it, and the Government will therefore 
look favorably upon any project which 
tends to increase the facilities of transpor- 
tation in that country. I think we are 
safe in leaving the matter in their hands. 
The Government that has grappled success- 
fully with the Canadian Pacitic Railway, 
and made it a success, and promoted the 
settlement and development of our great 
North-West, will go forward in the same 
spirit, and may safely be trusted to provide. 
for the wants of the country which my 
hon, friend from Shell River so ably 
represents. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—This question has 
been brought before the House from time 
to time, and on every occasion has excited 
deep interest. I did not expect that it 
would give rise to a long discussion to-day 
on the probable cost of the undertaking. 
This House cannot in any way deal with 
the question of expenditure, and our only 
object in discussing the matter here is to 
impress the Senate and the country with 
the importance of the project. Ihave no 
doubt that the Hudson Bay Railway will 
be constructed before long. The rapid 
settlement of Manitoba and the North-West 
will render its construction necessary. We 
need it in the interests of the Dominion 
as well as in our own interests. We can- 
not much longer leave the natural wealth 
on the shores of the Hudson Bay unde- 
veloped. We must either undertake this 
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work ourselves or it will be undertaken by members of this House to say that 
those who will succeed us ere long. I am | Manitoba is a burden on the Dominion. 
surprised at the feeling which has been I do not believe that the Province has 
expressed on the subject of the expense failed at any time to contribute its share 
which the coustruction of that road will|to the public revenue. Nevertheless, we 
entail. I have before me an offer of ajare a new country, and we are not in a 
gentleman who is in a position to furnish | position to prosecute such large works 
a guarantee of his good faith to build the | unaided, and we should not be called upon 
road for $25,000 a mile, and if he is given | to bear all the risks and expense of open- 
the control of the enterprise he and his |ing up that new country alone. Wo are 
friends are quite capable of carrying out| perfectly within our right in asking for 
the engagement. According to that esti- | aid from the central Government, and if 
mate the road would cost about $17,500,000, | it cannot be given we are at least entitled 
which is not an excessive sum. I know | to have our demands carefully considered. 
in Manitoba we want to have the road built | We don’t seek to promote our own interest 
at any cost. When the present Manitoba/only; what we demand is assistance for 
Government came into power they adopted | the prosecution of a work which will 
an economical policy, of which I approve; | benetit all Canada. With a view to proving 
‘but nevertheless they have been obliged to | that we take a great interest in Me ‘con- 
change their policy, and, what is more, 
have decided to incur the necessary ex- 
pense to interest capitalists in the con- 
struction of that road. I think it is a pro- 
ject which could not be left to local enter- 
prise. The Imperial Government authori- 
ties and the Dominion Government should 
aid the local Administration in the con- 
struction of such an immense work—a road 
which will certainly be an advantage not 
only to Canada but to the Empire. From 
all I can learn, the navigation of Hudson 
Bay will be open for four or five months 
of the yeur. It has been the means of 
communication between England and the 
Hudson Bay territories for two centuries, 
and it was by that route that the first 
white settlers of the North-West pene- 
trated t6 the Red River under Lord Sel- 
kirk. Some of their descendants are still 
living in the Province of Manitoba. In all 
the years that the Hudson Bay has been 
navigated I have never heard of any great 
disaster occurring there, such as we hear 
of continually on other seas. While, there- 
fore, Hudson Straits are closed for a con- 
siderable portion of the year, the route 
has the advantage of being safe while it is 
open. It has been said.that the Dominion 
has expended a large amount of money for 
the benefit of Manitoba and the North-West. 
Iam under the impression that we have 
collected enough within our own limits to 
pay our way, and many settlers have come 
from the older Provinces of the Dominion 
to cast in their lot with us. I donot know 
that they have all succeeded, but they 
have taken their chances. I think it 
is not generous on the part of some 


struction of the Hudson Bay Railway, I 
take the liberty of reading to the House 
the following article from the Winnipeg 
daily Tribune of the 8th instant :— 


‘ A petition signed by representatives of Manitoba 
and the Territories asking that the Dominion Gov- 
ernment will grant a guarantee to land grant bonds 
for the construction of the Hudson Bay Railway, 
will be presented to Sir John Macdonald, as Minister 
of Railways. The petition sets forth that if the Gov- 
ernment giv’s the guarantee that there are capitalists 
who are ready to go on with the construction of the 
road. Itis not at all unlikely that the representa- 
tives of the North-West in the Senate and House of 
Commons, with Mr. Hugh Sutherland, will form a 
deputation, and the whole subject will be fully dis- 
cussed before the Government next week. The gen- 
eral impression by parties who ought to know is that 
the Government looks favorably upon the scheme, 
and that the aid asked for may be granted, if not en- 
tirely, at least in a modified form.” 


From what has been said, it seems that 
the Government are better disposed than 
many members of this honorable House to 
lee something in aid of this undertaking. 

hope the Senate will give this question 
the consideration which is due to a work 
of such importance. 


Hon. MR. SUTHERLAND—It is well 
known that the Hudson Bay Company 
have been navigating these northern 
waters for two centuries and, if I am 
correctly informed, during all that time 
only two vessels have been lost. I know 
that one of them was a miserable ship. 
I had reason to give more than ordinary 
attention to the case, having lost some- 
thing on the vessel myself. This would 

o far to show that the navigation of 

udson Bay and Straits is not so very 
dangerous after all. JI am informed by a 
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ee who has navigated the Hudson 
y that a vessel owned by a friend of 
his went out through Hudson Straits 
on the 15th of January, and if that is 
correct in one instance there is no reason 
why other vessels should not pass in 
and out in mid-winter. No doubt there 
will be some drawback to the naviga- 
tion of the straits except during three 
months of the year. One great advan- 
tage of the opening up of this route 
is the facilities it will afford for the settle- 
ment of the country. Where could we get 
a better and safer route than this one for 
bringing in a population to our vast west- 
ern territories. I may mention a fact 
that I had from my father: when he came 
to this country the vessel in which he 
sailed was detained two weeks in the same 
locality by calm weather. There was little 
or no ice, but there was a dead calm. 
Another point that I may refer to and ex- 
plain is about the Hudson Bay Company 
only sending their vessels out about the 1st 
July. They do so because it suits them in 
.more ways than one. Their boats from 
the north would not be down even then. 
They generally come about 1st the August 
with their supplies, and consequently the 
Hudson Bay Company have no reason to 
send their veasels any earlier than to arrive 
there about the Ist August. These are the 
only points I wanted to bring out, as they 
had not been touched upon by others. The 
uestion has been dealt with so fully that 
do not believe [ conld add anything of 
consequence to what has been already said. 
Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—I cannot 
allow this debate to close without giving 
my opinion, and I think I should give it 
with no uncertain sound. We should not 
allow an impression to go abroad that we 
would offer any encouragement to this 
roject beyond what has already been done 
y the Government. Are we to spend an 
immense sum of money on a chimerical 
scheme like this at the present time? Do 
we desire that in the near future we should 
be taxed beyond endurance to meet this 
enormous outlay ? I do not see what other 
sourves of revenue remain, unless we put 
a tax on bills of exchange and promissory 
notes. The interest of our debt has got to 
be paid, and we must look to see where 
our revenue is coming from before we 
incur further expenditure. No doubt the 
hon. gentleman who has brought this 
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be his duty to the people whom he repre- 
sents; but in Ontario we have all the bur- 
dens we ure able to bear, and I do not 
think we are disposed to incur any more 
indebtedness. We have been doing a great 
deal to develop the North-West. We have 
furnished means of communication with 
the seaboard, and we are now spending a 
large amount of money on the construction 
of a canal at Sault Ste. Marie. That is all 
that is likely to be required for many 
years tocome. The very routes that are 
open now are nearer to water communica- 
tion than the proposed railway. From 
Winnipeg to Port Arthur is a less distance 
than from Winnipeg to Fort Churchill, 
while Lake Superior is open for seven 
months of the year at least. From Port 
Arthur down to the sea there is an excel- 
lent water route, and it will be quite practi- 
cable to ship ore from Port Arthur to 
Liverpool when the deepening and 
enlarging of the St. Lawrence canals is 
completed. Vessels drawing 14 feet of 
water can then pass through from Port 
Arthur to the sea. I think the means of 
communication that we already possess 
will be ample for the requirements of the 
country for a number of years to come. 
We are told that $25,000 a mile would be 
sufficient to construct this road. A different 
impression prevails in Ontario. To-day I 
presented a petition for legislation for a 
road through the heart of Ontario, 
in which power is asked to borrow to 
the extent of $30,000 a mile. It is 
true that the line runs through a wooded 
country, but I doubt if a road can be 
built from Winnipeg to Hudson Bay at 
a less cost. Figures have been furnished to 
show that this Hudson Bay route would 
enable the poops of Manitoba to ship 
5,000,000 bushels of wheat in the fall of 
the year. I thought I would calculate how 
many cars it would take. It would take 250 
trains of 20 cars each to carry that amount 
of wheat down to Fort Churchill. They could 
not do anything of the sort; they could not 
get the cars. It seems to me that we are 
asked to provide means to do an injury to 
ourselves—to spend money to take trade 
away from ourselves. Iam willing to be 
reasonably liberal to my neighbors, but I 
think I have a right to look to myself. If 
we had not already been liberal in the 
extreme I would not oppose this schéme 
from any point of view; but the Govern- 


matter up has done what he conceives to | ment have offered a liberal land grant, and 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE--I have listened, 
and I believe every member of this House 
has listened with vory great interest, to the 
learned and cleur statement made by the 
hon. gentleman from Shell River, and also 
to the valuable remarks which fell from 
the lips of the other hon. gentlemen who 
have spoken. Debates of this kind are not 
only interesting, but are also fruitful of 

ood results. I have no doubt that the 

vernment will weigh properly the rea- 
sons given on both sides; tbat in answer to 
the inquiry made by the hon. gentleman, | 
have to say that the Government have 
not yet come to any conclusion on this 
subject. 


GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL 
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second 
reading of Bill (J) “An Act respecting 
the Great North-West Central Railway 
Company.” He said: The objects sought 
by this Bill are of a domestic character, 
rendered necessary by the fact that Eng- 
lish capitalists have taken up this road 
and desire to have the number of directors 
increased. The existing Act restricts the 
number to five; this Bill proposes to 
increase the number to seven, with 
power to diminish the number at the 
option of the company. I am happy 
to inform the House that fifty miles 
of the road have been constructed and 
equipped, and that the company intend 
to complete the line in the spring, furnish- 
ing railway communication to the whole 
country between Brandon and Battleford. 
This road has been long sought for and 
desired by that important section of the 
country, and I am glad to be able to inform 
the House that the work is to be carried 
to completion in so short a space of time. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


TORONTO BOARD OF TRADE BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY moved the se- 
cond reading of Bill (K) ‘ An Act respect- 








ing the Board of Trade of the City of 
Toronto.” He said: The Board of Trade of 
the city of Toronto, by its Act of incorpo- 
ration and amendments thereto, has power 
to hold property to the extent of $500,000 
and to create a bonded debt of $300,000. 
The rapid increase of Toronto in popula- 
tion, and in the value and importance of 
the Board of Trade, renders it necessary 
that they should have a building for their 
accommodation which will cost more than 
the amount authorized by their Act of 
incorporation. They have purchased land 
in a very central part of the city and have 
commenced the erection of a very la 

building, and they ask by this Bill to 

authorized to hold property to the value of 
$750,000, and to exercise bonding powers 
to the extent of $500,000, and to be allowed 
to issue first, second and third-class bonds, 
and to givea mortgage as collateral security 
for the payment of the bonds. The build- 
ing which they are erecting will be a 
credit to the city of Toronto and in har- 
mony with the public buildings which sar- 
round it. They also ask that the provisions 
of Cap. 127, Sec. 7, of the Revised Statutes 
of Canada shall not apply to the debentures 
or securities referred to in the Bill. They 
want to be able to_call in the bonds at any 


time they may choose to do #0, on giving 


notice in two of the Toronto daily papers. 
Last year the Board of Trade entered into 
an agreement with certain persons, who 
furnished money to purchase the land and 
erect the building which is now in course 
of construction. This agreement is made 
an appendix to the Bill for the purpose of 
ratifying it, and making it a portion of this 
legislation. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


IMPROPER USE OF WEAPONS BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved the 
second reading of Bill (B) “An Act re- 
specting the improper use of Firearms and 
other Weapons.” He said: This is exactly 
like the Bill which passed through this 
House last Session. ft being late in the 
Session when it went to the House of Com- 
mons it was not reached before proro 
tion. It is not necessary to explain the 
Bill; it was before the Senate last year, and 
was then discussed and thoroughly under- 
stood. 








Hon. Me. KAULBACH-—-Are there no 


changes in the Bill ? 
Hon. Mr. REA D—No changes. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—These small bills 
should not be adopted without careful con- 
sideration. They may interfere whith the 
rights and privileges of the subject. The 
first clause provides a penalty for any one 
carrying a pistol or air-gun, unless he has 
a certificate exempting him from the ope- 
ration ofthe Act. [think the air-gun should 
be prohibited ; itis the murderer’s weapon ; 
but [ do not think that a man who carries 
a revolver on his own premises should be 
subject to this penalty. I think the second 
line of the clause should be struck out, be- 
cause, if any one fears an assault or injury 
to himself or his family or property, he 
can go toa magistrate and make a decla- 
ration and get a certificate, as provided for 
in the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—I fear that my 
hon. friend from Quinté will not accept the 
sugyvestion. I moved in the same direc- 
tion last year, and not only he, but the 
leader of the House also, opposed me. At 
home we practise with pistols and air- 
guns for amusement, and would come 
within the scope of this Bill and be liable 
to a fine. There is no intention, according 
to the view taken by the House last year, 
to modify the Bill in any way. You can- 
not carry a pistol even on your own 
grounds. 


Hon. Mra. LACOSTE—These details can 
be discussed when we consider the Bill in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, February 12th, 1890. 
Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. | 
Prayers and routine proceedings. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bill (M) “An Act to authorise the To- 
ronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust to in- 
vest certain Funds.” (Mr. Sullivan.) 

Bill (L) ‘ An Act toamend the Railway 
Act as respects running powers.” (Mr. 
Lougheed.) 
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BETTER SECURITY OF FISHERMEN 
BILL. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (E) ‘ An Act 
for better securing the safety of certain 
Fishermen.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the first clause— 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I regret that 
my hon. friend did not delay the se- 
cond-reading of this Bill until 1 was in m 
pes in the House. I opposed this Bill 
ast year, as I did not believe that itaf- 
forded the protection which the preamble 
would lead the House to believe it did. I 
consider it a useless measure, but I cannot 
very well,at this stage, oppose the principle 
of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The Bill was read 
the second time with the express under- 
standing that the right was reserved to 
every hon. gentleman to oppose it at the 
committee stage if he chose. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—Unless some 
necessity is shown for the legislation, it is 
worse than useless to encumber our statute 
books with such enacments. My hon. 
friend failed to show any necessity for 
this Bill. I come from a county which is 
more deeply interested in fishing than all 
the rest of the Province of Nova Scotia to- 
gether. Interested, as I am personally, in 
that enterprise, I would be the last man in 
this House to object to any reasonable 
pieces which could be afforded to the 

ardy race of men whose employment is 
so greatly in the interest of the Dominion. 
Although I have not been home since last 
Session, yet I have questioned men who 
are engaged largely in this enterprise in 
the county of Lunenburg, and they repl 
that the Bill will do no harm, but it will 
do no good. The men engaged in the fish- 
ing industry in my county actually do what 
this Bill proposes that they should do. Our 
fishermen are no hired laborers, but have 
an interest in the vessels in which post 
are engaged. A number of them clu 
together and build a vessel, and select their 
leader, and they are not like hired servants, 
obliged to obey the orders of masters. 
They are very intelligent men, and know 
better what is required for their own 
protection than any one less interested in 
their calling. It seems to me rather a 
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and 50 devoid of the instinct of self-pres- 
ervation that they must be compelled to 
take a compass and supply of provisions 
and water in their boats. Sometimes the 
men down there like something more 
stimulating than water. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Well, let them take 


something to mix with their water. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH —If this Bill 
were applied to the deep-sea fisheries the:e 
might be some reason in it, but it is not 
confined to deep-sea fishing. It would 
apply also to a boat going into a harbor 
tu set a net, or into the mouth of a bay to 
catch alewives. I do not think that my 
hon. friend intended his Bill to include 
such boats, but that he had in view the 
deep-sea and bank fisheries, to which it | 
might properly apply. [f the House passes 
this Bill as it is now, it will apply to every 
vessel engaged in the fisheries, and I hope 
that my hon. friend will amend it in the 
direction I have indicated. If my hon. 
friend can suggest some means by 
which it could be made to apply to 
our hardy firshermen who are engaged | 
on American fishing vessels, and many 
of whom are lost every season for 
want of just such precautions as this 
Bill provides for, I could see the value of 
this legislation. The Bill does not pro- 
vide for supplying a fog-horn or trumpet 
for each boat, though I think it would be 
more important than some of the things 
that they are obliged to carry. This 
legislation is not necessary in the waters 
adjacent to the island of Prince Edward, 
and it certainly is not wanted along the 
coust of Nova Scotia. It would be an 
advantage for deep-sea and bank fisheries. 
Instead of benefiting the fishermen of 
Nova Scotia, this Bill would be doing 
them an injury. It is not only useless; it 
is worse than useless—it is a positive in- 
jury. I would suggest to my hon. friend 
to include with the articles specified in 
the clause a fog-trumpet, which is even 
more np than water and provi- 
sions, and that he alter it so as to make 
it apply only to decp-sea and bank fishing, 
and not to shore fishing or vessels that 
simply go to a creek or harbor to set 
nets. With these changes, I would not 
have such a strong objection to the Bill. 








Hon. Mr. POWER—Certainly not; 
that is not the intention or meaning of 
the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—So far as the 
Bill applies to deep-sea fishing, it is in 
the right direction. The bank fishing isa 
most important and valuable industry, and 
must continue, and be more so in the future. 
The people that my hon. friend from Lunen- 
burg represents are entitled to the greatest 
respect for the ability and energy they 
have shown in prosecuting that industry. 
They have one of the largest fleets that 
sail under our flag. I think he voiced the 
opinion of those fishermen when he said 
that the Bill would do no harm, and that 
it might do good. There is no doubt that 
when a vessel sends out boats to fish there 
should be a compass, provisions and water 
in each boat, so that if they should go 
astray in the fog the crews will not suffer. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —They have 
already. 


Hon, Mr. LOWLAN—I had occasion to 
buy a dory that was picked up some four 
years ago on the Banks, and brought to 
Charlottetown, and 1 bought the whole 
thing as it was. There was no compass in 
the boat, and I do not think it is usual to 
carry one. | 


Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE—Probably it 
was an American fisherman. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—If boats engaged 
in fishing from vessels that sail from 
Lunenburg harbor take the precautions 
that are provided forin this Bill it can do 
them no harm to say by Act of Parliament 
that they shall do so. I take it, thé reason 
the Bill is introduced is to require the 
same thing to be done in all cases where 
vessels are engaged in deep-sea fishing. 
Where I take exception to the Bill is that 
it is unnecessary in the Straits of North- 
umberland, where a vessel is always in 
sight of the island and the main shore. It 
would only be a waste of time and money to 
supply the fishing boats in those waters in 
the manner required by this Bill. But it 
is quite another matter when a vessel goes 
six or seven hundred miles away to the 
banks and remains there fishing day after 
day. The Bill, as applied to such cases, is 
legislation in the right direction, and I 


Better Security of [FEBRUARY 12, 1890.] of Fishermen Bill. 8 





sball support it if the Island of Prince 
Edward is excepted from its operation. 


ÆHon. Mr. POWER—I informed the hon. 
gentleman at the second reading of the Bill 
thatI had no objection to adding a rider to 
meet his views. I should like to do any- 
thing in my power to meet the views of 
my hon. friend from Lunenburg, but I am 
afraid I could not by any possibility so 
amend the Bill as to satisfy him. I shall 
only try to indicate that there is no very 
grout substance in his objections, and then 
eave the Bill to the committee. The hon. 
gentleman tells us that he had information 
from persons interested in the fishery in 
his own county last year to the effect 
that the Bill could do nohatm. Then why 
does the hon. gentleman oppose a Bill 
which can do noharm? He tells us further 
that the fishermen of his county actually 
do the things that this Bill requires. It 
cannot therefore injure anybody in his 
county. His argument isvery like that of 
a man who should say that because here, in 
the Senate, we do not commit murder, 
therefore the commandment which says 
“Thou shalt do no murder ” should be done 
away with. It does not follow because 
vessel owners in Lunenburg do their duty 
that it should not be done everywhere 
else. This Bill is intended to compel fish- 
ermen in other parts of the Dominion to 
do what the fishermen of Lunenburg 
already do. I am informed by a gentle- 
man who fits out a great many of these 
fishing vessels in Lunenburg county that he 
does supply a compass for each boat, and 
I hope his example will be followed all over 
the country. The hon. member from Lunen- 
burg went so faras tosay that this Bill was 
not only useless but injurious, involving 
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to net fishing at all. The hon. gentleman 
made one suggestion which I think was a 
sound one, and I propose to amend the 
clause in the direction he desires. He said 
that perhaps fishermen might prefer to 
take some other liquid with them instead 
of water, and to meet that objection I move 
that the words “drinking water” be 
stricken out and that the words “liquil 
HS for drinking purposes” be substi- 
tuted. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—TI reget that 
I did not manage to make myself under- 
stood. I declare as a lawyer that the words 
of this clause do not make it apply exclu- 
sively to deep-sea fishing, but that it applies 
to any boat that is launched for the purpose 
of fishing. The words are as plain as any- 
thing could be. When I said that this 
legislation was useless I meant as far as 
the conn of Lunenburg was concerned, 
and the hon. gentleman has not shown 
that the fishermen of other parts of Nova 
Scotia are less careful and intelligent than 
those with whom I am acquainted. This 
Bill applies to all kinds of fishing. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The language of the 
clause shows that it does not. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Then why 
object to stating that it applies to deep- 
sea fishing ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I should like to 
support this Bill, and I will, to a certain 
extent, because I believe there is some 
merit in it, or at least in the intention of 
the hon. gentleman who promotes it; but 
I don't care to see our criminal statutes 
loaded with a Bill drafted as this one is. 


unnecessary expense. Are the fishermen of| I should like to have it made clear that the 


Lunenburg in the habit of going to un- 
necessary expense in the fitting out of their 
vessels? I think they are too shrewd for 
that; and the hon. gentleman does not give 
the people of his couuty credit for their 
sagacity and intelligence when he makes 
a statement of that sort. Another of his 
objections to the Bill is that it would apply 
to a boat going out to set a net in a bay. 
Now, this Bill does not apply at all to nets. 
The hon. gentleman is a lawyer, and has 
been sufficiently engaged in construing 
statutes to know that the language of the 
clause clearly applies only to line fishing. 
This Bill is not intended and does not apply 
63 


Bill applies only to deep-sea fishing. Asit 
stands now, itmightapply to boats engaged 
in catching mackerel along the coast. If 
it is not intended to include such boats it 
is certainly open to that interpretation. 
There are two distinct clauses, and I say 
the words “other appliances” may mean 
nets. Certainly, there is no lawyer that 
would not take that point. and there are 
many judges and magistrates who would 
interpret the phrase as including nets. I 
would request the hon. gentleman to amend 
the Bill so as to make it clearly apply only 
to deep-sea fishing. As it stands now, it 
would lead to a good deal of petty pere 
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secution and trouble, and it certainly is not 
the intention of my hon. friend to produce 
any such result. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—With respect to 
the necessity of this Bill, I presume that 
the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg, like 
other members of the Senate, is in the 
habit of reading the newspapers, and he 
must have seen that every year fishermen 
in dovies have lost their vessels, and some- 
times have reached land after suffering 
severe privations, and in some instances 
have not reached land at all, but have been 
found dead in their boats. The object of 
the Bill is to prevent the occurrence of these 
misfortunes—at all events, with respect 
to vessels owned in Canada. All our legis- 
lation with respect to sailors is more or 
loss of a paternal character. Sailors are 
looked upon almost as children, and are 
protected by Parliament. Sailors resemble 
fishermen, in that they are unselfish people, 
and do not look out for their own interest, 
as they should. 1 am quite satisfied to 
leave the question of construction to the 
hon. leader of the House. If he says that 
any court would raise a question about the 
construction of this Bill I am_ perfectly 
satisfied that it should be amended in the 
way suggested. The Bill was submitted to 
the inspection of the Law Clerk and 
amended by him; and I am satisfied that 
it expresses just what I say, and is not 
open to the objection taken by the hon. 
members from Lunenburg and Acadie. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—I do not see 
what objection the hon. gentleman from 
Halifax could have to inserting the 
amendment proposed. There is room for 
a doubt, which L think it would be well to 
remove. . 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Then I have no 
objection to the amendment. 


The clause was amended at the end of 
the 8th line by inserting the word 
“ similar.” 


Hon. Mae. KAULBACH—Would not 
my hon, friend insert the words “ deep- 
sea fishing ? ” 


Hon, Mr. POWER—No; I move that in 
the 12th line drinking water be struck out, 
and that the words “liquids suitable for 


drinking purposes ” be substituted. (Cries 
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of No, no.) The fishermen might preer 
to take tea or coffee with them. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE-—T do not think we 
need put ambiguous words in a clause of 
this kind. It wpuld be almost an intima- 
tion to the fishermen that they could take 
spirituous liquors with them. If they want 
to take outmeal with them to mix with the 
water there is nothing in this clause to 
prevent them. In my experience there is 
nothing worse for fishermen than to take 
intoxicating liquors to be used us an ordi- 
nary beverage while fishing. In my 
opinion, the clause as it stands cannot be 
Me by inserting the proposed words. 

he amendment was rejected. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH moved to insert 
‘he words “ bank or deep-sea fishing.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The amendment 
proposed by the hon. gentleman is unne- 
cessary and mischievous. In the first place, 
it will be observed that the Bill only 
applies to the case ofdories and other boats 
sent out from vessels which go fishing. 
When a schooner goes fishing with a num- 
ber of dories she, does not lie ashore; she 
goes some miles from the shore and fishes 
un the banks. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—Not always. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—My view is, that 
whether a schooner goes out on the banks 
150 miles away or fishes 30 miles from the 
shore, which might possibly not be called 
deep-sea fishing in some instances, she 
should come under this Bill. In every case 
where boats are sent from a schooner to 
fish there is a risk of a fog coming on and 
boats being lost, whether aschooner is fish- 
ing on the banks or somewhere else. There 
is no object in the amendment of the hon. 
gentleman, except to raise some question 
as to the meaning of the Bill. 

If this measure does not apply to the 
county of Lunenberg, if fishermen of that 
county have been intelligent and wise 
enough to take the steps recommended b 
this Bill, why does the Ron gentleman soak 
now to hinder the people of other counties, 
who have not been as wise, from having 
the benefit of this Bill? Last year the 
Senate passed this Bill unanimously, the 
then leader of the House concurring in it, 
and in effect the whole House approving, 
with the exception of the hon. gentleman 
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and one other member; and I fail to see 
why we should now undertake to mutilate 
and destroy the meusure, and render it 
practically useless. 
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The big vessel comes along the shores and 
sends out small boats, for the purpose of 
seining, for example. Now, those boats 
would be included in this Bill. Yet what 
I wish to make clear is, that they should 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon. gen-' not be included. 


tleman talks about the wisdom of our 
fishermen: I believe they are wise enough 
to know how to take care of their inter- 
ests without being told how todoit. [tis 
for the hon. gentleman to show where there 
is a less intelligent community of tisher- 
men in the Province for whose benefit this 
Bill is necessary. Until he can do so, Ido 
not see any necessity for the measure. 


Hon. Mz. LACOSTE—I do not see any 
objection to the amendment. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I pointed out the 
objection. I have shown that it is neces- 
sary, in case of a fishing schooner which 
sends out small boats, whether engaged on 
the banks or deep-sea fishing. Whenever 
a vessel goes for such fishing these precau- 
tions ought to be taken. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—If this Bill is to 
apply, as I thought at first it would, to 
smacks going along our shores for mack- 
erel fishing, 1 will oppose it. I will sup- 
por it if it applies only to deep-sea and 

ank fishing, and I will support the amend- 
ment which would make it applicable only 
to such Cases. 








Hon. Mz. POWER—This Bill does not 
apply to seining or net fishing at all. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—It might apply. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—The general prac- 
tice among fishermen during the fishing 
season is that they make their homes on 
board their vessels. They live on board 
day and night, whether they are in the 
harbor or out at sea, and they have their 
dories or boats attached to their vessels. 
When thoy want to set a net or catch 
bait they take their boats from the 
vessel, and therefore tho objection of the 
hon. member for Acadie is well founded, 
that this Bill would apply to cases of seine 
fishing. ‘The dories and bouts are not on 
board the vessel, but in tow of the vessel, 
and the owner and crew live on board the 
vessel during the entire fishing season. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—When I read this 


| Bill without the amendment suggested I 
thought it applied only to boats engaged 


in bank and deep-sea fishing. 
Hon. Mz. POWER—That is what is in- 


Hon. Mz. SCOTT—As I read the Bill, it | tended. 


seems to be plain and easily understood. 
Small smacks and boats going out from the 
shore individually are not within the pur- 
view of this Bill. It only applies to dories 
attached to larger vessels going out. Larger 
vessels sometimes tow out small bouts 
which they send out to fish, and it is to 





Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—Then there can 
be no objection to making it clearer. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am perfectly 
willing that the Bill should be contined to 
the purpose for which it is intended, It 


such boats that this Bill is intended | was not intended to apply to cases such 
to appply. Surely the argument is| 4s those mentioned by the hon, mem- 
just as strong whether they are engaged ber from Shediac. There 18 just this diffi- 
in deep-sea fishing or shallow-water fishing. culty : suppose a schouner is 30 miles off 
If they are enveloped in a fog, surely it is the shore fishing in soundings, the ques- 
a wise precaution to furnish them with a/ tion is, whether she would be held to be 
compass, and provisions and water. The | engaged in deep-sea fishing. She is not 
Bill applies to boats which are sent out fishing on what are generally known as 


from the shooners. 


Hon. Mr. POIRI[ER—I apprehend that 
the hon. leader of the Opposition is not 
familiar with our fisheries. If he were, he 


banks. 
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Yes ; she is. 
Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—I should think it 


would know that mackerel fishing is car-| was deep-sea hshing if it was 30 miles 
ried on in just such a way as he describes. | from the coast. 


a doubt as to the meaning, I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment, 


The amendment was adopted. 


On sub-section 2,— 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH suggested to 
include fog-horns. 


The Bill was amended by inserting after 
the word “water,” “and a fog-horn or 
trumpet.” 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee, 
reported the Bill with amendments, which 
were concurred in. 


AGRICULTURAL FERTILIZERS 
BILL. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (B) “ An Act 
respecting Agricultural Fertilizers.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE explained that the 
object of the Bill was to render the inspec- 
tion more accurate, and to give the Gov- 
ernment better control over the sale of 
fertilizers. 


Hon. MR. HAYTHORNE, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill with an amend- 
ment, which was concurred in. 


THE WELLAND CANAL INVESTI. 
GATION. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM resumed his 
speech on his enquiry as to— 

What action the Government intends to take on the 
evidence taken before A. F. Wood, Esquire, Commis- 
sioner, a8 to the conduct of the officials on the Welland 


eh in the management of that important public 
work. 


He said: The day before yesterday, 
when I was addressing the House on this 
important matter, I had reached what is 
called charge 5, as divided by the com- 
missioner appointed by the Government 
to examine into the management of the 
Welland Canal. I spoke of the pontoon, 
and I wish now to impress on your minds 
the fact that this pontoon was built under 
an agreement with the Government by a 
private individual, and that the employés 
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of the Welland Canal who worked on that 
pontoon were paid by the Government at 
the canal office. This country paid for 
that work twice—to the contractor and to 
the men who worked on the pontoon. But 
I did not get at all the facts. Some of the 
witnesses that I wanted were away down 
the St. Lawrence at Cornwall. I would 
not like to say that they were smuggled 
away, although I accused people on the 
streets of St. Catharines of having done 
so. J had my own opinion, but I had 
no evidence to support it, There were men 
who had been at work on that pontoon 
who would have been glad to give their 
evidence. One man gave me his pass-book 
—I have it in my possession yet—showing 
how long he had worked there for outside 
parties, bat when we wanted him he was 
away. Ido not know who induced him to go; 
I cannot put my finger onany one. The com- 
missioner, of course, told everybody, ‘“ You 
have nothing to fear; youcan give evidence 
freely; ” but, as I said to him, he was not 
there all the time to protect these people. 
This Mr. Mossop says that he got his pay 
while working on that pontoon as if he had 
been working for the Government. I will 
now proceed to what is called charge 6— 
allowing parties to be paid for work that 
was not performed. Isaid last year, when 
making my statement, from my place in 
the Senate, that it was alleged that parties 
were paid for work on the Welland Canal 
that was not performed. I had at that time 
letters in my hand showing that such was 
the case. One witness that I relied upon 
at that time has since died, and I was not 
able to call him; but I have a copy of a 
letter which was then in the hands of the 
Government and which is in my hands— 
a letter which was placed I presume in the 
possession of the commissioner during the 
investigation, and on which I was not per- 
mitted to take evidence. The following is 
the letter :— 


‘PORT DALHOUSIE, 10th April, 1888. 
‘Mr. WILLIAM Mossipe. 


“Joseph Johnson came to me last summer wanting 
me to go and see Mr. Rykert with him respecting the 
discharging of his team by Miller. I being one of the 
committee went with him, as I could not see what the 
team was discharged for, only to make rooin for one 
of the most extreme Grit teams that there is in this 
place by the name of Wright. After a time the team 
was discharged and Johnson taken back. On the way 
to St. Catharines Mr. Johnson told me that his 
stepson was working on the spile-driver with one of 
his horses, and Miller had returned twenty dollars to 
the canal office more than was coming to him, saying 
to give it to him, the boy not knowing anything about 
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the transaction. They asked him in the office how 
long he had worked ; he said three days, which was the 
time he had worked. Miller went to Johnson for the 
ne ; Johnson told him the boy collected the money 
and did not get it; he told Johnson to go and get the 
money, and tell them he had done the work, or it 
would get him into a scrape, which he did. Miller not 
being on hand when he got the money he handed it to 
Demare. All this I explained to Mr. Rykert at the 
time. The answer I got from Mr. Rykert was that 
he was no informer. mare wanted to know from 
Johnson what he would do with the money. He said, 
give it to Miller. Those gentlemen have got their 
own clerk whom Miller fetchedfrom the West. I think 
we have plenty good men in our own county to fill 
the position. 
‘ Yours ous 
‘“ HUMPHREY JULIAN.” 


It only shows that the question was 
brought before the gentleman that was 
defending the canal officials before this, 
and that he did not take any notice of it— 
that he was no informer. 1 will now read 
a letter from Mr. Julian, who is an honest, 
respectable man, that was published in 
the St. Catharines Star while the investi- 
gation wus going on: 


‘€ To the Editor of the Star : 


‘“Isee by your paper that Mr. Rykert has a good 
deal to say respecting a conversation that took place 
between himself, Johnson and myself. He says no 
such conversation took place ‘‘in his office or on the 
street.” I agree with him there; but a certain conver- 
sation did take place in his back yard respecting 
Miller, not Demare. Before Mr. Rykert accuses me 
of saying anything that is not true he should have 
waited to hear my evidence, which they did not take. 
Neither did I expect them to take it. I told Mr. 
McCallum so, before being called, that my evidence 
would not be taken. I am pre ared to swear what did 
take place between us, also Mr. Rykert’s reply, before 
any magistrate. 

‘“ Yours truly, 
‘ HUMPHREY JULIAN. 


** Port DALHOUSIE, Oct. 5, 1889.” 


Charge 6 is a very serious one, and you 
will see by the time I get through that I 
have proved it beyond the slightest doubt. 
When I first made this charge I said that 
the amount might besmall. That letter 
shows that it was only $20, but even that 
amount of money should not be paid with- 
out the public getting some value for it. 
But when I came toexamine the pay-lists 
of the Welland Canal I found that $817.50 
had been paid to a man who never did any- 
thing for it. Thomas O’Neil, whose evidence 
commences at page 1131, says that Wm. 
Assell never worked a day with him. My 
statement on this case will be contirmed 
by the eviderce of R. D. Dunn, the pay- 
master, and James Laurence, the clerk. 
The one put his name on the list as work- 
ing, and the other paid him. Mr. Dunn’s 
evidence will be found on pages 1447 to 


1455, inclusive, You will see by the pay- 
lists that Wm. Assell is put down as work- 
ing under different foremen, although for 
over three years and a-half he was doing 
no work. He was put down during this 
time as working under Thomas O'Neil, 
James Edgar, Benjamin Johnson, Wm. 
Cook, Nathan Morey and Cornelius Reid. 
Why does he appear in the pay-lists as 
working under all these foremen? No 
doubt, to hide the transaction from the 
Government. Mr. Ellis was paying out 
the public money to this man, and he was 
the guilty party, but he made the pay- 
master and the clerk by his actions par- 
ties to the fraud. Jas. Laurence, the 
canal clerk, says, at page 1466 of the evi- 
dence, that Wm. Assell has been paid 
for three years and seven months’ time 
(or half time), and that he, Laurence, 
knew that he was not working at all. Mr. 
Laurence swears that Mr. Ellis ordered 
him to put Assell’s name on the pay-list. 
You can see therefore that this man Assell 
has been paid at the rate of $1.25 a day for 
654 days’ work that he never performed. 
Wm. Ellis, himself, was examined on this 

oint. He was put on the witness stand 

y Mr. Rykert to try and swear himself 
through. He was called no less than seven- 
teen times; and what does he say? At 
pages 2187 to 2193 he says that the only 
mistake that he made in this case was that 
he did not put Assell on the sick list. I 
pushed him further onthe matter; I wanted 
to know who established this sick list rule 
on the canal, but he could nottellme. Just 
fancy, the manager of a great work like 
the Welland Canal putting a man’s name 
on the sick list when there was no sick 
fund to pay him, and keeping him on the 
pay-lists for three years and seven months 
to deceive the Government. I know, as a 
matter of fact, having lived for many years 
on the Welland Canal, that there is no such 
thing us a sick fund recognized by the 
Government of this country. Ifthere was, 
there should be a medical examination 
before a man could be appointed to 
office, or receive pay out of it. My 
opinion is that the Government of Canada 
has lost thousands of dollars through this 
putting men on the sick list. Lock-tenders 
and bridge-tenders have from time to time 
been put on what is called the “sick rule.” 
That came out in the evidence. Some of 
them have been on the sick list for months 
—one of them, in 1887, I was told was 
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at court that could get him through. 
I find that this pamphlet of Mr. Rykert’s is 
being circulated extensively in order to 
prejudice the public in favor of Mr Ellis 
and to deceive the Government. That 
has been done on more than one occasion. 
See how nicely Mr. Rykert slides over the 
Assell case. In this pamphlet he says: 
“ No doubt at all Mr. Ellis gave way to 
some of his friends to put this man Mr. 
Assell on half pay.” I doubt if Parliament 
is aware that this man Assell was pen- 
sioned on the country. I did not know 
that we had a treasury board on the 
Welland Canal, composed of Mr. Ellis, 
Superintendent; Mr. Dunn, Paymaster ; 
and Mr. Laurence, Clerk. Is the country 
ready to submit to that? If so, I 
am not. Even taking their own view of 
it, the transaction was something worse 
than a blunder, They say this Assell was 
an old man. So he was, and I don’t doubt 
that he was a deserving man. He was an 
old soldicr—a pensioner on the British 
Government. He used to be messenger in 
the canal office, but he got too old to work 
in Mr. Ellis’ house and garden, and therefore | 
another man had to be put in his place. 
Assell could not be discharged without rai- 
sing a row, and Mr. Ellis had to provide 
for him in some way. They employed 
Thomas Hartley, and that was the object 
of pensioning Assell—they employed him 
because this man Assell was too old to do 
the work, so they pensioned him on the 
country at a cost of $817.50. I now come 
to the 7th charge—allowing the use of 
Government property without authority. 
I would refer you to Edward Smilie’s evi- 
dence, page 669. Hesays he worked on 
the schooner “ Defiance,” and was paid for 
that work at the canal office as if working ' 
for the Government, and that he had | 


something gets under the gates to pre- 
vent them from mitreing but here Mr. 
Ellis sends away the diver and divng 
apparatus 147 miles from the Welland 
Canal for days without fee or reward, and 
he calls that popularizing the canal. On 
this point I would refer you to Edward 
Smilie’s evidence. The same witness says, 
at page 673, that he worked on the schooner 
“ Oliver Mowat,” owned by Folger Bros., 
Kingston. They charged for this work, 
and were paid by draft but they did 
not send the draft to Folger Bros., and 
when the vessel was returning. down 
the canal they detained her from 8 
o'clock in the evening until 6 next morning, 
in order to compel tne master to pay the 
money, while in other cases no charge was 
made. The evidence | got upon this 
point was that the master-of the “ Oliver 
Mowat ” was said to have been a little 
saucy to Mr. Demare, and he wanted to 
punish him. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps the master 
of the “ Oliver Mowat ” was a Liberal. 


Hon, Mr. McCALLUM—I don’t think 
that had anything to do with it. I must 
not say what [think about it, because I 
am here to state only facts, and not my 
own surmises. At page 669 Smilie says 
that he worked on the barge “ Hall,” and 
at page 671 that he worked on the schooner 
FT. Leighton,” and that Houston and 
others helped him. At page 673 he says 
he worked on the propeller ‘ Haskell,” and 


Samuel Houston helping him. Mr. Demare | got his pay from Mr. Demare. He got $10 
kept his time always. Smilie, I may | for that work, and says he got discharged 
explain, was the diver. At page 672 he | for asking for it. At page 674 he says he 
states that he worked on the schouner! worked on the schooner “ Leadville,” 
“James R. Benson” at Rondeau Point,| having the diving armor. He does 
which is situated on Lake Krie, 147 miles| not know whether the Government was 
from Port Colborne. He was sent away paid for the armor or not, At page 
from the canal with the diving armor, and|676 he states that he worked on the 
that is what Mr. Ellis calls “ popularizing | barge ‘“ Manitowoc,” and that he was 
the Welland Canal.” Mr. Demare sent the! paid by Mr. Demare $6; that Houston 
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was paid $4, and that the bill was $18 


for the use of the armor. There is no 
return of the 88, and Mr. Demare must 
have paid that money to himself, because 
there is nothing said about it. . This man 
Smilie must have given truthful evidence, 
because the counsel for the canal officials 
did not ask him one single question in the 
cross-sxamination. Why? Because he 
was afraid to ask him. He said he would 
call him some other day. I did not quite 
get through with Mr. Smilie, but Mr. 

ykert thought he was not a guod witness 
for his side, so he was not recalled. At 
page 667 Smilie says that he was receiving 
pay from the Government and from out- 
side parties at the same time—at least, 
when he was working for outside parties 
and receiving pay from them he was 
getting pay from the Government also. 
At page 677 he says he worked on the 
schooner “J. P. Beals,” and that Mr. 
Demare paid him. Mr. Demure, he says, 
ordered him to do this work and was 
always his boss or foreman. He says, on 
page 678, that he worked on the barge 
“Tecumseh.” Mr. Demare, at page 2221, 
says he collected no money from the 
schooners “J. P. Beals,” ‘ Haskell,” 
“Leadville,” ‘ Norwood,” ‘“ Tecumseh,” 
EF. J. King ” or “James KR. Benson.” In 
none of these cases did the country get 
any money for the use of the diving 
armor, and Mr. Demare swears that he 
collected nothing. Can you credit the 
evidence of Mr. Demare after what he 
swore about the farming land? Can you 
believe his evidence and refuse to credit 
other witnesses who swore to the con- 
trary? This man Demare was, I think, 
twelve or fifteen times on the witness 
stand, and I refer to the fact in order that 
you may judge of his credibility. If you 
find one man contradicted by three others 
who are his own friends you would be 
inclined to believe the majority of the 
witnesses, As far as the Superintendent 
of the canal is concerned, he was dis- 
credited by documentary evidence that he 
cannot get over, as well as by his own 
testimony. In the case of the farming 
lands, Mr. Demare denied that he got any 
share of the crops grown on the canal 
lands, but he is contradicted by McGrath, 
Moriarty and Brownlee, who swore that 
they gave him a share of the crop. 
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he was getting pickings. Well, it appears 
from the evidence that my charge was well 
founded. If [ had been a prophet I could 
not have come nearer it. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—What do 
you mean by pickings ? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Anything that 
you can catch—anvthing that you can 
get, honestly if possibly, or get anyhow. 

now come to the evidence of William 
Mossop, a man that I shall have occasion to 
say a good deal about before I get through, 
and who is dealt with in a very harsh 
manner in the pamphlet circulated by Mr. 
Rykert. A determined effort has been 
made to destroy his character—and why ? 
Because I wrote a letter to Mr. Ellis asking 
him to give Mossop continuous employ- 
ment, and now they blame Mossop for hav- 
ing brought about this canal investigation. 
They say I have a spite against them 
because they refused to give Mosrop employ- 
ment. Mossopis no more to me than any 
other poor man who is trying to earn a 
living tor his family. I hope I shall always 
be ready to assist any poor man to get 
employment; when I wrote that letter that 
was the only object [had in view. My only 
feeling in this matter is that the country 
should have full value for the money that 
it expends on the Welland Canal and that 
the canal should be managed properly. At 
page 965 William Mossop says that the 
steam pump was at the rubber factory four 
or five days. He took the scow “Sir John” 
to Thorold for a load of stone for the rub- 
ber factory. The stone went through the 
canal as Government stone and there was 
no lot pass. He says Mr. Demare ordered 
him to do this, and that Mr. Ridgeway paid 
him for his work on the scow “ Sir John.” 
He says also that he worked on the pon- 
toon, to which I have already referred, for 
Mr. Miller four or five days and got his pay as 
if he had been working for the Government. 
Mossip further swears, at page 975, that he 
brought the scow “Mud Hen” from Bat- 
tle’s quarry, with a load of stone for 
Richard Hutton, lock tender; that the 
scow was occupied for about three days 
on this job and that he got orders from 
Demare to do so. I did not offer any evi- 
dence on this point as to who paid for 
the stone and cement. I think it was the 


In this House last year, in speaking of| duty of the men who defended the canal 
this Demare, I ventured the assertion that | officials to show that the Government did 
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not furnish the stone and cement for thc | time, and some moneys retained and not 
use of private individuals. The presump- credited. This is money collected for the 
tion is strong that the public furnished the | use of diving armor and steam pumps, and 
stone and cement that went into the bottom | moneys collected as fines from vessels go- 
of the rubber factory, and it is no small{ing through the canal. I must refer to 
amount. Mr. Rykert in defending Mr.|these printed pay-lists in the Sessional 
Ellis was either trying to mislead the! Papers, pages 42 to 82. The following are 
commissioner or arguing dishonestly when : the amounts collected :— 

he said that no cement went into the| | | 
foundation of the rubber factory. What | RECETPTS for Hire or Use of Steam Wrecking Pump 


does the evidence prove? It shows that from the Parties mentioned below. 

two lock tenders were farmed out by Mr. | 18th August, 1884, Graham, Horne & Co.— 
Demare to do that work and one of them 2 days, steam wrecking pump, de 
swears that there was cement used in the| PR" "7" 890 00 
bottom of the rubber factory. Mr. Demare —— $34 25 
says that there are no returns of the money | 1st October, 1884, Sylvester Neelon— 

paid for the use of the scow “Sir John”| 74 days, steam wrecking pump, | 

to bring stone from Thorold to the rubber 24 days, wrecker, at $3......... 7 50 
factory. The scow paid no toll going of days, engineer, at $1.75..... 4 38 dr 


through the canal, and so it was their duty 
to prove that the stone was not public Totale 225545 RTS $218 63 
property. Richard Hutton, at page 1032, 
states that he got the Government scow| They kept that money one year and ten 
free of charge to take stone from Battle’s | months, before they paid it into the Govern- 
quarry to Port Dalhousie, and had her for| ment. Here is the book to prove it. No 
about three days. That the stone passed further evidence is necessary ; whether 
throush the canal as Government property | that money was taken to pay Mr. Ellis’ 
and there was no let pass. He says he | debts, like the money borrowed from the 
ot the scow from Demare. Whether we canal employés, I cannot pay, but he had 
furnished the stone in that case or not we | the use of the money. R. D. Dunn, at page 
found the scow to freight it. George W. 1456, says that Mr. Ellis had the use of all 
Reid, at page 1839, says he got screws and | such money. The money was not returned 
tackle and blocks to use at the rubber | at the proper time, as is shown by compar- 
factory—that they were furnished by Mr. |ison with Mr. Collier’s books. Lexamined 
Demare and he paid nothing for the use of | them on the first day of the investigation. 
them. Remember these are hydraulic jacks | That was the time when the canal officials 
which cost $100 or $200 apiece and are|and their counsel made their boast that 
very easily injured. Healsoswears that they | they would run me—the “ old woman” as 
had the Government steam pump because | they called me—out of St. Catharines in 
they found a leak, It was the easiest thing less than two days, but the “ old woman ” 
in the world to find a leak on that canal | did not go. I knew what I was about, and 
wherever they wanted to cover up a job. | [ commenced slowly and exercised all the 
They found a leak in the bottom of the faculties that I had. I worked very hard 
rubber factory, they say, and that was the | and you will see by the time I get through, 
excuse they offered for working the pump | that I worked against great odds: I was 
there for four or fivedays. Before I close, handicapped from the start. Charles Smilie, 
I can show you that they found a leak |ship carpenter, says, at page 1022, that he 
somewhere else, in order to cover up an-| paid $38 for the use of the pontoon to take 
other dirty transaction. You will find, | the engine out of a propeller, the money be- 
before I get through, that the bottom of| ing stopped by Mr. Murray, by order of the 
that rubber factory was asink hole for the | canal office. This money was not accounted 
money of this country. The scow, “Sir for; where has it gone? I never could find 
John” carried forty cords of stone and |an account of it in the public accounts. It 
twenty barrels of cement that went into! never was pue I may surmise where it 
that hole in the rubber factory, and I don’t| went, but I cannot tell. 
know how much more besides. We will 
come now to the eighth charge: moneys| It being near six o’clock, Mr. McCallum 
received and not returned at the proper! asked that the question be adjourned until 

















to-morrow, and that the inquiry be the first 
Order of the day. 


Agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, February 13th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE MANAGEMENT OF THE WEL- 
LAND CANAL. 


INQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM resumed his 
speech on his notice— 

That he will inquire what action the Government 
intends to take on the evidence taken before A. F. 
Wood, Esq., Commissioner, as to the conduct of the 


officials on the Welland Canal, in the management of 
that important public work. 


He said: When the House adjourned 
yesterday [ had just finished my remarks 
on what the commissioner calls Charge 8, 
regarding canal management. Now, [ pro- 
ceed with the 9th charge against J. E. De- 
mare, Assistant Superintendent, causing 
trouble, and the question of the manage- 
ment of moneys. This Mr. Demare’s name 
has been before the House several times. 
He is called Deputy Superintendent of the 
Welland Canal. He was formerly foreman, 
but since Mr. Ellis has taken charge he 
calls him the Deputy Superintendent, and 
we have several of them onthe canal. I 
would call your attention to the evidence 
of James Bradley, page 206. He was dis- 
charged because he would not make a false 
report against a brother lock-tender, 
George Milward, at Mr. Demare’s request. 
Demare wanted to put Milward off the 
canal and get rid of him, and Bradley re- 
pores to Milward what Demare wanted 

im to do. This is a serious matter. I 
said last Session, when addressing the 
House, that I considered that Demare was 
giving more trouble than any other man 
on the canal. Here he wants to make this 
lock-keeper, Bradley, report against an- 
other employé. Thero is also another lock- 
keeper who was discharged in very much 
the same way. (See Charles Collier's evi- 
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dence, page 235.) He says he got dis- 
charged from his lock for refusing to go into 
a dirty place to work, off his division, when 
working on repairs. That he was ordered 
to do 80 by Messrs. Demare and Miller. Col- 
lier paid to the superrannuation list for four- 
teen years and has received no redress to 
this day. Mr.-Ellis told him that he was 
discharged because he would not obey Mr. 
Demare’s and Mr. Miller’s orders. But 
this man Miller was working on construc- 
tion, as they call it, under Mr. Page, and 
it is a question why this man, who was a 
permanent officer, was discharged for re- 
fusing to obey the orders of Mr. Miller, a 
man who had nothing to do with the mat- 
ter at all. This is a case in which I consi- 
der a gross injustice has been done. I be- 
lieve Collisr to be an honest man, who 
ought to be reinstated. John Sutton says 
(page 776) that Mr. Demare called into his 
office one morning and asked him to sign 
a receipt. Then Demare changed his mind 
and wanted to see Mr. Ellis first. Now, 
what was this receipt? It purports to 
have been taken from one Johnston for 
work done on the steamer “ Haskell.” In 
my speech of last year you will find refer- 
ence to this. Mr. Demure puts in this re- 
ceipt, in answer to a letter of mine to the 
Department, when called upon to do it. It 
is supposed to be signed by this man Jolin- 
ston, but the man is dead, and was dead at 
the time of the transaction; and Demare 
calls this man Sutton into his office before 
the investigation takes place and wants 
him to sign this receipt to show that he 
had paid Johnston. The papers as handed 
in by me last year are correct, except that 
there is a mistake in copying, changing 
$3 to $13. (See letter from Mr. Ellis—a copy 
to be found in the Senate Debates of last 
year—to A. P. Bradley, Esq., Secretary 
Department of Railways and Canals, dated 
6th April, 1889, and receipts attached 
thereto). You will find some explanation 
of how this money was retained and not 
paid into the Government in the Debates 
of last year, and also moneys collected from 
the schooner “F. C. Leighton,” $64.75. 
Demare paid himself $10 which he shpuld 
have paid to the Government. Section 31 
of the canal regulations provides that no 
officer employed on the public works of this 
country shall receive anything from the 
annual expenditure excepting his salary as 
a just compensation. Theseare the regula- 
tions which govern the canal, and under 








himself that should have been paid to the! gets $150 a year for horse hire, merely for 


cer to receive the money. The collector | collected $18; that he paid in $10, and con- 
of canal tolls was the proper officer to| sequently he must have kept the other $8. 
send it to, and the paymaster was not in-| These are some of the pickings I spoke 
structed to receiveany moneys. If Demare|about the other day. Take Mr. Smilie’s 
desired to act honestly in the matter, all evidence, page 176: this shows that Mr. 
he had to do was to step across the street | Demare collected $18 and paid in $10 only. 
to the office of the collector of canal tolls; | Smilie is a truthful witness. He must be 
but he prefers to send the money by letter|so, because the gentleman defending the 
to the paymaster, and the letter is never | canal officials did not ask him a single 
received. (See Mr. Dunn’s evidence about | question. He did not think it advisable 
this $10, pages 21 and 22 of the evidence). | to do so in their interests. He sent him 
Mr. Dunn swears that Demare was at the|away because he thought he knew too 
canal office every day, but said nothing|much. For this reason, I consider that 
until the matter was brought up in Parlia-|anything Smilie says may be depended 
ment. IfI had not referred to it, this and | upon. 

many other things would still be going} Bradley, of whom I spoke a little while 
on. Jam not saying that they are going | ago, was discharged for refusing to make a 
on now, but these men are still in power | false report against a brother lock-keeper. 
on the canal, and there is no guarantee; Mr. Demare’s reason for discharging him 
that they will not begin again. They|does not appear to be anything else than 
boast that they are stronger than ever,|that he would not make the false report 
that they will be more popular than ever: | required of him; he would not carry out 
but are the Government going to keep|Demare’s request, and of course he must 
them in power? I say they should not.|go. If this man Bradley did not give cor- 
The Government of this country ought to | rect evidence why did they not impugn it, 
clean out these men who are mismanaging | and bring evidence to show that he was 
the canal. They should weed them out, | not telling the truth ? They tried to do so, 
and put honest men in their place, and we | but they found out that any evidence which 
will have proper management on the canal. | they could bring would only confirm what 
The revenue would then cover the expen-; Bradley said. His evidence to-day stands 
diture. The Welland Canal can be man- | unimpeached, except by the statements of 
aged to-day for $12,000 less than is the; Demare himself,—and how much are they 
case, and better managed, saying nothing worth? Three of his friends swear one 
of the pickings (I will not say stealings), |thing and he swears another? Can you 
and the money wasted besides, which no! believe his word, when it conflicts with 
doubt would be equal to another $12,000.| that of a man whose evidence is unim- 
There is no doubt at all in my mind that | peached ? Demare was in the witness stand 
this saving could be made. I do not want ten or twelve times; his evidence is discre- 
to cut down the salaries of officers. I want | dited; I do not believe him; I have given 
every man to be well paid; I want every | my reasons. 

man to do a good day’s work and to receive; Well, so much for that charge. Now for 
for ita good day’s pay; to attend to his the 10th charge: “That improper influen- 
business properly, and not come to work|ces are brought to bear upon men, who 
at ten o'clock. What do we see? There |suffer by giving information.” I consider 
are three or four deputy superintendents | this a somewhat foolish charge. I think 
who come with their horses to report to; that hon. gentlemen can appreciate my 
their chief. You would think you were | feelings when I say that I would not put 
at a fair. We are paying Mr. Ellis $300 | in the witness box any poor man who had 
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to work for bread tor his family, and incur 
the risk of being discharged. I did not do 
so; therefore, I do not otfer any evidence 
on this point. I believo that hon. gentle- 
men will credit me when I say that men 
came to me and begged of me not tosummcn 
them, because they were afraid of being 
dismissed. In fact, in one or two instances 
they told me that they were threatened 
with dismissal if they had too much to do 
with me. I wasa leper, who was going to 
destroy any one who came into ‘contact 
with me. Men came to me who where 
employed by manufacturers on the canal, 
who were getting favors from the Super- 
intendent, and begged of me not to call 
them as witnesses. What favors were these 
manufacturers getting ? No doubt, they 
would be given a share of the pickings. 
This is all I will say on this charge. The 
11th charge is: ‘‘In reply to Order of the 
House, did not give correct replies; says 
he could not.” This is in reference to the 
arbitrary treatment meted out to owners 
of vessels. Last year, Mr. Ellis said, in 
regard to this matter, when I wrote a letter 
to the Department asking for information 
as to the number of vessels assisted with 
the diving appsratus and pumps, that he 
could not give a correct account of what 
he did do, as they did not keep the time. 
Therefore, he did not comply with the 
Order of the Senate. Of course, he could 
not, if it is true that he did not keep a 
record of the time. This is in reference 
to giving assistance to vessels; giving the 
diving apparatus and steam pumps to 
vessels, in competition with citizens of 
this country, who had provided them- 
selves with means to render such assist- 
ance to vessels. Even since this inves- 
tigation has closed they made use, at 
Port Dalhousie, on the Welland Canal, of 
the Government pump and diver. I do 
not know whether this service is to be 
paid for or not; I suppose it will be paid 
for now, because the thing is exposed. But 
before this, and while there was private 
plant which could have been secured to do 
the work, men went to the Superintendent, 
because they said: We can get the canal 
plant much cheaper, and if nobody is 
around we can get it for nothing.” This, 
I think, it will be admitted, is not a very 
desirable state of things. When men in- 
vest their money, from $20,000 to $40.000, 
in plant, for the purpose of doing such 
work, it is not desirable that the Govern- 
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ment should be allowed to go into competi- 
tion with them. But I believe the Super- 
intendent of the Canal has got a rap over 
the knuckles for this; I believe he has 
instructions from the Department that he 
must not do it again. At the time of the 
investigation he swears: “I am of the 
opinion that I should give the use of the 
diving armor free of charge, if I choose 
to do so.” Of course, the Suporintendent 
is the man that is responsible to the people 
of this country for the proper administra- 
tion of the canal, as he tells me in his 
letter of last year, and adds: “I must be a 
terror to evil doers. I have made a cast iron 
rule that once a man is discharged he can 
never get back again.” He has disregarded 
this rule dozens of times. If a man disa 
grees with his chief, and is discharged, the 
power behind the throne can put him 
back, as I will show you. Mr. Ellis says 
that he should give the use of the. 
apparatus to anyone he may think proper, 
if not instructed to the contrary; and he 
says also, at page 2322: “I allow Mr. 
Demare to send it to whom he likes.” 
Mr. Demare does just as he likes; Mr. 
Ellis lets him. But here is the funny rade 
of it: Mr. Ellis (page 2323) says: “ When 
we make a charge we keep the time.” 
That is to say, if Mr. Demare makes a 
charge he keeps the time. How are we 
to depend upon Mr. Demare or find out 
how much work was done? I found outa 
ood deal last year by writing all over 
anada and part of the United States. I 
wrote a good many letters last year, 
because I was bound to probe this question. 
I was satisfied that the Government was 
not being fairly dealt with in this matter ; 
but of course Mr. Demare is the sole judge 
of whether a man is to have this apparatus 
free, or whether he will make a charge. 
If he lets a man have it free on condition 
of keeping the matter quiet there is no 
return made to the Government. There 
is no check on Demare at all; he is the 
sole judge of how this property is to be 
used. It is really amusing. What did 
they want a yump at all for. I tried to 
prove to the Department of Railways and 
Canals, when they were getting that 
pay, that it was unnecessary. They 
ave had it five or six years now, with a 
man taking care of it, and as far as [ know 
to-day, they have only used it once or 
twice on Government work, and then the 
had to send for a private individual wit 
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his {pump to help them. That is all the | 
work they have done for the Government. 
I do not know what has been done for out- 
side parties; and it is a question in my 
mind whether the Government has ever 
got a proper amount for this outside work. 
ut why should the Government have a 
pump at all to lend to anyone at the 
leasure of Mr. Demare? To one person 
e may say: “ You cannot have it till you 
pay for it;” and perhaps not then, either, 
if he does not choose to do so, while others 
can get it fur nothing. I would ask, is it in 
the interest of the country that we should 
have these things continue? It may be 
thought that I am putting it strongly— 
but | call your attention in every instance 
to the page in the evidence. It is an easy 
matter for anybody to correct me if I am 
wrong. I should be very sorry to misre- 
present anything, and I will not misre- 
present anything here or elsewhere. So far 
as this charge is concerned, I think it is 
proved beyond a doubt, as aie most of the 
charges that I have made in this House. 
Now, it will be my duty to tell you the 
circumstances disclosed by the evidence of 
Capt. John Ross, (See page 332 of the 
evidence). He went to see Mr. Ellis, and 
was ordered out of the office by him. He 
says: ‘I went to see him in the fall and in 
the spring, and the last time he ordered 
me out of the office, and told me if I 
repeated the offence he would stop me 
from going through the canal? ” Of course 
Ellis was king. He said he was judge and 
jury. This is what the men swear to as 
to stopping vessela: Capt. Ross says that 
he stopped at the acqueduct four or five 
hours and when he went through the water 
was lower than when he came there first. 
Now, about this aqueduct. When the 
Government of this country decided to 
deepen the Welland Canai to 14 feet we 
had an aqueduct across the Welland River 
which was only 12 feetdeep. It was there- 
fore necessary to build a new one; but 
first they cleaned out the bottom of the 
old one, and used it for some time, until 
the new one was completed, and after that 
we had 14 feet draft. While it was neces- 
sary, it was undesirable th it vessels should 
stop in the aqueduct. Of course, during 
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to the aqueduct, though it might be bad 
for the vessel. There has been a great 
deal of delay at this place on the canal, and 
it has had the effect of driving business 
away from the canal and the St. Lawrence 
route and of sending it through the United 
States. Take the case of Capt. James 
Saurien (page 392). See how kind Mr. 
Ellis was to him. Hesays: ‘I have known 
vessels to be detuined at the aqueduct for 
two days, and then to go through with less 
water than there was when they first came 
there.” This is the kind of treatment that 
the people trading through the canal receive 
—vessels and their crew detained for two 
days at the aqueduct,—and why ? You will 
see in the pamphlet which is sent here to 
prejudice the case. Mr. Rykert, Q.C., M.P., 
puts the question to the commissioner. 
‘‘Are you satisfied with Morrison’s evid- 
ence?” “Yas,” says the commissioner, 
“if he erred at all be erred on the right 
side.” Now, what is the right side? Is it 
sees when there is plenty of water for ves- 
sels to get through to keep them for forty- 
eight hours? Is that erring on the right 
side? That is the way the Mr. Ellis was 
popularizing the canal. This man swears 
that his tug was fined because he dared to 
speak to the man in charge,—because he 
dared to express an unfavorable opinion of 
Mr. Ellis’ management. He says he came 
there from Port Colborne, which is eight 
miles from the aqueduct, to see why his 
tug was detained. His tug had just gone, 
and he spoke to the man at the aqueduct, 
and for daring to find fault with the 
management of the canal his tug is fined 
$20. That is the way Mr. Ellis administers 
the canal. If this man had said anything 
disagreeable or used bad language to Mr. 
Morrison the law of the country would 
have p:otected Morrison. Why should Mr. 
Ellis follow, and seize his boat, insead of 
taking his person for the offence? But 
Mr, Ellis calls himself the judge and jury. 
This man says that Mr. Ellis treated him 
very severely, and told him if he repeated 
the offence he would not allow his tug to 
yo through the canalatall. The language 
that Capt. Saurien used was: ‘“ What 
could Mr, Ellis know of the management 
of this aqueduct, sitting in his office at St. 





the investigation the gentleman defending | Catharines ?” And for this Mr. Ellis fines 
the canal officials wanted to make out it | the tug $20. He knew that he could get 
was a terrible thing if a vessel stopped | nothing by prosecuting the man himself, 
in the aqueduct, but Mr. Page settles) but he follows his property and fines it: 
that question. He says there is no danger | and Capt. Saurien has not got redress to 
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this day. When he went to see Mr. Ellis 


about it the excuse given was that he had 
returned the money to the Government. I 
say the Government does not want to punish 
any man in that way, and the Government 
officer that will act as Mr. Ellis did 

















commissioner) said that if Morrison erred 
at all it was on the safe side. Was it on 
the safe side to drive the business of the 
country from the canal ? ° 
Charge 13 — Ellis and Demare are 
charged with having friends and pets, and 


should be punished, and not only punished, | Demare with being a pet of Ellis —that in 
but dismissed from the public service. order to get work, fitness is not required, 


Take the evidence of Robert Simpson, page 
1269. He has known vessels to be detained at 
the aqueduct when there was plenty of 
water to let them through. At page 
1271 he says that he was present 
when Capt. Saurien and Morrison had 
some words about detaining the ves- 
sels. Mr. Morrison would not allow some 
vessels through unless there was at least 
6 inches more waterin the aqueduct than 
the vessel was drawing. On this point, let 
us look at Mr. Page’s evidence, and it will 
be seen that if the officer in charge had 
shown any judgment he could have allowed 
the vessels to proceed slowly until they 
grounded. As the space is narrow, there 
would be no difficulty then by backing the 
wheel in, raising the water and floating the 
vessel. But the orders were that there must 
be a certain depth of water in excess of the 
draft of the vessel ; and vessels must be kept 
for forty-eight hours, if necessary, though it 
would appear that after keeping them for 
this length of time they were allowed to 
go through with less water than was in the 
aqueduct when they arrived there. This is 
what is driving business away from the 
canal, though the commissioner says that 
it is erring on the right side. [ have nothing 
to say against Mr. Morrison; I believe his 
evidence is all right, bat the instructions 
he received were not all right. Take the 
evidence of Charles Carter, who was harbor 
master at Port Colborne: he says that the 
manayement of the aqueduct was destroy- 
ing the trade on thecanal. Mr. Carter isa 
good authority, or ought to be, seeing that 
he is a Government official, and was 
formerly a vessel owner, and has been a 
sailor all his life. A sonof this Mr. Carter, 
Mr. Sperry Carter, who was also a sailor, 
gives it as his opinion that at the time 
these vessels were at the aqueduct for 
two days there was plenty of water 


to allow them to go through: but the, 


orders were specific, and of course Mr. 
Morrison bad to car:y them out. I gather 
from the commissioner's remarks during 
the investigation that he was satisfied 
with Mr. Morrison’s evidence. He (the 


but it is essential that he should belong 
to the clique—that is to say, should be 
friendly with Ellis and Demare, or belong 
to the Port Dalhousie band. I suppose 
that is the meaning of it. I said some- 
thing about this the other day. There are 
a many musicians employed on the 

olland Canal. They have a band hall at 
Port Dalhousie, and a great many em- 
ployés belong to the band. Mr. Demare 
is the president, and of course he sees 
that the band boys have the plums, if 
there are any going. If they want to get 
away to play anywhere he allows them 
to go, and puts men in their places, and if 
there is any extra work yoing the band 
boys get it. They have en original char- 
acter there called Daly, a drummer. You 
will see by the evidence that Mr. Demare 
is very favorable to drummers. On page 
816 Daniel Sylvain’s evidence as to 
drummer Daly is that he was drunk. 
(See also page 1015, where we find that 
drummer Daly was drunk at Waite’s housd 
and unfit for work). Page 1016: ‘Saw Daly 
drunk at Lock 5 and unable to do his work.,”’ 
Albert Johnston was expelled from Govern- 
ment employ for being drunk, but the cast 
iron rule did not apply in his case, for he 
was leader in the band, next to the band- 
master,and he was restored to employment. 
John House, lock-keeper (see page 1644) 
was favored as being a member of the 
band, and Mr. Demare’s body servant, 
This man was also a drummer, and gets 
$43 a month as lockmaster. By the pay- 
list for July, 1885, we see that he was paid 
for 15 days’ extra time; in August was 
paid for six days extra; in September, 74 
days extra; in July, 1888, was paid for 
extra work, $22.75; in August, 1888, for 
extra work, $16.63 (page 946) ; inSeptem- 
ber, 1886, was paid extra $17.36. Now, 
these drummers, Daly and House, seem to 
have been great favorites with the presi- 
dent of the band at Port Dalhousie. Cor- 
nelius Reid, the foreman, says at page 1257, 
that he found fault with Daly to Mr, 
Demure on account of his drinking ; that 
he was twice so drunk that he could not 
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work: but he did not discharge Daly, | Chief Engineer, Mr. Page, which was sub- 


because Demare said that the band boys 
wanted him to keep him on. He said 
he wanted Daly because the band boys 
wanted him. He says: “I went down 
on the scow, and this man darel me 
to discharge him. I did not discharge 
him, on account of what Mr. Demare 
had said to me.’ When Demare is called, 
he says (page 1618), that he had 
not the slightest recollection of saying 
“the band boys,” but he spoke of the 
 boys;” but nobody should place much 
reliance on anything that . Demare 
would say, who knows how his evidence 
as to farming Jands on shares was contra- 
dicted. 

To show that Mr. Demare is a pet 
of Ellis’, Mr. Ellis recommended that the 
Government should pay him, Demare, 
$100 extra, and he returned it in pay-lists, 
March, 1887. (See p. 132, Sessional Papers, 
43 to 82, last Session). Mr. Ellis wishes to 
pay his pet on repairs, although working 
under Mr. Page on construction, and get- 
ting a salary of $1,200 per year. The 
Government refused to pay him that. (See 
letter from Department, 14th April, 1887, 
requesting Mr. Ellis to report the facts, 
and instructing Mr. R. D. Dunn not to pay 
the $100). He receives $1,200, $150 horse 
hire, rent free, and land farmed on shares 
for his benefit. 

This $300 increase he got in March, 1886 ; 
I see it in the pay-lists. There is no 
authority for paying him this money. I am 
of opinion that he is receiving it illegally 
to this day. If there is an Order in 
Council authorizing the payment I should 
like to see it; and if the Government have 
got it let them produce it. Here is this 
man on the Welland Canal who raises a 
subordinate’s salary by $300 a year, while 
the Prime Minister of this country cannot 
increase the salary of one of his clerks 
$50 a year without going to Parliament for 
authority to do so. But Mr. Ellis says 
that he and he alone is responsible to the 
people of Canada for the management of 
the Welland Canal. He is like Alexander 
Selkirk: he is monarch of all he surveys ; 
his right there is none to dispute, and all 
along the Welland Canal he thinks he 
can do just as he pleases. I will pass 
charge 14 and come now to the 15th 
charge. This is a very serious matter. 
The facts that I am about to dwell upon 











mitted to this House last Session and can 
be found in the Senate Debates of last 
year. I refer particularly to the fact that 
the Welland Canal sustained damage to: 
the extent of $25,000 a year ago last 
January from a storm. Mr. Ellis had 
plenty of men and means at his disposal 
to prevent that loss. The Government 
had prima facie evidence of this man’s 
incapacity and negligence. Why did they 
not suspend him during the investigation ? 
I asked the Government to do so, but they 
thought it would be unjust to Mr. Ellis 
and contrary to British fair play to sus- 
pene a man with such a grave charge 
anging over him. But I had made my 
statement publicly in Parliament, and 
I was responsible for it. They might 
have known that I would not have 
taken such a step without having 
abundant evidence to sustain me. The 
Government said, in their kindness of 
heart : “ We will not suspend these men, 
we will give them a fair trial.” Well, 
they have had more than a fair trial, 
and by the time I get through you will 
agree with me that sufficient evidence has 
been elicted to justify the Government in 
dismissing them from their positions on 
the Welland Canal. It is unnecessary to 
refer to the evidence on the 15th charge, 
you have all seen or can see the report of 
the Chief Engineer in the Senate Debates 
of last Session. I would refer you to Mr. 
Page’s evidence on pages 1400 to 1427. 
The country has lost $25,000 through the 
negligence of Mr. Ellis, who, according to 
Mr. Page’s statement, had plenty of men 
and means at his disposal to prevent it. 

I come now to the last charge in this 
list. It refers to William Mossop. 
This is the gentleman who is repre- 
sented as being a very bad man. He 
has been guilty of the greatest sin he 
could commit in their estimation: they 
accuse him of giving me the information 
that led to the investigation. Now let us 
see what the men who worked with Mos- 
sop have to say as to his character, Of 
course Mr. Rykert brought any number of 
Witnesses to swear away Mossop’s char- 
acter. They thought if they could only 
blacken his reputation that it would save 
themselves. They were under the im- 
pression that I was prosecuting the case 
on behalf of this man Mossop; but Mr. 


havo been proved by the report of the | Mossop is nothing to me more than any 
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other poor man. I have known him, it 1s 
true, since he was a child, and I know him 
to be an honest, industrious man. I do not 
deny that Mr. Ellis had a right to dis- 
charge him if he committed any offence: 
all that I did was to wriée to Mr. 
Ellis requesting him, as Mossop had a 
large family, to provide for him continu- 
ous employment on the canal during the 
winter. 1 read to the House last Session 
the correspondence that passed between 
Mr. Ellis and myself. I said then, I 
say now, that when a public servant 
in this country has the cheek to write 
such a letter as Mr. Ellis wrote to 
me, and say that he alone was 
responsible for the management of a great 
public work like the Welland Canal, I con- 
sider it my duty to see how far he is 
deserving of a position in which he 
assumes such a large responsibility. This 
is what led me to look into his manage- 
ment. When he tells me that he makes it 
a cast-iron rule not to reinstate a man 
who has been dismissed, and that he must 
be a terror to evil-doers, I like to see 
whether he has been consistent in the 
course he has pursued. Jt is amusing to 
think of William Ellis, the Superintendent 
of the Welland Canal, being a terror to 
anybody in any shape. I thought if I could 

t half a dozen witnesses to prove Mr. 

ossop’s character it would be enough, 
and I ask you to examine the evidence on 
this point and judge for yourselves what 
manner of man Mr. Mosaop is. I ask you 
also to look at the evidence given against 
him. They say that because he would not 
work for a man because he wanted a 
quarter of a dollar a day more than they 
were willing to give him he is a bad man. 
Was it such a sin for a man to try to 
make the best bargain he could to try to 
support his family? In the letter which 
appears in last year’s Debates, Mr. Ellis 
tolls me that Mossop was a quarrelsome 
man, that he had fights with him. Itisa 
terrible thing to have a box-to strike back 
when one is struck; why, even a worm 
will turn when it is trampled upon!’ His 
boss struck him, and Mossop struck back, 
and he would have been less than a man 
if he had failed to do so. He would have 
been a slouch to submit to such treatment. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —He should 
turn the other cheek. 
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM — Mossop did 
not do that. I suppose if he had turned the 
other cheek and held his tongue, he would 
have been employed on the Welland Canal 
to-day; but he is an Irishman, or rather of 
Irish descent, and he was not the man to 
submit to that. I have known him from 
childhood,and I knew his father before him, 
and I know that he comes of good stock. 
Now let ussee what the evidenceis. Walter 
Chatfield, the gentleman of leisure of 
whom 1 spoke the other day, says that 
Mossop was civil in every respect while 
working with him. Cornelius Reid says 
that he has known Mossop for 8 years, 
that he is not quarrelsome; that his repu- 
tation is good; that he is suber, civil and 
industrious, George Nicholson says that 
he worked with Mossop who was his boss, 
and that he was an agreeable man to work 
under. The pence grievance against 
Mossop was that he wanted the men to 
work too long hours. Ofcourse, the men 
did not like that, but no doubt he had his 
instructions from the Deputy Superin- 
tendent and had to do as he was told. 
That was the only fault that Nicholson 
had to find with him. Edward Smilie 
said that he had known Mossop since he 
was a boy, and had always found him to 
be civil, industrious and agreeable, and 
not quarrelsome. Humphrey Julian’s evi- 
dence will be found on page 763. I want 
to repeat that this man ic ulian is us hon- 
est and respectable a man as stands in 
Canada ay. He had known Mossop 
from boyhood, and he says that Mossop 
was an industrious and steady man, and 
that he is raising a respectable family. 
That is the character he gives him. Wil- 
liam M. Jones said that he has known 
Mossop since he was going to school, and 
has worked with him a good deal; has 
always found him to be quiet and not quar- 
relsome. He was a witness of the fight at 
Port Dalhousie, and says that Marshall 
struck Mossop first and that Mossop 
struck back. What is the fight that Mr. 
Ellis talks about. This man Jones is em- 

loyed on the canal, and when he was 

rought to give evidence had the courage 
to tell the truth, whether it resulted in 
his being dismissed or not. Jonathan 
Woodall stated that he had known Mos- 
sop ever since he was a child, and never 
knew him to be quarrelsome; that 
he is industrious, sober and hard- 
working. William Tinline had worked 





with him, and had always found him an 
agreable man to work with, and never 
heard him give a man an uncivil word in 
his life. The only disagreeable thing he 
had ever known about Mossop was that he 
wanted to get the men to work at 7 in the 
morning while working for Miller. Joseph 
Culp stated that he had known Mossop, 
and never knew him to be quarrelsome; 
that he was always a quiet, good natured 
man. Thomas Ryan, who worked with 
Mossop at different times for about twelve 
years, said he had always found him to be 
an agreable man to work with for the 
time that he was under his charge. Cor- 
nelius Reidsaid he had always found Mossop 
to be a good, peaceable, kind man, and had 
never heard any complaints against him. 
That is the character that Mossop gets 
from those who have worked with him and 
under him, and known him from boyhood. 
But whatever Mossop’s charactcr may 
have been, whatever he may have said or 
done, does not palliate or justify the con- 
duct of the officials as exposed in the in- 
vestigation. Mossop is to-day in a foreign 
country, endeavoring tu earn bread for his 
family, who are still in Canada, living at 
section No. 1 on the Welland Canal. There 
are plenty of men working on the canal, 
such as the drummers I have spoken of, 
who are kept there simply because they 
are pets of Demare’s—men who are work- 
ing extra time and getting $20 or $30 a 
month in addition to their regular wages. 
It seems that the principal qualification 
that is required for a man to obtain work 
on the canal is to belong to the clique at 
Port Dalhousie, and to the band particu- 
larly; and I think by the time I get 
through you will find that this band and 
the band hall at Port Dalhousie are quite 
aninstitution. I could mention some of the 
entertainments they give there; I could 
mention something also about instruments 
that came into this country free of duty. 
I could refer to clogs which are admitted 
duty free, and which, I presume, are used 
for clog dances at the Port Dalhousie band 
entertainments. I have now concluded 
the list of charges as divided by the com- 
missioner, and Î propose to take up the 

uestion of maladministration of the canal 

tis very important and desirable that a 
public official, occupying such a respon- 
sible eae as that of Superintendent of 
the Welland Canal, should be civil and 
obliging to every one that approaches him 
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on business, and the Government and tho 
people of this country expect that to be 
part of his qualifications. Whatever else 
he may lack, he should at least possess 
that. I shall now give you the evidence 
of witnesses as to Mr. illis’ manner of 
treating people who had business to do at 
his office. At page 313 Nelson Current 
says: “I was treated rudely and shabbily 
by Mr. Ellis when | went to see him on 
business.” At page 320 Alexander Stuart, 
a bridge-tender, says that Mr. Ellis dis- 
charged him because he did not run to open 
the gate for J. B. Smith. That was the 
trouble: he did not run when Mr. Ellis 
snapped his fingers. I have seen Alexander 
Stuart, and he is as good a specimen of a 
man as stands in Canada to-day, but he 
was taken back again—the cast iron rule 
did not work there. The power behind 
the throne got him back; Mr. Rykert had 
him put on again, As Stuart says in his 
evidence: “I got aletter afew days after- 
wards from Mr. Ellis by Mr. Demare that I 
was to go to work again.” When I asked 
him why he was discharged, he said: 
“ Because I did not run he discharged me, 
and I had a pair of knee boots on my feet. 
We were puddling clay when he called 
me.” That was not a very good reason for 
discharging a man, because when he had a 
large pair of knee boots on his feet he did 
not run to please Mr. Ellis. If Mr. Ellis 
had been a good judge of human nature 
he would have said to Stuart: “Isee you 
have a heavy pair of boots on; give me 
the key and I will open the gates myself.” 
He would have made a friend of that man 
for life; but no, the tyrant showed itself 
when the occasion occured, and because 
Mr. Stuart would not run to open the gate 
for J. B. Smith, Mr. Ellis’ broker, he was 
discharged. There is another gentleman, 
Mr. John McDonagh, of Thorold, who gave 
evidence which will be found at P e 342. 
He says that he was treated rudely by Mr. 
Ellis because he refused to lend him $800 
and also refused to endorse his paper. 
Mr. McDonagh is respected wherever 
he is known. He was councillor of his 
own town for three years, reeve of his 
town for four years, mayor of his town 
for four years, magistrate of his county 
for twenty years; and last, though not 
least, he is president of the Conserva- 
live Association of Welland, a position 
he has occupied for the last eighteen 
years. 
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Hon. Mr. REA D—That is a good recom- | 
mendation. ted to do so he would have had the biggest 


Hon. Mr. McKAY (C.B.)—Why did he 
dismiss him ? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—He did : 
dismiss Mr. McDonagh, because he was not 
employed on the canal, but he treated Mr. 
McDonagh rudely. Mr. Ellis, as the evi- 
dence shows, is a very nice, civil man 
when he is paid for his civility, but Mr. 
McDonagh did not bleed: he would not 
lend Mr. Ellis the money. But Mr. McDo- 
nagh’s principal offence was that he did | free gas on the Welland Canal from the 
not copy and send this celebrated letter for! gas company of St. Catharines, who have 
Mr. Ellis to Sir Charles Tupper :— bulk sum contract with the Government 


ethos Ere. ae & wee ee ee ee ee 


He knew bettor than that. When he had 
the protection of the court as a witness he 
was not afraid to say that he ‘threatened 
to kick Mr. McDonagh, but he would take 
good care not to say it elsewhere in Mr. 
McDonagh’s presence. The fact is, when 
he ordered Mr. McDonagh out of his office 
the reply was: “Yes; [am always ready to 
go out of a gentleman’s office when I am 
told to do 80, but como outside with me.” 
Mr. Ellis did not follow him. Mr. Ellis gets 


to supply gas on the Welland Canal for 
$10,000 a year. We find that the company 
made a present to Mr. Ellis—that by a 
resolution of the board they gave him free 
gas for light and fuel. What do they give 
it to him for? Is it for his good looks? 
He is a pretty good looking man, but 
I do not think they give him free gas 
light and free fuel because of his 
attractive appearance. I have already 
read to you section 31 of the canal regu- 
lations, which forbids any man employed 
on the canal receiving directly or 
indirectly anything more than his ssa à 
The intention of the Parliament of Canada 
is that every man employed on that great 
work should be honest, and should depend 
upon his salary alone for a living. Ifany 
man does not get salary enough the proper 
course is to raise the salary, and not have 
him looking around for testimonials and 
bonuses and favors from the people who 
want special advantages on the canal. We 
commenced to take evidence où this gas 
question early in the investigation. I had 
a good deal of trouble to get evidence on 
the subject, and had some difficulty in 

etting the commissioner to admit the 
etter that I have just read. We got it in 
one day, and the next day the commissioner 
wanted to take it out, and I, on behalf of 
the people, protested. He said he would 
expunge it out of the evidence. I asked 
him how he could do that? Isaid: “I have 
a copy of the evidence; are you going to 
take me by the throat and force me to give 
it up ? I should like to see the man that 
would undertake to do that.” He said he 
would expunge it from the copy hesent to 
the Government. I said: “You can 
expunge the whole evidence if you like, 


‘€ Please copy and forward. 
‘THOROLD, 30th April, 1880. 
“< Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 


‘6 Dear Str, —I have only recently heard Mr. Ellis, 
our new Canal. Superintendent, is only receivi 
$2,000 a year salary, $900 a year less than Mr. - 
well, his predecessor—and I feel it only an act of jus- 
tice to him to say that Mr. Ellis has worked very hard 
and done more judicious well-done and much-needed 
work along the canal already than has been done 
for years— and the improvements he has made are so 
important, and so much appreciated by all the cap- 
tains, vessel owners and citizens generally, that 
everybody is sounding his praises in the highest 
terms, and it will afford the greatest satisfaction, I 
am sure, to everybody, irrespective of politics, to hear 
that the salary of so deserving and efficient an officer 
is at least raised to the full amount received by his 
incompetent predecessor. 

‘* Yours respectfully 
“JOHN McDONAGH. 

“Pp. S.—Of course, I intend to ask Mr. Rykert, 
McCallum and Bunting to try and help me before 
they leave Ottawa.” 


T have got the original of this letter,and I 
think it ought to be lithographed and put 
inaframe. Although this letter is signed 
with John McDonagh’s name he never 
wrote it or signed it—itis in Mr. Ellis’ 
handwriting. I have stood a great deal of 
the expense, so far, in connection with 
this investigation, and I think for the 
benefit of posterity this letter ought to be 
lithographed at the expense of the country. 
Was thore ever such a letter written? The 
object was to deceive the Government in 
this instance, as he has been doing in other 
directions. Ifever there was a case of a 
man blowing his own horn 1 think you 
will say it is this. I repeat, Mr Ellis is 
always civil when there is anything ¢o be 
gained for himself by his civility, but he 
is violent and rude when people refuse his 
requests. Mr. Ellis says that he ordered 
Mr. McDonagh out of his office and threa- 

if 
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but anything I have got you cannot get.” 
What was the result ? He sent to Toronto 
to the Chief Justice to get his opinion; and 
what was the reply ? I did not see the 
letter, but I take the commissioner’s word 
for it. Hesaid : “ Take all the evidence you 
can get,” Did he take the advice of the 
Chief Justice ? Not at all, as I shall show 
before I get through. On the subject of 
free gas to Mr. Ellis, Mr. Francis Timmins, 
secretary and a director of the gas com- 
pany at St. Catharines, was examined. His 
evidence will be found at page 94. Mr. 
Timmins said: “ We gave Mr. Ellis free 
gas by a resolution of the board, and the 
reason stated for giving Mr. Ellis free gas 
is that we have always been treated 
gentlemanly by Mr. Ellis, and on account 
of his courtesy and civility.” I have 
shown you how courteous he was to Mr. 
McDonagh, Mr. Current, na Saurien and 
Capt. Ross. But then they had no free gas 
to give. Mr. Timmins further said that 
Mr. Ellis had control of the gas on the 
canal—that is, he had the control of the 
consumption of the gas on the canal. He 
can order the lock-tenders to turn down 
the gas and, as a matter of fact, that is the 
practice that has been followed on the 
canal for some time. But the commissioner 
says there is nothing in the gas question 
so far as the canal is concerned. [I will 
endeavor to show that there is. According 
to the evidence of Mr. Chatfield, the gen- 
tleman of leisure that I have been speak- 
ing about, Mr. Ellis burns gas for fuel in 
his house. He ought to know, because ho 
is a gas-fitter, and put in the gas fixtures 
and gas stoves in Mr. Ellis’ house. I 
believe the Government can demonstrate, 
if they choose, though no evidence was 
taken on the subject, that Mr. Demare 
burns gas in his house which is charged to 
the Government, I intended to give the 
commissioner an occular demonstration of 
the fact, but owing to the disagreement 
between us towards the end of the investi- 
gation I was unable to do so. The gas 
that Mr. Demare consumes passes through 
a meter and is charged to the Government; 
and then, as I understand, Mr. Demare has 
got a meter that was used in the old canal 
office as a blind, Mr. Timmins said, that 
they collected bills every month; but if they 
collected bills every month, is it likely 
that they would let this man’s bill stand 
for three years? Ifhe was burning five 
gas jets for three years, is it likely that 
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the meter would record it? I think they 
gave themselves away on that question. I 
am satisfied if the Government will send a 
man there to investigate the matter they 
will find that what I say is true, especially 
if the frost is deep enough in the ground 
to prevent them changing the pipe; and 
now I shall endeavor to show you what 
the saving is to the gas company by having 
the gas turned down, as it has been for 
years on the Welland Canal. The evidence 
goes to show that except while a vessel is 
passing through the gas is turned down 
three-quarters. In fact, it is turned out 
altogether on moonlight nights. Now, I 
have made a calculation of the saving 
effected by the company in return for 
giving Mr. Ellis free gas and free fuel, and 
a subscription of $100 to a testimonial. 
It is as follows :— 


Memo. of vessels going through the Welland Canal 
per published returns :— 











1887 —Down, at Port Colborne......... 892 
Say the same number up.............. 892 
1,784 
1888—Down, at Port Colborne..... ... 914 
Say the same number up...... ....... 914 
1,828 


Or say, in round numbers, about 1,800 up 
and down per year—about seven months 
and twenty-five days, less thirty-four Sun- 
days, at twenty hours each, which leaves 
205 days or, say, 5,056 hours, leaving each 
vessel an average time of two hours and 
forty-eight minutes to lock. The evidence 
shows that it takes on an average twenty- 
five minutes to lock a vessel. But allow- 
ing them twenty-three minutes more, that 
will make it forty-eight minutes that the 
gas is burnt at full flare. Now if the 
gas is turned three-quarters down for the 
other two hours, as the evidence shows, 
Mr. Ellis saves for the gas company 
one-half of the gas by his orders, while 
the business of the country suffers. (See 
Donald McPhee’s evidence on pages 777 
to 779). So the gas company mado a 
good investment for the stockholders when 
they gave Mr. Ellis free gas and allowed 
him to use it for fuel, and also gave 
him $100 in cash besides. He (Ellis) 

ives the gas company more than 

e takes by turning down the gas. 
Whilo we are paying for gas that we do 
not get, the business of the country suf- 
fers, and people get drowned in the Wel- 
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land Canal. I do not mean to accuse Mr. 
Ellis or the gas company of being the 
cause of the unfortunate drowning ac- 
cident by which a young man and a young 
woman lost their lives ; but it is a question 
for you to consider, when I get through, 
whether they did not contribute, to a 
certain extent, to the death of those two 
people. À young man named Clark and 
a young lady named Miss Kennedy left 
St. Catharines on the evening of the 18th 
of August, 1885, for a drive ne the bank 
of the canal. They had a perfect right to 
expect to tind the gas burning. The canal 
bank is a road used by the public. At 
each gate, wherever a bridge crosses the 
canal, every bridge-tender has a key, and 
he locks the gate if the road is not open to 
the public. When Mr. Clark and Miss 
Kennedy drove along the canal bank they 
had a right to expect that the gas would 
be burning full flare, because they knew 
the country was paying for it. The 
evidence goes to show that the gas was 
turned down at the time the drowning 
accident occurred. I took the evidence of 
Mr. Donald McPhee, an expert, and it 
goes to show that where Mr. Clark and the 
oung lady were drowned, if the gas had 
n turned full flare a hole in the side- 
walk could have been seen. No inquest 
was held. I do not like to say that the 
influence of the gas company prevented 
an inquest, but Edward Goodman, who is 
the coroner, and who is also a director in 
the gas company, was on the spot after 
the accident. However, no inquest was 
held. I remember the lock-tender gave 
evidence on this question; he was the only 
person during the whole of the investiga- 
tion to whom 1 said an unkind word. He 
could not tell me, though he wus within a 
few hundred feet of where Mr. Clark was 
drowned, and was the lock-tender at that 
lock, whether the gas was burning that 
night or not; and I said to him: “ You are 
a know-nothing.” The evidence of Mr. 
Goodman, the coroner, will be found on 
pages 1531 to 1537. He says that the gas 
company pave Mr. Ellis free gas and $100 
towards his testimonial because the 
thought he was worthy of it. Joseph D. 
Carroll, the old gentleman that tried to 
rove that Mr. Demare pays for the gas in 
is house, says that he has nothing to do 
with the gas metres—that his son does that 
business. He says further, at page 93, that 
he has nothing to do with the accounts. I 
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name of his son, and he said Joseph, and I 
said: “ We have got the wrong Joseph.” 
But this old gentleman is recalled for the 
defence, and his evidence will be found at 
page 2325. He says he took the record of 
the meter at Mr. Demare’s house and found 
that he had used 25 or 30 cents worth of 
gas. When first called he knew nothin 
at all about this—said that his son attende 
to the matter; but when he comes to give 
his evidence later on he knows all about it. 
I think it will be found that Mr. Demare 
gets his gas free, because the Government 
pays forit. Mr. Carroll says that he never 
rendered Mr. Demare an account. Why 
should he render him an account? Mr. 
Demare takes his gas after it goes through 
the Government metre, and he has burnt 
it for three years in his house, using five 
jets, as can be seen from Mr. C. Demare’s 
evidence. Mr. Carroll further remarks 
that he never rendered an account to Mr. 
Demare although Mr. Demare had asked 
forit. Itis very strange and very improb- 
able evidence. There was a witness named 
Vanderburg, a very important individual, 
who gave evidence at the investigation. 
He is the gentleman who, when first called 
knew nothing about the band hall—h 
only seen it in passing by it; but when 
re-called remembered that he had a mort- 
gage on the property. This man's evi- 
dence, as you will see by reading it, 
at page 490, was most unsatisfactory 
as to the management of repairs and works 
on the Welland Canal, the manner in 
which the time is kept and also his charges 
for travelling expenses. He charges as high 
as $205.90 in one year for ruilway fares. 
The first time he was called he swore that 
he paid full fare, but I got out of him 
when he was re-called that he only paid 
between $32 and $36. I refer you to his 
evidence, pages 1548 to 1559. You will 
also observe that his mode of peering 
time was very unsatisfactory: he mixe 
red and black marks, writing one over 
the other—the red marks were in 
mourning, at times. There ought to 
be a different system of time-keeping, 
Now, it is strange that Mr. Ellis would 
certify to this man’s account when he must 
have known, or ought to have known, that 
he had not been paying any such sum for 
railway fares; but it is easily explained if 
you will look over the pay-lists. You can 
see, almost invariably, that whenever Mr. 
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peye Mr. 
r. Ellis 
charges the ee a large sum for 
horse hire paid to Mr. Foster, a livery man 
in St. Catharines. It is hard to tell how 
much Mr. Foster was paid—I do not believe 
the Department even knows. It was mixed 
up with the accounts of that geutleman of 
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rent free. 
page 628, says that he ordered people to 
vacate land at Lock 6 for the personal 
benefit of Mr. Ellis. As I said before, this 
storekeeper is a useless official; he is not 
wanted at all; he is only a bill of expense; 
and he is not the only one—there are sev- 
eral of them. Such officials should be dis- 

ensed with; idle men we do not want. 


leisure, Walter Chatfield. At pages 1556! Now, on the subject of the detention of 


to 1559 of the evidence you will see Mr. 
Vanderburg’s statement about measuring 
plank. You will find it interesting reading. 
At page 286 Thomas O’Neil, a foreman, 
describes how a dry wall was built at 
Neelon’s mill and MeCordick’s tannery. 
The wall is about 200 feet long, and this 
man, O’Neil, worked at the spoke factory 
and at the bridge across the race, and got 
his pay at the canal office. Ho alsoswears 
that he returned to the canal office as work 
done for the Government the expense of 
liquid refreshments—lager beer. Mr. J. B. 
Smith certified to the list, knowing that 
this represented an expenditure for beer 
and not for work done. If it was thought 
necessary to furnish men with lager beer, 
why was it not properly returned? Why 
should it be concealed in this way? But 
the fact is, the employés on the canal paid 
for their beer by returning time to the 
Government for work which was not done. 
I would like to call your attention next to 
the fact the we have a storekeeper on 
the Welland Canal, Mr.W. W. Wait. There 
is about as much use for a storekeeper on 
the canal as there is for the fifth wheel to 
a waggon. It costs more to deliver the 
goods on the canal than their original 
value, and there are teams going along 
the canal all the time in the employ of 
the Government, which could deliver any 
good required. Ihad Wait’s books before 
me, and such a set of books I never 
saw. I had him under examination three 
times, and he could not make anything 
out of his own books. The first time he 
was examined I asked him why it was 
necessary to build weighs cales there? I was 
of an inquiring turn of mind, and I wanted 
to know everything. He told me that he 
weighed 20 tons of scrap iron that was on 
its way to Wilson’s foundry. I said to 
the commissioner, if he would follow this 
scrap iron further he would see it grow 


vessels on the canal, I would ask you to 
read the evidence of Capt. James C. 
Hume, at page 448. His steamboat was 
detained in the canal for over an hour by 
getting on the bank, the canal not being 
properly lighted. Here, you see, a loss 
was sustained by the owner of the vessel 
through the turning down of the gas. If 
Mr. Ellis is to get tree gas and free fuel, 
and a handsome testimonial, he must 
make some return to the gas company, 
though the business of the country 
should suffer. I[ want now to direct your 
attection to a case of tyranny on the 
canal. Martin Nestor, at page 338, says. 
“ T was threatened to be discharged from 
the canal by Mr. Smitn and Mr. Ellis be- 
cause I was unfortunate, and got into debt 
through sickness in my family. I was told I 
would bedischarged if I did not pay so much 
amonth. By an order of the judge I was 
paying $2 or $3 a month, and Mr. Ellis 
wanted to stop $5 or 810 a month from me 
at the canal office.” And they did stop it. 
They were notsatistied that this poor man, 
who had got behind through sickness and 
death in his family, should pay so mueh 
under the order of the court, but they 
wanted to deduct a further sum from his 
wages. Mr. Dunn said that Mr. Ellis 
would not be satisfied unless the money 
was paid to him, when Nestor wanted to 
pay iton the judgment. Mr. Ellis forgot 
the time he was in difficulties himeelf, 
when he sent his broker Smith around 
among the employés of the canal to raise 
funds to get himself out of trouble. He 
was not satisfied with the order of the 
judge compelling Nestor to pay so much a 
month on the judgment, but used his power 
as Superintendent of the Welland Canal to 
tyrannize over this poor man. Another 
case of tyranny is stated by John Clark, 
whose evidence will be found at page 483. 
Clark was a bridge-tender and a lock- 
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- lock the night young Clark and Miss Ken- 
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charged off his bridge to make a place for | impossible to find out from him the amount 
a man named Secord, who had a broken’ which he received for livery rigs furnished 
foot; he was asked to go to the lock to|to Mr. Ellis, because his books had been 
make room for this lame man, but he could | destroyed. However, we learn this fact, 
not go, as he had himself a lame back. | that although Mr. Ellis is allowed $300 a 
Neither Mr. Ellis nor Mr. Demare spoke | year for horse hire the Government pay 
to him, and he has had no redress to this | his livery bills. I would direct your atten- 
day. He had no friend at court, and of tion on this point to page 67 of the evi- 
course he had to suffer. What did Mr.|dence, and also to the account of the 
Ellis and Mr. Demare care for this poor | money received by Mr. Foster and to the 
man—what did they care if his family report of the Auditor General and the 
suffered through their tyrunny ? We usea pay-lists. Mr. Foster’s account in 1888 
gs deal of paint on the Welland Canal. | was $291.50, und in 1889 it was $454.50, 

. T. Walton, at page 540, describes this | divided between Mr.Chatfield and Mr. Ellis. 
beautiful paint procured from Battle &| John ts gives evidence at page 
Smith, that the lock-tenders stuck fast to. 642 as to the drowning of young Clark 
That paint costs $1.90 per gallon, while and Miss Kennedy. He says that he went 

od white lead could have been had for |to Lock 3, and then he had to run to Lock 4 
$1.40 per gallon. Now, why do we use this | before he could get any assistance to take 
poor pert on the canal when good paint | these people out of the canal. This man 
can purchased much cheaper? I|Johnson was at Lock 4 instead of being at 
cannot say; but I may mention the|his own lock. John Wilde, a lock-tender, 
fact that Mr. Smith, of the firm of Battle|says at page 640 that he met Ferguson 
& Smith, is a son of J. B. Smith,|coming after a light and knew he was a 
Mr. Ellis’ broker. As forthe quality of this|stranger. This shows plainly that the gas 
pain Charles Newbold speaks at page 599. | was not burning at the time young Clark 

ce says they had to put canvas over the | and Miss Kennedy were drowned, although 
shanties to keep themselves from sticking; the people of this country pay the gas 
to the paint. James Reynolds, at page| company of St. Catharines $10,000 a year 
713, says that his clothes stuck to the paint, | for lighting the canal. I said a while ago 
and he covered it with cotton. I inquired | that I did not like to assert that the trans- 
who had put on this paint, and learned |sactions between Mr. Ellis and the gas 
that it was John Doig and Robert John-|company caused the loss of these two lives, 
son, members of the Port Dalhousie band. | but it is for the House to say how far they 
I knew it must either be the fault of the are responsible for that disaster. Taking 
paint or the painters. On the subject of |all the facts in connection with the case, 
deficient light on the canal, I would direct | it seems clear that the gas was not burning 

our attention to the evidence of Isaac | on the night of that accidentand that these 
ohnson, at page 578. He was not on his lives might not have been lost if the gas 
had been burning at full flare. 

Edward Smilie, referring to Mr, Miller’s 
contract for building the pontoon, says at 
page 679 that they took six or eight sticks of 
timber to use in the building of the pontoon. 
Mr. Rykert did not ask Mr. Smilie a single 


| o 
tender on the canal. He said he was dis-| whom I spoke a few minutes ago. It was 


nedy were drowned, but at Lock No. 4. 
His evidence is very unsatisfactory on that 
matter, but evidently from what he says 
the gas was either turned down or not 
burning at all. Had it been burning he 
would have told me that it was. Another] question, because he felt that the witness 
matter to which I wish to refer while knew too much about what had been 
speaking of the maladministration on the | going on. 

canal, is the statement made by Charles; Smilie also says that they took Govern- 
Newbold in his evidence, at page 598, that | ment spikes in the presence of Vanderburg, 
a boy of 16 years of age was put on a lock | and that after that they used Government 
to relieye a man that was sick, both draw- | spikes altogether for the pontoon. I have 
ing pay, no doubt. That I think you will spoken already about the case of Alex. 
agree with me is a very bad practice. I} Abbey, from whom they collected money 
would now direct your attention to Roebrt|to pay Mr. Ellis’ debts, on the condition 
Foster’s evidence, which will be found pune! he should be employed on the canal 
page 211. Foster is the livery man oflat a certain rate per day. They suid to 
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him: “ We want to hire your horse,” and 
Abbey replied : “ What will you spay me?” 
They said: “$1 a day,” but Mr. Abbey 
refused to work for that and demanded 
$1.25. Then they said: “If you will allow 
50 cents a day to go towards the payment 
of Mr. Ellis’ debts we will pay you $1.50.” 
That is the evidence of Mr. Abbey, and it 
gives some idea of what has been going 
on in connection with the management of 
this canal for some years. 

At the request of the leader of the 
House, the conclusion of Mr. McCallum’s 
speech was postponed to the 21st instant. 


THIRD READINGS. 


Bill (E) “‘ An Act for better securing the 
safety of certain Fishermen.” (Mr. Power.) 
Bill (D) “ An Act respecting Agricultu- 
ral Fertilizers.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 
SECOND READING. 


Bill (B) “An Act to amend an Act 
incorporating the Alberta Railway and 
Coal Company.” (Mr. Read.) 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (24) “An Act respecting the St. 
Stephens Bank.” (Mr. Botsford.) 

Bill (33) “ An Act respecting the Peo- 
ple’s Bank of New Brunswick.” (Mr. Bots- 
ford.) 


The Senate adjourne at 6 p. m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, February 14th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


BILL (N) “An Act for the relief of 
Emily Walker.” (Mr. Clemow.) 


AN ADJOURNMENT. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. O’ DONOHOE moved— 


That when the House adjourns this day it 
do stand adjourned until Thursday, the 20th 
instant, at 8:30 in the evening. 
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—_———— ————— - —— 


He said: In making this moticn, I am 
following a practice which has for a long 
time prevailed in the Senate. In this 
instance, we lose but two working days, 
Monday and Tuesday. I should like to 
know from the Government if any pressing 
business is likely to present itself before 
next Thursday that might be retarded in 
any way by this adjournment? However, 
it is perhaps unnecessary to ask the ques- 
tion, because sufficient notice has been 
given of my intention to move for this 
adjournment, and there is no doubt that if 
it would in any way interfere with the 
business of the House the representatives 
of the Government in this Chamber would 
have intimated the fact tome. Under the 
circumstances, I think there is not likely 
to be any opposition to the motion. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I should like to 
know from the leader of the House if the 
adoption of this motion will interfere with 
the public business in this Chamber. If 
they think it will not, I shall vote for the 
motion. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—TI may state that 


the adjournment will not interfere with the 


Government business in the Senate. In 
the Commons the discussion which is now 
in progress on Mr. McCarthy's Bill is 
likely to continue for two or three days 
longer, so that I can see no objection to 
this brief adjournment. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—My hon. friend 
says that this motion is in accordance with 
the practice of the House. I know it isin 
accordance with the hon, gentleman’s habit 
to ask for these adjournmente. 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—My hon. friend 
is in error; this is the first motion of the 
kind that I have ever proposed. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It seems to me 
that the hon. gentleman displays a good 
deal of temerity in bringing this matter 
before the House. Of courso, it is within 
his right, but one who devotes so little at- 
tention to the business of the Senate, and 
so seldom appears in his place here, can 
hardly form an opinion of the state of the 
public business, and should hesitate before 
asking for such an adjournment as this. I 
thought we had come to the conclusion, in 
the early portion of the Session, when we 
adjourned for nearly two weeks, that there 
would be no more adjournments this Session. 
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More than that: I was under the impression 
that every proposition for such an adjourn- 
ment should come from our leader, who 
should be responsible for the business of 
the House; and if the leader of the Senate 
has evaded his position, and allowed the 
matter to come from my hon. friend from 
Toronto, I consider that he has shirked his 
responsibility. Some hon. gentlemen here, 
in anticipation of this adjournment, have 
put their Bills off until the latter part of 
next week. Some eight or ten Bills have 
thus been postponed, among them a very 
important Bill, introduced by the hon. 
member from Monck, affecting the whole 
of the Dominion, which has been stopped in 
committee in expectation that this adjourn- 
ment would be granted. It is virtually an 
adjournment for ten days, Friday excepted, 
that is proposed ; because we know that 
any Bill coming up on Thursday night will 
receive no consideration, It is a sham day, 
because we come here late in the evening, 
and after routine proceedings nothing is 
done. Next week there is only one holi- 
day, Ash Wednesday. If my hon. friend 
is religiously disposed, let him go home 
and attend to his religious duties, but it is 
not necessary that the whole House should 
adjourn for Ash Wednesday. 


In my opinion, when members absent 
themselves on these holidays they should 
lose a day’s pay, and if they did we would 
not hear of 80 many adjournments. (Oh! 
oh!) I say it is so. Some hon. gen- 
tlemen move in this matter simply to 
get so many more holidays at the expense 
of the public. That is the amount of it. 
(Cries vf “Oh! oh!” and “order”). We 
hold responsible positions. here, and we 
are supposed to sacrifice something for the 
public good and to come here to transact 
the public business. But when we take 
these long holidays we are neglecting the 
public business. We have as good a right 
to be here as the members of the House 
of Commons. The people come to the 
Capital oxpecting to find us here, and on 
their arrival learn that we have gone 
away on holidays. Now, that is not in the 
public interest. It is unquestionably 
derogatory to our position in the eyes of 
the public. I have referred to one im- 
portant Bill that is postponed because 
of these holidays, and there are other Bills 
besides, the passage of which is imperilled 

ause some members want to go home 
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for a few days. There are half a dozen 
notices on the Order Paper which, if pro- 
perly discussed, will occupy all the time 
included in the holidays. It is deluding 
the public to say that we propose to sit on 
Thursday next. When the Senate meets 
at 8:30 in the evening after an adjourn- 
ment no business is transacted. I know 
there are Government measures and pri- 
vate meusures that ought to be on the 
Paper, and would be if this adjournment 
had not been proposed; but they are all 
staved off on account of this adjuurnment, 
TI am doing my duty to the public and to 
the Senate when I protest against this 
practice continuing If we must have an 
adjournment, let the proposal come from 
the leader of the House, and let him take 
the responsibility. If he does, and can 
show that it does not interfere with the 
public business [ should not have the same 
objections that I have to this motion. We 
have plenty of business before us, and, as 
a fact, we rush through the business every 
day in order to clear the Order Paper by 6 
o'clock. Wesometimes accuse the Govern- 
ment of not having measures ready for us. 
They should be ready, and the Government 
deserve censure if we are without work. 
We have been here nearly four weeks, and 
if the leader of the House tells us that 
there is no Government measure to engage 
our attention, and that we can practically 
adjourn for ten days without injury to the 
Paces interest, he condemns himself and 

is colleagues. We should have something 
to do; otherwise we have no right to be 
here at all. I feel warm on this matter. 
This motion is brought up Lo accommodate 
a few members who live within a short dis- 
tance of the Capital. If they want to go 
home, why not let them go, and take the 
consequence of their absence, If they wish 
to remain here, there is nothing to prevent 
them keeping Ash Wednesday at the Capi- 
tal. Merchants and others can attend to 
their business and properly observe the 
holiday; but the main object of this motion 
is that the members may retain as much of 
their pay as possible. (Cries of “Oh! oh!” 
and “order”). I believe the hon. gen- 
tleman opposite who says “Oh! oh!” is 
governed by just these motives. [am sorry 
if I have trampled on his corns. When I 
was asked to join this honorable body I felt, 
as I believe every member of the Senate 
should feel, that in order to discharge my 
duties properly here I should be prepared 
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to sacrifice, to some extent, my private | subject which is worthy of consideration— 
interest and my personal convenience. I/| that the representatives of the Lower Pro- 
protest against this adjournment, because | vinces and British Columbia are unable to 
we are imperiling the passage of important | avail themselves of this proposed adjourn- 
measures ; and, in view of all the facts, I} ment to visit their homes. They are kept 
ask the House to hesitate before consent- | here idle and under expense, and that is 


ting to the motion. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—There are; 
few members of this House who can go 
home as easily as I can, and very often I 
have supported motions for adjournments ; 
but in this instance I think it my duty to 
vote against the proposal, for this reason: 
I am in charge of a Bill, and there 
are parties here watching its progress 
who are waiting to vee to Europe 
if it should become law, so that the enter- 
prise may go on without delay. I was 
so informed this morning by one of its 
directors. It is only a few days since I 
was home. My seat has hardly got warm 
since my return, and we are asked to| 
adjourn again and take another jaunt. If 
we are to adjourn every few days the 
people of the country will never know 
when to find us here. During the Session 
our place should be here. I can go home 
in seven hours, and I can leave my house | 
at lunch time and get here at 8:30 p.m. the, 
same day. So [ have no personal reason 
for opposing the adjournment, but I think 
at this period of the Session it is contrary 
to the public interest to lose so much time. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—In answer to the 
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg, I think 
he is wrong in throwing the responsibility 
of this motion on the Government. Every 
member of the Senate has a right to make 
a motion of the kind if he pleases, Last 
year, or the year before, the hon. gentle- 
man from Delanaudière made such a motion 
and it was accepted by the House. The 


why we complain. It is not necessary that 
those who wish to observe Ash Wednesday 
should visit their respective homes. There 
are very good and commodious churches 
in this city, and the gentlemen who wish 
to put ashes on their foreheads can do it 
quite as well in Ottawa as anywhere else. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—According to m 
calculations, by this adjournment we will 
lose only 23 days. Saturday is not a 
sitting day, neither is Sunday—at least it 
ought not to be. Monday and Tuesday are 
not holidays, but Wednesday is astatutory 
holiday, and the House will meet on Thurs- 
day evening. I may be mixed in my 
arithmetic, but it seems to me that the 
loss of time will not exceed 24 days. The 
hon. member from Lunenburg objects to 
the adjournment because people will come 
here to see us on business, and will be 
disappointed when they find we are away 
from the Capital. Well, anybody from 


' Lunenburg will find the hon. member here, 


and any one from Halifax will find me or 
my colleague. [ am y disinterested 
in this matter, but I think when there are 
only 24 days lost there can be no reason- 
able ground for opposing the motion. The 
leader of the Senate tells us that the 
adjournmènt will not interfere with the 
Government measures, and I know that 
the passage of private Bills will not be 
imperilled. [I can see no objection, there- 
fore, to the motion. 


Hon. Mra. COCHRANE—The hon. 


position the Government takes is this: | gentleman from Lunenburg referred to me, 


senting the Government, whether this 


adjournment would interfere with the Gov- | 


ernment business. In reply, I say it will 
not. It istor the House to declare whether 
an adjournment would interfere with the 


the question has been put to me, as “nd 





1 suppose, when he spoke of tramping on 
somebody’s corns—at all events, he looked 
at me when he spoke. If so, his remarks 
are unjust and incorrect. When the hon. 
gentleman arrived here the morning 
before the last adjournment I heard him 


business of the House. If it will, the motion say: “It is mighty lucky for me thatI got 


should be rejected. 


Hon. Me. DEVER—I do not think any- 
body will find fault with the representa- 
tives of the Government in this House as 
matters stand at present, They are doing 
their duty; but there is another view of the 


here before this adjournment.” Why was it 
lucky for him? Because he would get the 
benetit of the adjournment; and I heard 
the same gentleman remark, when the 
adjournment was proposed: “If I had 
known of this I should have stayed at home 
with my fumily.” 
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I was not 
alluding to my hon. friend at all. 


Hon. Mr. COCHRAN E—Then to whom 
did you refer ? 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I can assure 
the hon. gentleman that he is the last 

rson in the House that I would think of. 

e is wrong in supposing that it was any 
benefit to me to arrive here before the last 
adjournment. What benefit could it be to 
me? Was it a pecuniary benefit to me to 
come here and remain idle through the 
holidays or return home? The hon. gen- 
tleman has so muddled the thing that he 
cannot make us understand what he is 
driving at. It was not in my interest to 
come here just on the eve of the ajourn- 
ment and have to go back home again. 


The Senate divided on the motion, which 
was rejected by the following vote :— 


CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Almon, MacInnes (Burlington), 
Armand, aoe 
Baillargeon, urphy, 
Bellerose, O’Denchoe, 
in, Pâquet, 
Chaffers, Poirier, 
Cochrane, Price, 
DeBlois, Reid, 
Glasier, Robitaille 
Howlan, Sanford, 
te, Smith, 
Lougheed, Stevens, 
McKindsey, Vidal.—26 
Non CoNTENTS 
Hon. Messrs. 
Archibald, McDonald (C.B.), 
Clemow, McInnes (B.C.), 
Dever, McKay, 
Dickey, Macdonald (Victoria), 
a d, ee 
aythorne, Montgomery, 
Kalbach, Pine he 
Lewin, Prowse, 
McCallum, Read, 
McClelan, Sutherland.—20. 
THE CATTLE EXPORT TRADE. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. READ rose to— 


Call the attention of the House and of the Govern- 
ment to the proposal to ship United States cattle 
from Canadian ports for Europe, without being 
sabiect to the now existing quarantine lations, 
and inquire whether or not it is the intention of the 
Government to carry out such proposal ? 


He said: I bring this matter before the 
Senate in consequence of a proposition that 
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has been made in some parts of this coun- 
try to allow United States cattle to be ex- 
ported from Canadian ports. I object to 
anything of the kind, on the ground that it 
will interfere with our cattle trade. I 
think I will be able to show that it would 
be exceedingly unwite to permit anything 
of the kind, and that it would be very detri- 
mental to the interest of the farming com- 
munity of Canada. As the House is no 
doubt aware, our Canadian cattle are not 
scheduled in England, while American 
cattle are. Cattle when scheduled must be 
slaughtered immediately on being landed; 
cattle that are not scheduled can be taken 
to the different markets of the United 
Kingdom, or fed, as may be desired. Con- 
sequently, our cattle are worth more per 
head than American cattle in the English 
market. Some time ago I made up my 
mind to meet Mr. Wiman at two or three 
meetings that he was holding in our part 
of the country, to get information from 
him and to give the people the information 
that I thought I possessed. Before doing 
so I put a series of questions to some gen- 
tlemen who are largely ongaged in this 
cattle trade. The questions and replies 
were as follows :— 


‘Q.— Were you amongst the first shippers of cattle. 
from America to England? A. We were. 

‘“Q. Have you continued in that business ever 
since? A. We have. 

“Q. What number of cattle have you shipped? A. 
About 250,000 head. (His clerks told me that he was 
wrong as to that, the shipments having been over 


300,000). 

Q. What was the largest number you shipped in 
one year? A. Forty-five thousand head. 

‘‘Q. Have you shipped largely United States and 
Canadian cattle? A. We have. 

“Q. What is the relative value of the Canadian and: 
United States ox in England of the same weight and 
qe! A. The Canadian ox is worth from 82 to. 

a hundred more, or from $10 to $20 a head, or 
thereabouts.” 


Not satisfied with that, I enquired ot 
another exporter who is largely engaged 
in the trade, and particularly in the Can- 
adian trade. He did not deal in American 
cattle so much, and he did not give the dif- 
ference in value at such high figures as 
that. He knew to whom he was talking, 
and possibly he did not wish to tell too 
much. I asked him, then, as to the differ- 
ence in the value between Canadian and 
United States sheep in England. He said 
that Canadian sheep were worth 14d. 
or 3 cents per pound more than United 
States sheep—equal to about $2 a head 
difference in our favor. He said to me, in 
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a conversation I had with him a year or 
two ago: “I got into a great mess in Eng- 
land; they stopped my cattle from land- 
ing. I called upon Sir Charles Tupper, and 
he took hold of the matter and handled it 
in such a manner, bringing experts from 
Edinburgh and other parts of the country, 
and slaughtering some of the cattle, and 
investigating the question, that within a 
very short time I was relieved and saved 
from ruin. If it ever comes in my way 
to thank Sir Charles Tupper I shall 
certainly do so. He saved me and 
others from severe loss.” I said: “It would 
not hurt you very much; you are rich.” 
He said: “I have cattle landing every few 
days.” Itshows that we have a very great 
advantage under the existing regulations. 
I see by the returns of 1888-89 that we 
shipped to England 60,000 head, at the 
value of $4,888,101, and about 37,000 head 
to the United States, valued at $484,000. 
In other words, the cattle that we shipped 
to England averaged a little over $83.20 
a head, while the cattle we shipped to the 
United States averaged a little over $13 a 
head. Now, if the United States cattle 
are allowed to be shipped from Canadian 
ports the first thing we may expect is that 
the English farmer, with whom we are 
competing, will call upon the British Gov- 
ernment to place Canadian cattle on the 
same list as American vattle. I am told 
by the hon. member from Compton that, 
according to the Montreal trude returns, 
we shipped last year nearly 90,000 head 
of cattle. If you estimate the advantage 
we have in the English market by not 
having our. cattle scheduled at $10 per 
head, we have a benefit from the existing 
regulations of $900,000 a year. That is 
the advantage we have in the English 
market above what we would have if our 
cattle were scheduled. Kveryone who has 
cattle to sell in this country realizes the 
importance of maintaining the favorable 
position in which we are situated. There 
is another fact which I wish to bring 
to the notice of the House: The exporters 
of cattle, as a general thing, contract 
for their space early in the season—in the 
latter part of the winter or towards spring 
they contract for this space on certain 
lines of ships for exporting cattle. They 
are shrewd and intelligent men and work 
together. Having contracted for the space 
they must fill it. What is more natural 
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that there are 47,000 head of Canadian 
cattle that have to be shipped by July, be 
cause all the distillers’ cattle and most of 
the best stock of the farmers must be 
shipped by thatdate. Theshippers,know- 
ing these facts, and having secured the 
space, go into the markets early and buy 
our cattle. It is not unreasonable to say 
that if the regulations were relaxed, in the 
manner proposed by some interested par-" 
ties, these shippers would fill their 
ships with American cattle for three 
or four weeks, until the price of Cana- 
dian cattle would fall, and then go in- 
to the market and buy at reduced figures. 
Others could not get the space, because 
they would have contracted for it and the 
Canadian farmers would be at their mercy. 
There would also be the danger of bring- 
ing disease into the country, which would 
injure our interests very seriously and re- 
duce the value of our cattle. Shippers are 
comparatively indifferent about the prices 
they get, whether it is four or five dollars 
a hundred, but it makes a great difference 
to the producer what price he can get for 
his cattle. This proposition to which my 
enquiry refers comes entirely from the 
shippers. They say: “ We will be able to 
ship 100,000 head of cattle from Montreal 
if the Government will relax these regula- 
tions, and alarger number of ships will 
come to Montreal.” That is all very well, 
but at whose expense would the increased 
shipments be? I claim and know that it 
would be at the expense of the Canadian 
producers, and I feel that the Government 
will not relax the regulations; but I think 
it my duty to call their attention to the 
matter, and to show the importance to 
Canada of the advantages that we now 
ossess. The prices of cattle in the United 
States are low at present, American dead 
meat is being sent from Chicago to all the 
principal markets of the Lower Provinces 
paying 1 cent a pound duty and com- 
peting with Canadian meats in our own 
markets, Nothing would be more natural, 
if these regulations were relaxed, than to 
find our shippers going to the cheapest 
markets and purchasing cattle, but they 
cannot do so under the existing reg ulations. 
I think I have said sufficient to satisfy the 
House and country that we are deriving a 
great advantage now from the existing re- 
gulations and that it will be in the 
interest of the Canadian farmer to main- 


than for these shippers to say: “ We know | tain them. 
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Hon. Mr. KAU LBACH—The Maritime 
Provinces being largely interested in ship- 


ping, it might be supposed that the posi- 
tion taken by my hon. friend is antagonistic 
to our interests, but even though it 
were, my views coincide with those ex- 
pressed by him. Our ships might carry 
more American cattle if these restrictions 
were removed, but if it would have a 
tendency to diminish the profits of our 
farming community to the extent of $15 or 
$20 on each head of cattle they export it 
would not be in the interest of the Domin- 
ion. In the end it would diminish the 
shipping trade from our own ports. My 
hon. triend has shown the great advantage 
which our farmers enjoy through their 
cattle not being scheduled in the English 
market. It is a great advantage to them, 
and through them to the whole country, 
because the wealth of the Dominion is 
based on the prosperity of the farming 
community. herefore, even though it 
should deprive our shippers of a trade 
which they might hope to secure, it will, 
on the whole, benefit the Dominion. With 
regard to American meat coming down to 
the Maritime Provinces, I may say that 
the Americans purchase our eggs, and in 
this way make up fully for the loss that 
the farmers sustain by the competition in 
the meat trade. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Every thoughtful 
man in this country must sympathize 
with my hon. friend’s desire to promote 
the interests of the farming community. 
The internal wealth of the country is 
dependent upon the success of the farmers. 
We all sympathize with the hon. gentle- 
mau, and I feel that it is our duty in every 
way to encourage the farming industry. 
One of the objects in bringing about the 
confederation of the Provinces was to 
benefit the shipping interests of the Mari- 
time Provinces § employing them in the 
trade of the St. Tawrants valley. It was 
represented to us that the great St. 
Lawrence River was the natural highway 
for the commerce of the west of Canada 
and the western States, We believed that 
our ships would get the benefit of that 
greut trade, especially after the pare 
ment of the St. Lawrence canals and the 
construction of railways in the west. The 
hon. member must expect that we are 
excessively loyal to the Confederation if 
we are to forego that advantage which 


was held out to us as an inducement to 
enter the Confederation. While the farmers 
of the Dominion should be assisted to every 
reasonable extent in the shipment of their 
cattle, still it would be a great loss to the 
commercial cities that are dependent upon 
the trade of the west which these regula- 
tions impede. A considerable portion of 
that trade must necessarily be cut off from 
us, but I do not wish this House to feel 
that we are so selfish as to demand that 
these restrictions shall be relaxed fur our 
benefit, to the detriment of the farming 
community of western Canada. At the 
same time, I wish it to be understood that 
their benefit can only be secured by our 
loss. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—In answer to the 
hon. gentleman’s inquiry, I may inform 
him that there is no intention to allow the 
shipment of United States cattle from 
Canadian ports for Europe with or with- 
out being subjected to any quarantine 
regulations. The present quarantine regu- 
lations, established under the Animals 
Contagious Diseases Act, absolutely forbid 
the exportation of United States cattle 
from Canadian ports, and there is no in- 
tention to make any relaxation. 


CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE 
SENATE. 


MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. READ moved the adoption 
of the second report of the Select Commit- 
tee appointed to examine and report upon 
the contingent accounts of the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH moved 


in 
amendment— 
ie the first six par phs re age nee rare 
the remaining paragraphs—7, 8, an — 
Rien back to the Se | committe for further consi- 
eration. 


The Senate divided on the amendment, 
which was adopted on the following vote :— 


CONTENTS : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Almon, McInnes (B.C.), 
Clemow, McKay, 
Dever, Macdonald (Victoria), 
Dickey, erner, 
Haythorne, Miller, 
Kaulbach, O’Donohoe, 
Lewin, Poirier, 
McLelan, Sanford, 
McDonald (C.B.), Wark.—18 
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Nox-CoNTENTS 

Hon. Messrs 
Armand, Montgomery, 
Baillargeon, Power, om 
Chaffers, Prowse, 
DeBlois, ad, 
Howlan, Robitaille, 
Macfarlane, Smith.—12, 


The Senate adjourned at 5:20 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, February 20th, 1890. 


Tart SPEAKER took the Chair at 8:30 
p.m. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


SECOND READINGS. 


Bill (24) “An Act respecting the St. 
Stephen’s Bank.” (Mr. Wark.) 
ill (33) “ An Act respecting the Peo- 
le’s Bank of New Brunswick.” (Mr. 
ark.) 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (O) “ An Act to amend the Steam- 
boat Inspection Act, Cap. 78 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of Canada.’ 

Bill (27) “ An Act to incorporate the 
Sault Ste. Marie and Hudson’s Bay Railway 
Company.” (Mr. Read.) 

Bill (28) “An Act to incorporate the 
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Rail- 
way Company.” (Mr. Read.) 

Bill (22) “ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Belleville and Lake Nipis- 
sing Railway Company.” (Mr. McKind- 
sey.) 

Bill (21) “An Act to incorporate the 
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Rail- 
way Company.” (Mr. Clemow.) 

Bill (14) “An Act respecting the Port 
Arthur, Duluth and Western Railway 
Company.” (Mr. Maclnnes.) 

Bill (20) “An Act respecting the God- 
erich and Canadian Pacitic Junction Rail- 
way Company, and to change the name of 
the company to the Goderich and Wing- 


ham Railway Company.” (Mr. Macdon- | 


ald, B.C.) 





MARRIAGE LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.) moved 
the second reading of Bill (F) “An Act 
to amend an Act respecting offences relat- 
ing to the Law of Marriage.” He said: 
Hon, gentlemen are, no doubt, aware that 
the Government promise legislation ofsome 
kind on this subject, and I propose to ask 
the House to allow this Bill to be read the 
second time and referred to a commit- 
tee. In the meantime we can confer 
with the Government and ascertain what 
course should be pursued, whether the 
Bill should be dropped altogether or not. 
I hope, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill I shall carry with me the feeling 
of the members of the Senate that such a 
measure is necessary. If there are 
Mormons in the North-West Territories, 
wherever they settle they will practise the 
tenets and customs of their sect. It is, 
therefore, necessary and wise that we 
should at once prevent the spread of this 
canker in our country. I am not in pos 
session of any figures bearing on this 
subject. Ido not know how many Mor- 
mons there are in the North-West Terri- 
tories, or to what extent they practise their 
peculiar customs, but it is said, wherever 
they are they are sure to practise poly- 
gamy. I think the best feature of the Bill is 
that which disqualifies offenders from being 
candidates for election to serve as mem- 
bers of the House of Commons of Canada, 
or Legislative Assembly of the North- 
West Territories, to serve as jurors, or to 
hold any office under the Crown or any 

ublic or municipal office in the North- 

est Territories. It will be one of the 
chief means of obtaining information and 
securing convictions under the Act. At 
election time, no doubt those people will 
take different sides, and their opponents 
will find out all the weak spots in their 
characters. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 
DEPARTMENT OF GEOLOGY BILL. 

POSTPONED. 
The Order of the Day being called, 


Committee of the Whole House on Bill 


(C) “An Act respecting the Depart- 





-Hon. Mr. LACOSTE moved that the 
Order of the Day be discharged, and that 
the Bill be referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Wednesday next. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I should like to ask 
the leader of the House if he is aware 
that a copy of the Bill has been placed 
on our tables, professing to embody a 
number of clauses that are not in the Bill 
introduced by the Government, the pro- 
posed changes being printed in different 
type? I should like to know whether 
these amendments a:e proposed by the 
authority of the Government or by officers 
of the Department. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—I have seon a 
copy of these proposed amendments, pre- 

ared by the officers of the Department. 

veral of these amendments will be pro- 
posed, and some will not. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The Senate adjourned at 9 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, February 21st, 1890. 
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the adoption of the report. I therefore 
move that the report be concurred in 
presently. 


The motion was agreed to. 


GAELIC LANGUAGE BILL. 
FIRST READING. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) introduced 
a Bill entitled ‘ An Act to provide for the 
use of Gaelic in official proceedings.” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should like to 
ask my hon. friend if that is to be a dual 
language ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—Triple language. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon. gen- 
tleman might also include German; it is 
more important. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—I move that the 
Bill be read the second time on the 11th of 
March. Whenthe Bill is before the House 
my hon. friend from Lunenburg, and 
others who are equally interested in the 
language of their ancestors, can move such 
amendments as they may think fit. 


The motion was agrecd to. 


SECOND READING. 
Bill (M) “An Act to authorize the 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3) Toronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust to 


o'clock. 
Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE DIVORCE COMMITTEE. 


SIXTH REPORT ADOPTED. 


invest certain Funds.” (Mr. McKindsey, 
in the absence of Mr. Sullivan). 


The Senate adjourned at 3:45 p.m. 


a 


THE SENATE. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Divorce, presented their sixth report. 
He said: I may explain that this report 
refers merely to the preliminary procedure 
in these three cases. By our rules, before 
a Bill can be read the second time proof 
must be furnished of the service upon the 
pont of a notice, with a copy of the 
Bill. The duty is relegated to the Divorce 
Committee of inquiring into that matter, 
and the committee have so inquired into 
these three cases and found tho notice and | vised Statutes.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 
the service regular and sufficient. The| Bill (R) “ An Act further to amend the 
precedent, in cases where the preliminary , Acts respecting the Quebec Harbor Com- 
proceedings have been regular, is to move | mission.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 


Ottawa, Monday, February 24th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock, 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (2) “ An Act further to amend tho 
General Inspection Act, Cap. 99 of the Re- 
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THE WELLAND CANAL INVESTI- 
GATION. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM resumed his 
speech on his notice to— 

Enquire what action the Government intends to 
take on the evidence taken before A.F. Wood, Esquire, 
Commissioner, as to the conduct of the officials on the 


Welland Canal, in the management of that important 
public work. 


He said: When last I addressed you on 
this question I was speaking about the 
evidence of Mr. Alexander Abbey, regard- 
ing an arrangement made with him by one 
of the deputy superintendents of the Wel- 
land Canal, about getting a certain amount 
of money towards the payment of the 
Superintendent’s debts. it wish you par- 
ticularly to read this evidence if it is pub- 
lished, as I hope it will be. (See page 697.) 
This is a most extraordinary arrangement; 
Mr. Ellis must have known about it, be- 
cause he asked Mr. Smith—told him he was 
in trouble—in fact,that the sheriff was after 
him. Mr. John B. Smith, whom I will 
call Mr. Ellis’ broker, was sent to make 
this arrangement. See what Mr. Abbey 
says: he was employed to go as master of 
a scow to do some work on the canal; he 
was told to get a horse. Mr. Abbey asked 
him to say what amount would be given 
for the horse. The reply was, we will pay 
you $1 a day; but that was not enough for 
Abbey; he would not furnish a horse for 
that. Then, on condition that he would 
allow one-half dollar of the horse’s hire to 
go to the payment of Mr. Ellis’ debts they 
agreed to give him $1.50 a day, and every 
month this gentleman, John B. Smith, 
came around regularly and got this money 
to pay Mr. Ellis’ debts. Rnd there are 
several others, I am satisfied—I was told 
so, and I told the commissioner so— in the 
same position as Mr, Abbey; but the com- 
missioner would not allow me to prove it, 
as I will show you by hisruling. He did 
not want it shown what this money was 
go for; that is why I call this gentleman, 

ohn B. Smith, a broker of Mr. Ellis, 
because he was negotiating for Ellis with 
employés of the canal to draw money to 

ay his debts. Here is a man getting 
81450 a year of the money of this country 
to manage a canal chrough which but one 
vessel a week passes. Thatis theevidence 
of Mr Thos. R. Merritt, of St. Catharines, 
and we are paying this man $1,450 a year 
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to superintend this canal, and he has got 
two or three foremen under him. That is 
the way the money of this country is being 
paid out. They are not doing their duty, 
they are looking afier themselves, as I 
will show you. Abbey swears that Mr. : 
Smith took him aside and made a private 
arrangement with him, and if you will 
look at John Smith’s evidence he confirms 
Mr. Abbey’s statement in every particular 
but one. But when Mr. Abbey gave this 
evidence, what did the commissioner do? 
He gave him a lecture—such a lecture as I 
have never known a witness get in this 
world before. Ho» told him the “receiver 
was as bad as the thief:” but I see it is 
put down in the type-written copy of the 
evidence—I suppose my friend Holland 
was not unkind enough to putitin “ thief,” 
he calls ita “third.” But any man can 
see what is meant; I spoke to the com- 
missioner privately after the proceedings 
were over that evening, and told him if he 
lectured witnesses in that way it would 
keep them from testifying, and I would 
not be able to get anything out of them. 
You will see by his rulings on this question 
of borrowing money to pay Ellis’ debts 
that when I told him there were others 
who could swear to the same effect as 
Abbey he did not allow me to ask any 
questions about it, 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—I rise to a 
question of order. My hon. friend is speak- 
ing, and has spoken for days, on this sub- 
ject. Hesimply is giving us a commentary 
upon evidence that was taken in court, 
which is not before us. We cannot form 
any opinion or judgment until the report 
and the evidence are laid on the Table here. 
When this is done, and the evidence is 
before this House, we will be in a position 
to form a judgment in the matter; but I 
submit that with this commentary we 
have nothing todo. What Mr. McCallum 
refers to is only a copy of the evidence. 
It is the rule of every court, and especially 
of the court of Parliament, that the best 
evidence must be produced. The best 
evidence in this case is what was taken 
at the investigation, and we should have 
no debate upon this subject until such 
time as the report and the evidence upon 
which it is based have been laid upon the 
Table of the House. What object can we 
have in considering the matter? We 
have no evidence—only a copy, which is 
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not admissible. All the authorities of 
Parliament agree upon‘this point, that 
the best evidence must be produced; and, 
therefore, I say, with the greatest defer- 
ence and friendliness towards my hon. 
friend, that he is putting the patience 
of this House to a severe test. It is im- 
possible to come to a conclusion upon 
what he is laying beforethem. His efforts 
should be directed, in the first place, 
towards having the evidence and the 
reports brought down, and then we will be 
in a position to look at them, and form a 
judgmenton the matter. I submit that he 
should bring his observations to a close 
until that has been done. I do not say 
this to obstruct my hon. friend in any 
way, but as a suggestion in the interest of 
his own case, and in all friendliness and 
with due deference to him. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I have no case. 
It is the case of the public. If my hon. 
friend had been in his place in the 
House when I spoke on this question 
before he would have known that the 
evidence is before the House. | 


Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE- The evidence 
is not here. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I am in the 
hands of the House. I could have put 
myself in order at any time, but I put 
it off from time to time. My hon. 
friend, who comes in occasionally, says I 
ought to do so-and-so, but if he had been 
here and heard what I said he would not 
have raised the question. 


Hon. Mr. O’'DONOHOE—The evidence 
is not before the House. 


Hon. Me. MoCALLUM—It is here. 


Hon. MR. O’DONOHOE—That is a 
copy of the evidence. 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM—Yes. 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—That is no 
evidence. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—There is the 
evidence taken by the official stenographer 
at the investigation ; five copies were made. 
One copy is with the commissioner, one 
with Mr. Ellis, one with Mr. Rykert, the 
Government has another, and I have 
one copy here. Is not that official evi- 
un: 
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Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—TI insist that 
this report should be before the House. 


Several Hon. MEMBERS—Go on; goon. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Mr. Smith 
took Abbey aside and made a private 
arrangement. Ofcourse, Mr. Rykert says 


in his pamphlet, which is in the hands of 
every member of this House, that Ellis 
did not know anything about it. He says 
this, no doubt, for the purpose of trying to 
prejudice the case and to preserve the 

opularity of the officials of the Welland 
Canal. ell, Mr. Abbey says he got most 
of his pay back, but he swears distinctly 
that he would rather work his horse for 
$1.25 a day than get $1.50 on these con- 
ditions. hy? Because when he gave 
this money monthly he received nothing 
to show that he was giving it. Ifany- 
thing had happened J. B. Smith he would 
have lost the whole thing, because he had 
nothing to show what payments he had 
made. We find that they paid him $75 in 
the second year. There are others who were 
in thesame position as Abbey. The com- 
missioner himself, in speaking of this mat- 
ter and lecturing Smith afterwards, prac- 
tically admits that there might be others. 
He said: “If you could make this arrange- 
ment with Abbey, what was there to 
hinder you from making the same arrange- 
ment with forty others?” I told the 
commissioner there were others. I did 
not say there were forty, though he said 
there was nothing to prevent it; but he 
prevented me from showing who the 
others were by his ruling. hy did he 
gag me when I wanted to bring out the 
truth ? I desire particuarly to bring 
this to the notice of the Government. 
On page 2 of the pamphlet he thought 
he was clear, but he gave himself 
away. It is stated on page 2 of the 
pamphlet “ Balance of the Testimiony.” I 
said the other day that this was not correct. 
The commissioner says: “The decision was 
reached after I left here. I wrote you im- 
mediately, Mr. McCallum ; I got your letter 
of yesterday.” I did say that I got the 
letter that morning. Here is what hestates: 
“IT wrote you yesterday informing you (the 
commissioner) of the fact that the Gov- 
ernment gave me to understand that the 
summing up is a matter for my personal 
benefit.” I want to know if the Government 
told him that—if the Government told him 
to put the gag on me; that I should not 


argue the question. I do not believe it. I 
have been a supporter of this Government 
all my life, and | have nothing to hide. I 
do not believe the Government gave him 
that instruction, but he did it nevertheless, 
and why? Because on the Friday before 
he asked me if I would take much time. I 
said : “ No; not very long.” But I told him I 
would consider it my duty to comment on 
his rulings, and that is probably what 
caused this sudden change of front. That 
is why he would not allow me to comment 
on the evidence and go with the report, and 
explains why I am Dore to justify myself. 
He says he got an intimation from the 
Governmeut. Fancy a commissioner ap- 
inted with the powers of a Superior 
ourt judge receiving intimations of this 
character from the Government! Is it 
true? No; I cannot believe it. If they did 
give him an intimation of this kind to put 
the bag on me and hinder me from proving 
what I wanted to prove in the public 
interest, I want to know it, because L gave 
a good deal of time and went to some 
expense trying to get to the bottom 
of this case. It is not, as Mr. Ry- 
kert says, on account of spleen and 
spite. I have no spite against any- 
body. So much for the commissioner 
and his actions. I shall deal with his 
rulings, because I said, in addressing you 
the other day, that he treated me kindly 
and smoothly, as smoothly as you please, 
but he ruled against me, and he exceeded 
his powers in doing so. I maintain there 
were others who could give evidence of 
transactions such as that proved by Abbey, 
but the commissioner thought by not 
allowing me to bring forward other evi- 
dence that he was going to carry the thing 
by force. He thought that with Rykert, 
Q.C., M.P., he would overpower me. They 
thought they would make themselves all 
right by circulating this pamphlet. I 
do not know whether my friend trom Erie 
Division has a copy of it. If he has, he 
certainly would not attack me for defend- 
ing myself. Iam putin a false position, 
and that is why I bring up the question 
here. I was willing to wait. I waited 
eleven months inthe matter. Ibrought it 
before the Government last year. Did they 
suspend theSuperintendent? No. Ihave 
_ waited three months longer, and if the 
report of the investigation is not here it is 
not my fault. On the 13th November this 
investigation was closed at St. Catharines. 
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If the report is not here I am not to blame. 
After the commissioner ruled against me 
I asked Mr. J. B. Smith the question: “ Did 
you borrow any money from anybody else, 
in the same manner, to paydebts?” The 
commissioner did not want him to answer. 
He wanted to add the word “corruptly.” 
I told him : ‘‘ You should be the judge in the 
first instance,the Government next,and then 
the people.” Then he said, when I urged 
him, that the witness might answer if he 
liked. I asked the witness to answer but 
whatdowe find? Wefindthat the gentle- 
man defending the canal officials advised the 
witness not to answer, but shortly after- 
wards the commissioner, when Mr. Ellis 
came up to give evidence, said to him: 
“Truth will hurt nobody; truth is always 
best.” He was looking for the truth but he 
did not want to find it. He put mein mind 
of the tramp who was looking for work, 
but hoped to God he would not find any. 
The commissioner ruled that I should not 
ask the same question of John Bradley. 
He would not let me ask Richard A. Booth 
as to whether he had given any portion of 
his horse-hire towards the payment of the 
Superintendent's debts. Here is aone-armed 
man, working on the canal as a foreman, 
working one horse and driving another, 
getting paid $1.50 a day for each horse and 
$2 a day for himself. That is the way 
business is done on the Welland Canal; but 
this is a friend of Ellis’, and has done him 
some favor on the Intercolonial, and of 
course he wished to pay him back with the 
money of the country. Now, we will give 
this thing another turn, and ta:k about 
rubber boots. This isa strange thing to 
talk about in the Senate of Canada, but 
people on the Welland Canal brought 241 
pairs of rubber boots into Canada without 
paying any duty, and sold them to the 
employés of the canal, and every man 
who bought a pair of boots had two days’ 
time that he never worked returned to him 
to pay for them. That is in the evidence, It 
is trus, 1 will admit, that Mr. Ellis had 
nothing to do with that. I do not hold him 

uilty of the rubber boots transaction, but 

want to show the character of this man 
Roger Miller, who was put in the witness 
box twelve or thirteen times to try and 
swear Ellis and the rest out. I want to dis- 
credit his evidence as to these rubber boots. 
He swears that Mr. Page told him it was 
a good plan to return two days’ time that the 
people did not work to pay for the boets. 


- 
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Mr. Page swears to the contrary. He swears 
that when he gave Mr. Miller ten pairs of 
boots which, by the way, are not included 
in these 241 pairs, that Miller told him, 
“I will keep two days back from each 
man’s pay to whom I give a pair of boots 
until the work is done, in order to make 
him take care of the boots.” But what did 
he do instead? He sold the boots, and to 
every man that bought a pair he returned 
two days’ time that he had not worked at 
all, Then Mr. Miller swears that the 
boots cost $3.80 a pair in Buffalo. I will 
put in an invoice of the boots to show what 
they cost. They cost $3.134 per pair. 
Mr. Miller sells them to the canal em- 
poyés at $3.80 and $4.00 per pair, and he 
makes from 60 to 80 cents a pair. Before 
I stop | will prove this from the evidence. 
We had considerable evidence about these 
rubber boots until the commissioner said 
“enough.” James Reynolds said : “I paid 
$4 in cash for a pair of rubber boots and 
Lawrence collected it, but was allowed 
one and a-half days extra that he did not 
work to help pay for the boots.” Now we 
come to the charge of maladministration. 
Last year, when speaking here, I said that 
I spoke about a geutleman who was getting 
pickings, und who, I stated, was giving 
more trouble than any other man on the 
canal—Mr. Demare. Of course Mr. Rykert 
makes fun of me in his pamphlet, saying 
that the pickings must have come out of 
coal. I paid very little attention to the 
fuel. The evidence shows that this man 
Demare, who went a dozen times in the 
witness. box to swear himself and Ellis 
clear, is discredited by his old friends— 
men who were dragged into the witness 
stand against their will, and coached by 
the counsel of the canal officials before I 

ot a chance of examining them. Here 
is the evidence of Michael Moriarty. He 
says (see page 830) that he farmed Govérn- 
ment land on shares for Mr. Demare and 
gare him one-third of the crop. (See page 

2). He says he got rubber boots, the 
Government paying half the price of 
them, and he paid for the other half. 
(See page 833). Hesays he raised 140 or 
150 bushels of potatoes, and 80 or 90 
bushels of corn, and Mr. Demare got one- 
third of the crop. (See page 839). Bernard 
McGrath says he farms 14 or 15 acres of 
land on shares for Mr. Demare ; he raised 
about 400 bushels of corn and some 100 
odd bushels of potatoes, and 170 bushels of 
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oats, and Mr. Demare got half of the crop. 
See page 848). George Brownlee says he 
arms for Mr. Demare on shares; he raised 
140 or 150 bushels of potatoes, 50 or 60 
bushels of corn and gave Mr. Demare one- 
third of all. (See page 873). John Cushman 
says that he farms for Mr. W. W. Waite— 
raised potatoes and gave Waite one-half. 
That shows some of Mr. Demare’s pickings 
that I spoke of last Session. This Waite 
is the storekeeper, the man I said was of as 
much use on the canal as the fifth wheel 
on a Government coach. Now, here is 
what 1 would impress on the House: 
Demare gets a share of the crop, yet at 
page 1672 he swears, in answer to a ques- 
tion put to him by the commissioner, that 
no man gave him a share of his produce 
of any kind. Here are three men who 
swore that he did get a share. These are 
his own friends. I would ask you to look 
at the evidence. They very reluctantly 
admitted this. I dragged it out of them, 
and this is the gentleman that Mr. Rykert 
says goes out of a court with a certificate 
of character. If that is a certificate of 
character it cannot be of much value. 
Can you believe such evidence as that of 
Roger Miller about the boots, for instance. 
Mr. Miller’s evidence is discredited by Mr. 
Page, and also by documentary ovidence, 
because he says the boots cost $3.80 in 
Buffalo, and they only cost $3.134. They 
are the gentlemen who came into the box 
to swear each other out. If you look at 
the evidence you will see that they were 
in the box thirteen, fourteen and fifteen 
times to try and swear themselves out. 
Wm. Wilkinson, at page 835, says that 
Thomas Hastings paid him for work he 
did on the Forks Road bridge $3 per day 
and board; and at page 887 he says that he 
worked at J. B. Smith’s and was paid by 
the Government—that he did plastering 
there. I should have mentioned this when 
speaking on charge 5. At page 894 Mr. 
ilkinson mentions the relations which 
existed between him and Mr. Hastings and 
the Government. Mr. Walton keeps his 
time and is foreman, but Hastings pays 
the men for the work and makes 50 cents 
a day on every man, although he was not 
near the work. Now that is strictly under 
Mr, Ellis. I said before that Mr. Ellis had 
nothing to do with the rubber boots, but I 
do say that he had everything to do with 
this case. At page 905 Samuel Houston 
says that he returned time enough to half 








pay for the boots, as if the men had been 
working for the Government—paying the 
men for rubber boots—hiding it trom the 
Government and returning time for the 
men, to pay for the boots, that they never 
worked. This is the evidence of the fore- 
man, The Government did not know that 
these boots were bought until the question 
came up in the investigation, because the 
men were given extra time that they did 
not work in order to pay for the boots, and 
they were paid at the canal office. It is 
little short of a conspiracy against the 
Government. Adam Flood, at page 1014, 
says that he had two days extra time 
allowed him to help to pay for the rubber 
boots. Robert Secord, at page 930, says that 
he got two pairs of boots and paid for one 

air to Mr. Demare at the canal office, and 
Ke was allowed extra time to pay for half 
of the price of one pair. Conflicting evi- 
dence is given on this point. Some of the 
witnesses stated that they were allowed 
one day, others that they were allowed two 
days, but it was not likely that I could 
elicit straightforward evidence with Mr. 
Rykert, who had got these men appointed, 
and Mr. Ellis sad Mr. Demare, who had 
the power of dismissing them sitting oppo- 
site them at the table. Of course, in the 
official report you will find the remarks 
which passed between Mr. Rykert and 
myself, because they form no part of the 
evidence: but if you would look at the 
newspapers of that time you would find 
some interesting reading. You will find 
that Mr. Rykert openly abused witnesses 
who did not give evidence to suit him. 
James Hindson, at page 1157, says that 
he got two pairs of boots, and paid for one 

air in cash himself. He was allowed one 
day's time—$2—to help pay for the other 
pair. At page 1883 Roger Miller, the 
contractor, says that J. & R. Miller got 

aid $55 for rubber boots in 1888. He 

nows all about that. He was repairing 
the pier at Port Dalhousie, under Mr. 
Page's instructions. Now, if the Govern- 
ment paid J. & R. Miller $55 for these 
rubber boots, why should the men have 
extra time allowed them to pay for half of 
them, and Miller get the balance? On 
the subject of maladministration, I would 
call your attention to the evidence of 
Thomas Jones, a lock-tender, at page 1026. 
He was allowed to leave his lock for six 
weeks to work for other parties, and put 
another man in his place. He was allowed 





to work at the rubber factory that I spoke 
of the other day—that sink hole into 
which so much of the public money no 
doubt has gone. He was also allowed to 
work at the band hall three or four days 
while he should have been on his lock, 
and he worked at Demare’s house also. 
Richard Hutton, who is also a lock-tender, 
worked at the rubber factory about six 
weeks. I would refer you to the evidence 
at pages 1406, 1407 and 1423, for Mr. 
Page’s opinion about farming out lock- 
tenders. He says that it is a very bad 
practice and should not be allowed — that 
it is not safe to let these experienced men 
leave their locks and put n hands in 
their places. Now, these lock-tenders were 
sent away from the canal by Mr. Demare to 
work for private parties. I would refer you 
also to the evidence of Volney Mann at 
page 1089. He says he got orders from 

. Dell, Deputy Superintendent, to take 
some pine plank from the Government 
yard to Mr. Dell’s barn, and that he took 
twelve or fourteen in all. James Dell 
himself, at page 1106, says that the plank 
were new plank—Government plank, re- 
member—and that he has them in 
his stable yet in the floor. Thomas 
Ryan, at page 1114, says that there 
were twelve or fourteen planks taken 
to Dell’s place by Volney Mann. I come 
now to the evidence of Chester Demare, 
father of the deputy superintendent. He 
lives with his son, and is, therefore, in 
a position to know what he speaks of. At 
page 1140 of the evidence, he says that the 
deputy superintendent burns gas in his 
house—five jets—and to the best of his 
knowledge he bas burned it for two or 
three years. Chester Demare, though an 
old man, is employed on the canal. He 
has been a good man in his day, and if I 
referred to the fact that he had been dis- 
missed from the canal because of his dis- 
sipated habits, and was afterwards taken 
back, it was to show that Mr. Ellis did not 
always adhere to his cast-iron rule. Of 
course, it was natural that the son should 
take care of his father, but he should have 
been ashamed to pension him off on this 
country when he was able to take care of 
him himself. Chester Demare has been 
employed making wheelbarrows all winter, 
and has been drawing pay at $2 a day. 
Francis Timmons says, in his evidence, 
that Mr. Demare had no authority from 
the gas company to burn gas in his house. 
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What do the people and the Government 
think about allowing this man to supply 
himself with gas at the public expense? 
As I have explained already, although he 
has a meter in his house, it is only for a 
blind. The gas passes through the Gov- 
ernment meter, and is measured there 
before it is consumed in his house, the 
Government paying for it. Alphonse Kelly, 
a lock-tender, at page 1158, states that he 
is a member of the Port Dalhousie band, 
and when he goes away to play he 
has a man put in his place by De- 
mare’s orders. He says also that he 
was taken from his lock and put as 
foreman on the floats, although drawing 
pay as lock-tender all the time. Whether 
e was paid in both capacities or not, it is 
a bad practice, as I have shown, to allow 
an experienced man to leave his post and 
puta green hand inhisplace. If anything 
goes wrong on the canal in the absence of 
the regular employé nobody is responsible. 
Edward Armstrong, a tug captain, at pages 
1364 and 1372, mentioned the fact that he 
was detained at a lock while going through 
the canal on account of the gas being 
turned down and the locks not being ready. 
Adam Kennedy says, at page 1472, that he 
was wheelsman aboard of the propellor 
“Armenia,” of whick Capt. Hume was 
the master. He has known the boat to be 
detained in the canal on account of the gas 
being turned down and the locks not being 
ready. He has known the boat to get on 
the bank and has had to get out lines and 
heave her off. He could not work the 
engine because he was afraid of breaking 
thescrew. Now, there is direct evidence 
of loss being sustained by vessel owners 
through defective light on the canal; but 
somebody must suffer in order that Mr. 
Ellis may get free gas in his house. This 
same witness, Adam Kennedy, gives a 
pe deal more evidence on that subject. 
remember he said he thought the Gov- 
ernment of the country was buying the 
gas by the thousand from the gas com- 
ny —that he could not otherwise account 
or the deficiency of light at the locks. 
He did not know the Government were 
paying a bulk sum, and he thought that 
they were economizing in the gas. I 
would now direct your attention to the 
contract of McCleary & McLean for lum- 
ber. I do not say that these men are 
getting more than their lumber is worth, 
ut I do say that their contract is not 
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honestly drawn. Amongst the items is 
one for balance beams at $15 each, while, 
as a fact, they cannot be supplied for 
less than $60 or $75 apiece. hey are 
not used on the canal now, although 
they are mentioned in the contract, and the 
effect of it is to enable the firm to get 
higher prices for the kinds of lumber that 
they are required to supply. I did not get 
in all the evidence on that point that I 
wished to submit, because the commis- 
sioner said that he had intimations that it 
was time to close up the investigation. F. 
T. Walton’s evidence commences at page | 
1502. He says he was ordered to hire 
masons, by Mr. Ellis, to work on the Fork’s 
road and Chippewa bridges at $3 a day 
and board iheineolved Thos. Hastings 
came at the end of the month and asked for 
their time, and said he would get $3.50 a 
day for them. Hastings did not work 
there at all. Now, this Thos. Hastings was 
a great friend of Mr. Ellis. When he was 
examined on this matter himself he said 
that he did no work there at all. At page 
1511 you will see further about Mr. 
Hastings’ transactions. Hastings wanted 
Walton to certify to a bill for work he did 
not do at all. At page 1767 Hastings 
confirms the statement that Walton refused 
to certify to this bill, I come now toa 
matter which is very small, but I want to 
refer to it to show you the size of the man 
that has been managing the Welland Canal 
for the last ten years. I was almost 
ashamed myself to dwell upon such trifling 
transaction, but it is an indication of the 
character of the Superintendent, and shows 
what a very small man he is. Thomas 
Smith, at page 429, says that he signed a 
receipt or paper to Mr. Ellis on the day 
he got an order for some gravel. At page 
1772 Mr. Ellis puts in a receipt signed by 
Smith with across, and dated 26th Novem- 
ber, 1885. Mr. Ellis, at page 2123, says 
that this is the only receipt that Smith 
ever signed for him. When Smith, who 
had given his evidence somewhat reluct- 
antly in the first instance, saw in the 
paper that Mr. Ellis was trying to make 

im out a liar, he came running to me with 
an order which he had been given for the 
gravel, and which had not been taken 
from him when he got the gravel. This 
prove beyond a doubt that the man that 

as been managing the Welland Canal for 
the last ten years simply traded off the 
Government gravel for $1.50 worth of 
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vegetables. There is no doubt in my mind | Mr. Page 
but that Mr. Ellis could have produced | ancy this pontoon needed in order to per- 
the receipt signed by Mr. Smith for the| form the work it was intended for, with- 
vegetables if he had chosen to do so,| out this tool box, that Mr. Demare says he 
but instead of that he produces a paper|puton? Do you credit it, that the con- 
signed with a “X,” manufactured for|tract made by Roger Miller with Mr. Page 
the occasion, as the evidence shows, | was to build a pontoon with ve and 
. for the purpose of covering up this|tongue? It is an unwarrantable act for 
gravel transaction. What an exhibition | Mr. Ellis and Mr. Demare to interfere with 
of meanness on the part of the man who is | Mr. Page’s contract for building this pon- 
trusted by the Government to manage/toon without letting him know about it. 
such an important work as the Welland | Who is this Roger Miller? The gentleman 
Canal! Can you credit his evidence ou | who gets the contract from Mr. Ellis to re- 
“any point after hearing the details of this | pair the overseer’s house without any com- 
petty transaction? I have already re-| petition, he is the gentleman that dealt in 
ferred, at some length, to the pontoon| rubber boots to the extent of 241 pairs, 
which was constructed by Mr. Miller, | and returned two days’ extra time that the 
under a contract, but in which a great| men did not work, to pay for the boots; 
deal of material purchased by the Govern-| but the Government knew nothing about 
ment was used. Mr. Page, the Chieflit You will, by the invoice inthe record, 
Engineer, swears that Roger Miller was |see that the average price of the boots was 
to do all the work, but the evidence gocs | $3,134, the freight not included, and that 
to show that the employés on the canal|he made from 60 to 80 cents a pair on 
did a very considerable portion of it, and|them. I mention this to show that he 
received them pay at the canal office, | must have been a great favorite of Mr. 
when they ont to have been paid by|Ellis and Mr. Demare onthe canal. When 
Roger Miller himself. Mr. Miller says | Mr. Ellis was addressing the commissioner 
that an improvement was put on thel|at St. Catharines he remarked that he un- 
pontoon, and that it was necessary to add |derstood this pontoon question. When 
to its buoyancy, and his contract did not| we see the report of the commission we 
include the caulking of the pontoon. Does | will know how he understood it. I con- 
anyone who knows Mr. Page imagine for |sider that the commissioner gave himself 
a moment that he would make a contract|away a good deal there, because he 
for a pontoon without specifying that it| thought when I was gone there would be 
must be caulked? Roger Miller swears |a tair field to do just as he liked. They 
that the pontoon was to be tongued and |did not think of the hereafter. You will 
grooved, but the man who runs the plan-| notice in the invoice that there are some 
ing mill at Port Dalhousie swears that he|clogs charged. For what were they re- 
prepared the lumber, and that it was not|quired? For a dance or entertainment at 
tongued and grooved. Can anybody|the band hall at Port Dalhousie? The 
believe that John Page would make a| people of this country are paying for these 
contract for the construction of a sieve or| clogs to enable some of the employés of 
a basket under the name of a pontoon ? | the canal to have an entertainment. What 
Mr. Page is very little there, and they | else could they be for? Ail these things, 
take advantage of his absence to perpe-| remember, come into the country free of 
trate a job ane La their au no duty. ° The following is the invoice :— 
At pago 1663 Mr. Demare swears that Mr. 
Page hover said anything to him about RUBBER. BOOTS. 
Miller having the contract—that is the|—- 
way Demare tries to get out of the matter, 
but if Mr. Page did not tell him that| Date. 
Miller had the contract, who told him?}_ | À 
Did anybody tell him? The men that} jig. | Sie 8 cts. 
were under his charge were doing the|a,, » 





‘ , 7 |Boots......... 20 63 2 95 
work on this pontoon, and he certified| do 26! 1 de 4 75 4 75 
to the time as if the work had been done a uf | : do se 28 90 3 22 
for the Government, while Mr. Miller] $ 3: 2| 4 | 38 toe 
had the contract. Do you credit that.l Aug. 8; 3] do ........ 11 18 3 73 
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Date. Pairs Description Cost Per Pair. 
1888. $ cts $ cts. 
Aug. 25| 6 |Boots......... 22 35 3 51 
do 16 11 do ........ 3 75 3 75 
do 16 1 do ........ 4 94 4 94 
Feb. 23 20 do ........ 65 26 3 26 
do 23 5 do .... ... 28 75 4 79 
Mar. 13 6! do ........ ' 16 53 3 31 
do 2 10 OG: Pre | 32 21 3 22 
do 2 DE do: is 9 50 4 75 
do 8| 7! do ........ | 20 63 2 95 
do 8 4 | do ........ 19 00 4 75 
Feb. 8 20! do ........ | 66 08 3 30 
do 21 Boe AO! .::,.:::.: 2 47 2 47 
Jan. 30, 22 | AG? 6 Ge : 71 02 3 23 
do 4° 11! do........ | 34 12 3 10 
. do 4 2 iLight‘A’boots 2 64 1 32 
do 4 2 Clogs........ 1 08 0 54 
19, 7 Boots... 23 13 3 30 
brid tS seu ' 43, do ........| 131 15 3 05 
ere ee | 1 CG 55522 2 55 2 55 
Rnb tes 1 ILight boots 1 20 1 20 
ee eee 2 | | à A ae 2 30 1 15 
ES ne ne 31 do ........; 83 20 2 69 
1887. | 
Oct. 10; 12 | do ........ 30 00 2 50 
241 755 69 |Av'g 3 13 
Feb. 21 6 |Gloves.... ... 10 26 
do 21 1 eae coat..| 2 60 | 








See pay-list of November, 1888.—J. & R. Miller got 
- paid for rubber boots on repair $55. 

November pay-list for 1887.—Paid Rubber Co. of 
Buffalo for 15 pairs rubber boots, $53.70. 


You will see throughout all these trans- 
actions that there is a tendency to hide 
these things from the Government. At 
the investigation they contended I had no 
right to look into this matter, because it 
came under the head of construction, and 
had nothing to do with repairs. If you 
will look at Mr. Rykert’s pamphlet you 
will see that he charges me with trying 
to confuse the commissioner by mixing 
construction and repairs up altogether. 
I did nothing of the kind. like to calla 

ade a spade. How could it be work 

one on construction when the water had 
been in the canal for years? The mitre 
sills happen to rise up and you bolt them 
down. Is that construction? No; it is 
repairs. In examining one of the witnesses 
whom they had posted before he came 
in to give his evidence—he claimed that 
this was workdone on construction. I said 
to him: If you haveacoat, and it wears out 
at the elbows, and you put a patch on it, 
do you call that construction or repairs ? 
He said: “I would call it repairs;” and 
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he had to admit that the work done on the 
canal after its completion was repairs. 
As far as these rubber boots are concerned, 
I do not hold Mr. Ellis responsible. I am 
only looking to Mr. Miller, the man who 
had the contract for building the pontoon, 
the man who had the contract for repair- 
ing the overseer’s house and who got it 
without competition. The employés on 
the canal did most of the work under these 
contracts. They concreted the cellar of 
the overseer’s house, they caulked the 
pontoon, and the Government found the 
timber and spikes, all of which went to 
Mr. Miller’s benefit according to the evi- 
dence. I have pointed out to you that Mr. 
Ellis is a gentleman who gets free light and 
fuel from the gas company for his civ- 
ility and courteous conduct What 
about his courteous conduct to Mr. Mc- 
Donagh? He said that he gets free gas 
for his courteous conduct. Sach ‘an ex- 
cuse to cover up this species of bribery, 
to save the consumption of gas on the 
canal to the gas company, is rather trans- 
parent. We can all see it, and the civil 
conduct of Mr. Ellis does not cover up that 
transaction. It is the same thing in build- 
ing the structures for the manufacturers, 
and in regard to thetestimonial. The idea 
of Mr. Ellis being courteous or civil to any 
one who ngewe him except when he has 
something to gain, as in this case—is amus- 
ing. I venture tosay that the country looses 
ten dollars for every dollar of advantage 
that Mr. Ellis gets from the gas company 
and others to whom he is -courteous for 
favors received. Now, we will see how 
kind and courteous Mr. Ellis was to poor 
Nestor, who, as the evidence shows, was 
unfortunate through sickness and death in 
his family. He got into debt and was taken 
before the judge on a judgment summons 
and ondered to pay $2a month. Mr. Smith 
and Mr. Ellis told him that he must pay 
more or he must leave the canal, and they 
left orders with R. D. Dunn, the paymaster, 
that Nestor should pay an additional $5 or 
$10 a month. Poor Nestor had no broker 
who could go to the canal employés and 
get money when he was in trouble, as Mr. 

Ilis had done. Martin Nestor did not have 
the power to have Mr. Demare send car- 
penters to work at his house and get them 
pee by the Government, as Mr. Ellis had. 

estor did not have Government employés 
to raise his cabbages and potatoes and 
have them paid with Government money, 
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as Mr. Ellis had. Nestor did not receive 
light and fuel in the shape of free gas, or 
get a testimonial from the manufacturers 
for favors past and prospective, but had to 
stand the tyranny of the man who was 
enabled to get fat by the receipt of these 
favors. This is a sample of the conduct 
of the gentleman who gets his light and 
fuel free for his civility, and who lords it 
over the poor lock-tenders such as Martin 
Nestor. This is the character of the man 
who has been entrusted by the Government 
with the management of the Welland 
Canal. Now, we will have a word to 
say about his deputy, Smythe, the one 
that I call his broker. Deputy J. B. 
Smythe made conditions in employing 
men to contribute a certain amount to- 
wards the payment of the debts of Mr. 
Ellis—for whom he was acting as broker— 
by raising loans from the employés, as in 
Abbey’s case; also, in the way of getting 
teaming done, by sending teamsters on the 
Canal to do Mr. Ellis’ work, such as Chas, 
Hill and Hamilton Page. Mr. Ellis has 
Mr. Demare sending Charles Hill, carpen- 
ter, to work at his house, and he has Mr. 
Demare sending laborers to work in his 
garden, and has their time certified to as if 
they were working for the Government. 
Mr. Ellis himself also takes Walter Chat- 
field to work for three weeks, we paying 
him at the rate of $75 a month. Mr. 
Rykert’s says that that gentleman of leis- 
ure if not working for Mr. Ellis would be 
making picture frames for himself. Mr. 
Ellis takes Geo. Nicholson for three weeks 
to work at his house and the Government 
pays him say $36. Mr. Ellis takes Lock- 
tender Bonnewell for twenty days to cook 
for him, at a cost to the country of $30. 
Mr. Ellis says he is managing a great public 
work, and that he alone is responsible to 
the country for what he does. Mr. Ellis 
receives money which they call a testimo- 
nial from the manufacturers on the canal; 
and in return Mr. Ellis builds the manu- 
facturers’ structures, digs their ponds and 
keeps their races clear of ice. Mr. Ellis 
considers it beneath him to consult the 
Department or the Chief Engineer about 
Port Colborne dock, but he consults his 
subordinate, and he builds the Shiner Pond 
bridge against the report of the Chief 
Engineer and hides it from the Government. 
Mr. Ellis receives gas from the gas com- 
pany for light and fuel and $100 in cash, 
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equivalent, as you may see by the evidence. 
He pays them back by turning down the 
gas on the canal to the injury of the trade 
of the country. Mr. Ellis certified to Mr. 
Vanderburg’s bill for railway fare for 
$170 a year more than he paid, and he 
certainly could not help knowing it if he 
was doing his duty in this. Mr. Ellis 
certifies to his own livery bill to Foster, 
and the Government pays it, though 
Ellis is allowed $300 a year for 
that purpose. Look at the pay-lists and 
you will find Ellis’ accounts and Vander- 
burg’s with Foster close together on them. 
Mr. Ellis could not reduce Mr. Vander- 
burg’s account when he was taking more 
for livery monthly than Mr. Vanderburg. 
Mr. Ellis certified the Department that 
William Assell worked on the canal 654 
days, when he knew that he did not work a 
day ut that time. The paymaster and clerk 
knew it also, and that the country paid 
Mr. Assell $817.50 for work that he never 
performed. We built Mr. Ellis’ house, we 
raised his cabbages and potatoes, we did 
his teaming, we built his fences, we built 
his walks, we find him a man servant, we 
pay for ais light and fuel, at a great cost 
to the country, and we even black his boots. 
And what is more, this man who is trusted 
by the Government of this country—I am . 
almost ashamed to tell it—traded a yard 
of gravel to pay for $1.50 worth of vege- 
tables, and in trying to hide it produceda 
false receipt, butgotcaught. Although he 
swears the receipt was got a month before 
he gave Smith the order, look at the date 
of the receipt and the order for the gravel 
and you will find they are the same date. 
That is the size of the man who has been 
managing, or, I may say, mis-managing the 
Welland Canal for the last nine years. Can 
you credit a man who gives such evidence 
about a yard of gravel and $1.50 worth of 
vegetables? That is the size of the man 
who threatened me through the press with 
an action for libel, and who put the amount 
of damages at $10,000 for having expressed 
my opinion of his doings on the Welland 
Canal. What I said is proven beyond a 
doubt by the evidence, that these men 
should be dismissed from the public service. 
I must now say something with reference 
to this pamphlet of Mr. Rykert. He must 
have thought it required a great effort on 
his part to defend the canal officials. Why 
should they require any defence at all? 


and gives the company a quid pro quo or| Why was it necessary that they should 
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have a lawyer? Defend them—defend 
them from what? If they had done their 
work, if they had discharged their duties 
properly, why did they want any defence 
at all from me? Did the Government and 
the country prosecute them—did they 
send any one to get at the facts? What 
was the peer, to employ this lawyer 
—this Q. C., M. P.—to defend them from 
my attacks? The Government sent no- 
body to prosecute—took no part in the in- 
vestigation, although I must do them the 
justice to Bay that they sent me all the 
papers that I wanted; but that is all the 
assistance they gave me, and I had none 
from the commissioner, but I had his oppo- 
sition, as | will show you by his ruling. 
Mr. Rykert says in his pamphlet : 

“‘ From the commencement I had no idea that Mr. 
McCallum could lay his finger upon a single act of 
maladministration upon the part of Mr. Ellis or his 
employes, or his deputy superintendents, or upon any 
one single thing which would satisfy you that they 
would act dishonestly or corruptly.” 

You can form your own judgment whether 
the Q.C., M.P., the counsel for the canal 
officials, is a proper judge of dishonesty and 
corruption. Does he know what it implies ? 
He says that these charges are “ of a stale 
character, dating back to 1880-81, down to 
three or four years ago.” The hon. gentle- 
man can judge whether they are of a stale 
character or not. It may be very desirable 
for some parties engaged in public as well 
as in private life to clear their slates 
once a year if it is possible to do so. 
But such an operation as rubbing off the 
slate cannot be done even in this world, no 
matter what one does to cover up his short- 
comings. It is an old saying and a true 
one that ‘“ Chickens come home to roost,” 
and it was never more exemplified than in 
this case of the commissioner, the Q.C., 
M.P., and the canal officials. The Q.C., 
M.P., says : “ I would not wish to say any- 
thing that would reflect upon Mr. Mc- 
Callum or any other person.” Oh,no! Of 
course that hon. gentleman would not say 
anything to reflect upon any one, except 
that he was personally interested, or well 
paid, as in this case, in which he receives for 

is services $1,675. He accuses the humble 
individual now addressing you of showing 
venom and spite, but that does not apply 
to me. I was neither pulling wires nor 
strings, nor working for money, nor to 
serve any private interest or gratify any 
personal feeling, but I am one of the five 
millions of people in Canada, and a member 
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of this Senate, and as far as possible my ser- 
vices, humble though they be, were given 
and are now given in behalf of the country 
and good government. I have acted the 
part of a self-constituted public prosecutor 
without fee or reward, only having the 
satisfaction to know that I was working 
in the interest of the country, and not to 
serve any personal spite, as stated by the 
Q.C.,M.P. The counsel of the canal offi- 
cials complained that I received some of my 
information through anonymous letters. 
I stated, before the commission that I had 
received information that way, and for 
saying so I was rebuked by the commis- 
sioner, as he did not consider such infor- 
mation of any value. But the information 
that was received in that way was followed 
up by me, and I can say to you 1 found it 
almostinvariably correct in every instance. 
The people that gave me information 
were no doubt amiplovés of the canal, and 
were afraid to sign their names to any 
letters that they sent me, as it might lead 
to their dismissal—at least, that is the only 
way I can account for it. You can draw 
your own inference. The Q.C., M. P., mis- 
quotes the evidence taken before the com- 
missioner, as appears by this pamphlet, 
circulated, as I must say, to create a wrong 
sa heap ar 

he Q. C., M. P., states in his pamphlet 
that “Mr. Abbey swore that Mr. Ellis 
knew nothing at all” about getting this 
money from Abbey to pay his debts. By 
referring to Mr. Abbey’s evidence you 
will see that he says nothing of the kind. 
He swore that J. B. Smith told him that 
the 50 cents a day was to pay Mr. Ellis’ 
debts; that was when he (Smith) was 
making the arrangements with Abbey 
about hirinz his horse. The Q.C., M. P., 
also states that “Smith swears the same 
thing.” Mr. J. B. Smith, the broker, does 
nothing of the kind. He (Smith) swears 
that he told Mr. Ellis about a month or a 
month and a-half after he made the ar- 
rangement with Abbey how he was rais- 
ing the money. There is not the slightest 
doubt in my mind that Mr. Ellis knew 
how his broker was sens ar money. 
This pamphlet states that “ Mr. Abbey got 
his money back,” but the true answer of 
Mr. Abbey was that he got it “ mostly 
back.” The pamphlet also states that “it 
was an action away back in 1883,” and 
should never be brought here. As I have 
said, it is very desirable to clear the slate 











every year, but that cannot be done even 
in this world, and I believe that it cannot 
be done in the next. People will talk, and 
people will remember and bring these 
things home to the offenders. The canal 
officials and Superintendent should have 
thought of that. If they had kept that in 
mind they would have acted differently 
at the investigation. The commissioner, 
in speaking about the aqueduct, says there 
is no evidence to show the canal officials 
erred in its management; that if they erred 
at all they erred on the right side. « If itis 
on the right side to drive business away 
from the Welland Canal and send it through 
the Erie Canal, the commissioner gives 
himself away, ard he could not have read 
the evidence before Mr. Rykert brought 
this question up, or he would not have 
given himself away as he did. He may 
want to hedge now if it is not too late. 
Then, on the gas question, what does he 
say ? “I think it has been so thoroughly 
investigated, so far as the effect on the 
canal itself is concerned, the supply of 
lights and its management, that there can 
be no possible question to my mind that 
the:e is anything to complain of.” What 
do you think of such evidence, and the 
commissioner who expresses such an 
opinion? What is his object ? Is he acting 
in the interest of the people of this country ? 
I should say not. Is he acting in the inter- 
est of the canal officials ? Ido not say that 
he is; I do not say that they paid him one 
dollar, but they did pay $1,675 to Mr. 
Rykert to defend them from this old man. 
The commissioner, with regard to the bor- 
rowing of this money, said (see page 1426): 
‘I could fancy such astory as this comin 

to the ears of Senator McCallum, and i 
must confess that it created an unfavorable 
impression in my own mind, as I did not 
know where it would end ;” but mark, hon. 
gentlemen, he ended this question when 
he would not allow me to examine Booth, 
Bradley, Smith and others. Anybody may 
read the evidence for himself. The com- 
missioner is responsible to the people— 
if they will take the trouble to read the 
evidence. I will now give a list of his 
rulings against me. He rules against 
me, and allows evidence to be taken 
about the practice on the canal as to 
teaming, although he formerly ruled 
that Mr. McCallum should not be allowed 
to show that former superintendents on 
the canal did not get free gas. He did 
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this because he wanted to protect Mr. 
Ellis. Any one can see how the commis- 
sioner, by his rulings, tries to cover Mr. 
Ellis’ conduct. Then the commissioner 
ruled, in the case of the’witness R. B. 
Dunn, that he would not allow me to 
prove how much sere Ars Ellis got as 
testimonial; that was Mr. Ellis’ private 
affairs, but I venture to say that every 
dollar Mr. Ellis got cost us $10. At page 
102, Timmons’ evidence, the commissioner 
ruled out the questions: “Did you aise 
other Superintendents free gas?” ‘ Did 
you give him anything else?” At page 
109: “Do you make it a Rte to give 
every person free gas who is civil and 
courteous?” Ruled out. At page 123, 
statement of the gas furnished free, pages 
1458 and 1459, the commissioner refuses 
to allow me to prove a letter that is in the 
record sent by Mr. Ellis to Mr. McDonagh 
to be copied by him and sent to Sir Charles 
Tupper (see page 346). That is the letter 
in John McDonagh's evidence, that 
notorious letter written by Mr. Ellis in 
pe of himself, to be sent to Sir Charles 

upper, as if it came from Mr. McDonagh. 
At page 1499 in John Bradley’s evidence 
the Commissioner ruled out the question 
whether witness had contributed any 
money towards the payment of Mr. Ellis’ 
debts. The question following, by the 
commissioner, made the witness the judge 
whether the bargain was corrupt or not. 
He ruled out the question: “ Did you ever 
tell anybody that you advanced a sum of 
money that way?” At page 1502, in 
Richard A. Booth’s evidence, he ruled out 
the question: “Did you give any portion 
of your horse hire at any time as a loan to 
Mr. Smith or Mr. Ellis to pay Ellis’ debts ?” 
At page 1857, in John B. Smith’s evidence, 
this question was ruled out: “Did you 
borrow any money from anybody else just 
in that way to pay debts? Did you 
borrow some from John Bradley?” The 
commissioner asked if it was money for 
any corrupt purpose? In reply I said 
that he, the commissioner, should be the 
judge whether it was corrupt or not, that we 
did not want to make the witness the judge. 
The commissioner said that Mr. Smith 
might answer the question if he liked, but 
he would not insist upon it. Mr. Rykert 
advised the witness not to answer it. That 
is a sample of the rulings of the commis- 
sioner on the canal investigation. T made 
up my mind that he did not want any 
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more evidence.on this point of borrowing 
money from the employés on the canal to 
pay Mr. Ellis’ debts by such private ar- 
rangements as those made with Mr. Abbey. 
He lectured Mr. Smith on misconduct, and 
I take it from his remarks that their 
actions in that matter alone ought to be 
enough to relieve Mr. Ellis and Mr. Smith 
from performing any farther duties for 
the Government, and should lead to their 
dismissal from the public service. 

At page 1867 the commissioner says: 
“T can readily understand such a story as 
I have heard coming to the ears of Mr. 
McCallum, and I nt that it created an 
unfavorable impression on me, for I did 
not know where it would end.” The com- 
missioner ended it, as you will see by his 
ruling, by not allowing me to examine 
witnesses on the matter. 

The hon. member for Lincoln tried to be- 
little my efforts on behalf of the public in 
this investigation. He says the amount 
taken from the public is only $118. He 
admits a misappropriation to that extent. 
It reminds me of the excuse of the poor 
girl who had met with a misfortune, for 
which she was rebuked by her mistress. 
“It is true,” she said, “but after all it is 
only a very little one.” But in this case, 
when we come to dress up Mr. Ellis’ bant- 
ling, we find it to be as follows:— 


MEMO. 


Mr. Ellis takes to his own use, as proven 
approximately, Chatfield’s services for 3 
weeks, as proven by Chatfield’s evidence, 
at $75 per month .......... ..... 

of Hartley, acting as man servant 


$ 55 00 


for over half of the time, for over 44 yrs. 1,000 00 
Chas. Hill, teaming,as per Morey’s evidence 60 00 
Chas. Hill, as per his own evidence....... 16 00 
Chas. Hellenus, carpenter, 8 days, $2 a day. 16 00 
Hamilton Page, hauling iron fence........ 1 00 
John Sexton, 2 days at 82 a day.......... 4 00 
William Hopgood...............,....... 2 25 
Martin M TMACK suisse Geis 1 00 
Thomas Bonwell, 20 days................ 30 00 
George Nickolson, carpenter, 18 days..... 36 00 

ation of scow ‘‘ Mud Hen,” and crew, 

while taking baggage to station......... 4 00 

onies certified to by himself, say, horse- 

hire to Foster, the same being paid by 

the Government—put it at che low figure 

of $100 a year, making................. 800 00 
Free and using it for fuel for 4 years, 

at $150 a year. .... ............ ..... 600 00 
Testimonial for his good looks and civility. 600 00 
Money collected from Smiley and Dickson 

for use of pontoon and not accounted for, 38 00 

Total: sise ane 83,263 25 


This is approximately what Mr. Ellis 
received as his share of the plunder, as 


shown by the evidence; and I am satisfied 
that the evidence shows but little of the 
wrong-doings on the Welland Canal. 

This $3,263.25 is the sum that he has 
had for his own use, without saying any- 
thing about what others got. Mr. Rykert 
says I got annoyed at the Mail because 
they said so-and-so about me. It is true 
that I showed the Mail up; I did not show 
all that they got, because I did not have 
an opportunity of doing so: but let us see 
what the Mail did say. They did not 
want this inquiry to go on; they wanted 
to throw cold water on my efforts, and 
said : 

‘“The Welland Canal investigation will cost the 
country fully ten thousand dollars. Its origin was a 
series of cha made by Senator McCallum on the 
floor of the Upper House against the canal Superin- 
tendent. When the commission opened its proceed- 
ings in St. Catharines, Senator McCallum was in- 
vited to establish his charges. He essayed to do so, 
but without success. Thereupon the scope of the 
commission was enlarged.” 

That is false; it was never enlarged, but 
this was intended to throw cold water 
On me: | 

“Instead of being an enquiry into the specific 
charges, it develoned into a fishing expedition. The 
only persons who profit by the enquiry are the com- 
missioner, the official reporter, and Mr. Rykert. 

‘No public good has as yet been derived from the 
investigation, and if, as is probable, Mr. McCallum 
puts his best foot forward at the early stages of the 
proceedings, it is apparant that no advantage will be 
scored in the near future. This observation must be 
accompanied by the saving clause that the public 
interests may have been served indirectly by the testi- 
mony Moers: McCallum and Rykert have given touch- 
ing their own characters as statesmen. Mr. McCallum, 
during the fits of candor which are produced by his 
frequent animated controversies with the other side 
on the subject of the reception of testimony, 1s wont 
to fall into an audible seg ae of Mr. Rykert’s 
political record, while Mr. pee in retaliation, 
gives descriptive accounts of Mr. McCallum calcu- 
lated to reduce that Sean though one of our 
local peers, to the level of an ordinary Grit.” 

I would say on behalf of the commis- 
sioner that he did not hold back. The 
Mail’s article would create the impression 
that he was profiting by the length of the 
investigation. I will take the blame of its 
length. I was there alone, without assis- 
tance, and had to examine all the pay-lists 
for the last ten years, [ will say, in justice 
to the commissioner, that however he may 
have acted since the 13th November, up 
to that time he occasioned no delay. Mr. 
Rykert had two adjournments, which I did 
not want. I had to come thirty-six miles 
every Monday morning to attend the 
investigation. Ido not want the commis- 
sioner to be answerable for my sins; he 
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has enough of his own to answer for. Mr. 
Ellis gets religious sometimes, as long as he 
can help the church at the expense of the 
country, but he is very penurious with his 
own money. 

This is what he did for outside parties 
to gain popularity : 

Di ng pers ne pane well at 


Edward McLaughlin...:......... 3 
Robert Pew..................... 


Patrick Dewar.................. 
James Hamilton, looking after 

work—foreman part of the time 
Derby Dockery.................. 


S 

5 

ie 

2 

o 

& 

= 
Hr DARA 
SS 22828 


pi 


RR 
Cr 
pi 
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Work done for outside parties— 
William Chandler, at rink........ $ 
Walton & Pettigrew, at hospital. . 
Putting false ttom in scow 

‘‘ Biggar,” by Walton and men. 
Shiner’s Pond bridge. ........... 
Waste of money in building dock 

at Port Colborne .............. 
Bridge at knitting factory........ 
Structures on the street railway, 
such as spoke factory, bridges, 
&c., the share that the street 
railway should do.......... hate 
Building chutes at Neelon’s mill, 
aa per Morey’s evidence, from 
second to lower race 
Cutting ice for the last eight years 
which you have no right to do. 

I am putting it at a year 

(no doubt it has cost double the 

amount ; see pay-list)... ...... 
Loss sustained 


SS wm 
Ss ss 


3,000 00 
294 00 


495 00 


_@# @eveenree 


2,400 00 


$32,463 00 


Roger Miller’s contract on pontoon (work done 
by Government men)— 











George Irving, 14 days...... ...... 8 -2 25 
William Tinline, 23 duys.. ........ 46 00 
James Hindson, 12 days............ 24 00 
William Moship, 5 days............ 10 00 
Edward Siniley, 4 days ............ 8 00 
Caulking pontoon........... ...... 80 00 
Oakum and pitch.................. 50 00 
$220 25 
Miller’s contract repairs on Demare’s 
ouse, say— 

Taking down vault........... .... $ 20 00 
Concreting cellar... . ....:....... 50 00 
Cement and sand ......... ......, 20 00 
Digging drains to harbor......... . 2000 
Robert Johnston, painting, 6 days.. 10 50 
$ 120 50 





The following is a summary of the fore- 
going details :— 


Money and labor taken for his own 


uses—sundries, as per list.......... $ 3,263 00 


Money expended on Riordan’s Pond 
and at paper mill 
Work done for outside parties and 
money wasted, as per list.......... 32,463 00 


ts ee: 


Work done by Government men for 
Roger Miller on pontoon.......... 8220 00 

Work done on repairs to Demare’s 
house—Roger Miller’s contract.... 120 50 
$36,117 50 

Paid William Assell, for 654 days 
(that he did not work), at $1.25.... 817 50 
TO ohcs2 unes Rs $36,935 00 


I should say that a baby of such dimen- 
sions is a bouncer, and gives every evi- 
dence of having been liberally fed with pap. 
If you will read the evidence you will get 
well acquainted with the officers on the 
Welland Canal and their doings. You will 
know the storekeeper and his books, and 
the duties he performs—he that weighs 
the scrap iron, and does little else but 
receive his pay and allowance, which is 
equal to $1,200 a year. You will know the 
official that keeps the time at Port Dal- 
housie but lives at Allanburg ; who buys a 
commutation ticket for from $32 to $36, 
and charges the Government as high as 
$205, and certifies to the blacksmith’s bills, 
lumber bills, and castings; who carries the 
accounts on scraps of paper in his pockets, 
until he sees the persons that furnish the 
material and puts them in his scratch book. 
I have seen his scrateh book. I have seen, 
and you can see from the evidence before 
you, that thedeputy cin ete of the 
old canal pays for liquid refreshments with 
the Government money, and orders that 
beautiful paint that the lock-tenders stick 
fast to, that is good to catch flies; that he 
collects money from employés on the canal 
to pay Mr. Ellis’ debts, and acts as Mr. 
Ellis’ broker in getting him money and in 
sending teams to do his work. By the 
evidence you will become acquainted with 
the deputy superintendent, Mr. J. C. 
Demare, president of the Port Dalhousie 
band. You will know from the evidence 
produced that he gets Government lands 
farmed on shares; takes free gas; pays 
money to himself; sends money through 
the post office and it is lost; gives 
Government property free of charge 
to work at his friend’s rubber factory ; 
farms out lock-tenders. He is the modest 
man that happens to be sick if anything is 
wrong—such as finding a swamp in his 
cellar, as happened in the case of Miller’s 
contract. He is the official that wants a 
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lock-tender to make a false report in order 
to get his brother lock-tender discharged ; 
who sends carpenters and laborers to 
work at Mr. Ellis’ house, and certifies to 
their time as if working for the Govern- 
ment; and who sends the scow “Sir 
John ” for stone and cement free of charge 
for the rubber factory. The stone and 
cement came through the canal as Govern- 
ment property and was used in the rubber 
factory. You will know the other deputy, 
Mr. Dell, the overseer on the canal since 
1850, as per his first evidence. But when 
he was re-called he had to take twenty 
years off the time. He is the man that 
wanted old plank, but kept the new ones. 
You will know the Superintendent, the 
paymaster and the clerk, who compose the 
treasury board. The clerk is ordered by 
Mr. Ellis to put down so many days on the 
time-list, and the entry is made accord- 
ingly, Mr. Ellis certifying to the time as 
being correct, when he knew that he 
did no work, and he ordered the pay- 
master to pay it, and by such con- 
duct deceived the Government, the coun- 
try paying the money. He, the Super- 
intendent, makes the clerk and pay- 
master parties to the fraud perpetrated on 
the public. Is the paymaster an inde- 
endent officer? Ifhe is not he should be. 
hy should the paymaster pay the mone 
when he knew that this aah Assell did 
not work? As you look over the evidence 
ou must get well acquainted with the 
uperintendent, who accepts free gas from 
the gas company and burns it for fuel; 
who receives a testimonial from the manu- 
facturers and builds their structures—such 
as bridges and chutes, and digs their ponds, 
without any authority from the Depart- 
ment; who built a Custom house and 
post office at Port Colborne out of canal 
maintenance without any authority ; who 
constracts a dock at Port Colborne that 
roves a failure, without consulting the 
Chief Engineer ; who takes laborers, car- 
penters and gasfitters to do his private 
work, and they get paid with Government 
money at the canal office; who charges 
his horse-hire to the Government, although 
he is allowed $300 a year for that purpose; 
who has his own private teaming done by 
teamsters on the canal and they are paid 
by Government money ; who borrows 
money from the employés on the canal 
through his deputy, J. B. Smith; who 
builds a township bridge with canal funds 
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ata cost of over $1,000, contrary to the 
report of the Chief Engineer, to please a 
member of Parliament; who neglects his 
duty to close the gates at Port Colborne,and 
occasions a loss to the country of $25,000 ; 
who threatens to kick respectable gentle- 
men out of his office because they do not 
grant his requests; who gets his fence 
pees from the Government yard at Port 
alhousie; who acts so meanly as to pay 
for $1.50 worth of vegetables with one 
yard of Government gravel; who putin a 
receipt signed with a “ X ” to hide it—this 
is the gentleman that threatens me with an 
action for slander for $10,000 for daring to. 
speak about his conduct. He was playing 
bluff, so to speak. You will know the 
gentleman that appoints the employés on 
the canal, that is the Q.C., M.P.; he that is 
not an informer, but pleads the cause of 
the canal officials with great ability ; he 
that has been the advocate and would like 
to be the judge before this case is ended. 
The commissioner, at page 33 of .the 
pee SAYS, On the increase of $300 to 
r. Demare’s salary, that if he, the com- 
missioner, believes the evidence, Mr. 
Demare deserves the money. Mr. Page 
says that Demare is “ skilful and energetic ” 
—skilful and emergetic ? Yes; in sending 
men to work at Mr. Ellis’ private resi- 
dence and returning their time as if work- 
ing for the Government and the men paid 
by Government money. Skilful in paying 
himself money that he ought to pay to the 
credit of the country ; skilful and ener- 
getic in giving the use of Government 
property to his friends free of charge ; 
skilful and energetic in finding a leak 
under the rubber factory to cover up a 
corrupt job; skilful and energetic to farm 
out lock-tenders to work at his friend’s 
rubber factory ; skilful and energetic to 
have men to work on Miller’s contract for 
building the pontoon and returning their 
time as if working for the Government, 
and the men get paid by the Government, 
when Mr. Miller should. have paid them ; 
skilful and energetic to send men to work 
on R. Miller’s contract for repairs on 
overseer’s house, and in returning the time 
as working for the Government, and have 
them paid by the Government, instead of 
Mr. Miller paying them; skilful and ener- 
etic in getting free gas and making the 
rovernment pay for it by having the gas 
measured in the Government meter and 
charged to the Government before it goes 
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to his house; skilful and energetic in 
trying to get Lock-tender Bradley to make 
afalsereport against Lock-tender Millward; 
skilful and energetic in having his salary 
increased $300 a year and no Order-in- 
Council to sanction the increase ; skilful 
and energetic to assist Mr. Roger Miller to 
speculate in rubber boots to the injury of the 
country; skilful and energetic to get Govern- 
ment land farmed on shares for his benefit. 
Yes: this is a skilful and energetic man for 
his own benefit, but not for the public. The 
commissioner could not have read or con- 
sidered the evidence when he was, as I 
consider, giving himself away to the 
Q.C., M.P., when addressing him on this 
point and many others. That, hon. gentle- 
men, is the most charitable construction 
that I can put on his replies to the Q.C., 
M.P., when arguing the case. Or, otherwise, 
did he think he had got the gag on Senator 
McCallum and that he could do what he 
liked, and there would be nothing more 
about it? In conclusion, I would say that 
I hope for the sake of my country that there 
is no other public work in the Dominion 
that is managed as the Welland Canal is, 
‘particularly in the matter of supplies and 
repairs under Mr. Ellis, Mr. Demare, Mr. 
Vanderburg, Storekeeper,Waite, Overseer 
Dell and Broker Smith. Anyone that will 
look at the evidence taken at the investi- 
gation can see how that work is managed, 
although I am free to confess, and give it 
as my opinion, that the investigation has 
shown but little of the irregularities in the 
management and repairs of that important 
work, We use thousands of dollars worth 
of iron work on the canal every year, but 
there is no account kept of it, except what 
the blacksmith keeps, and of a little cast 
iron kept by Mr. Vanderburg in his 
scratch book. If hon. gentlemen will look 
at the Auditor-General’s report and pay- 
lists for the last three years they will see 
that we have construction going on all 
the time—in fact, we have repairs going 
on, and called construction—and why is 
this? The only reason I can give for it is 
that the Engineer-in-Chief has no confi- 
dence in the Superintendent, and cannot 
trust him with any important repairs. 
Whether this state of affairs is in the 
interest of the country or not you can 
Judge best. By reading the evidence you 
will see that from the actions of Mr. 
Roger Miller in the case of the construc- 
tion of the pontoon, the repairs to over- 


Page being there but little to look 
after them, they take advantage of 
his absence to advance their own in- 
terests to the injury of the country. 
It was hard to get at the facts. The com- 
missioner looked on me as a litigant from 
the beginning to the close of the investi- 
gation, as any one can see by his ruling 
out of questions and his lectures to wit- 
nesses, even expressing himself that he 
did not see any hari in Mr. Ellis taking 
Lock-tender Bonnewell with him to the 
Lake Shore to rusticate and have a jam- 
boree for twenty days whenthe country was 
paying Bonnewell $47 per month. Mr. Ellis, 
in reply to my letter to the Department 
last Session, as you see by the Debates, says 
that Mr. Bonnewell paid the man in his 
pee while he was away with him (Ellis) ; 

ut Bonnewell swears that he did not pay 
any man in his place, and that the Govern- 
ment paid him (Bonnewell) for twenty days 
that he was away. He was cooking for Mr. 
Ellis, and he had another lock-tender 
helping him. I did not enquire who paid 
the other lock-tender : the country ara 
him, no doubt. Mr. Demare gives the Gov- 
ernment scow “Sir John” to freight stone 
to Port Dalhousie for the rubber factory. 
The stone comes through the canal as 
Government stone, and pays no tolls—no 
let pass ; and when asked if he charged 
for the scow or got paid, his answer 
was that he did not know. He also 
gives a Government scow to a lock- 
tender free of charge to freight stone, and 
the stone comes through the canal as 
Government stone—no let pass. He also 
gives steam pump, blocks and tackle, and 
jack screws for the use of the rubber factory 
free of charge—at least, there is no return of 
mouey collected. He gives diving armor 
and men free to some parties and in other 
cases he ties up vessels for refusing his de- 
mand until they pay his charges. He farms 
out lock-tenders to work at the foundation 
of the rubber factory for six weeks at a 
time, in order that they can make more 
money. These two lock-tenders were re- 
ceiving $47 each per month from the Gov- 
ernment. 

I said last Session, when requesting an 
investigation into canal management, that 
I considered Mr. Demare to be the cause 
of more trouble than any other man on 
the canal, and I think that the evidence 
taken at the investigation has proven what 
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I said then to be correct. Mr. Demate 
goes to a lock-tender, James Bradley, and 
requests him to make a false report 
against a brother lock-tender, George Mill- 
ward, on the same lock, and gives as a 
reason that he wants to put fins Mill- 
ward, off the canal—that he wants to get 
rid of him. Lock-tender Bradley’s evi- 
dence stands unimpeached in every re. 
spect. Mr. Demare swears that he did not 
do so, but his evidence is discredited, and 
I consider cannot have any force. What 
do we find to have taken place shortly 
afterwards. We find that this Lock- 
tender Bradley was dismissed on some 
trifling charge which he refuted, but 
he did not get placed back on the 
lock, so Mr. Bradley got dismissed because 
he refused to make a false report about 
Lock-tender Millward. Bradley warned 
Millward and put him on his guard. This 
man Demare pays money to himself that 
should be paid to the credit ot the country 
—from the schooner “ Leighton ” $10, from 
the barge “ Hall” $10, and money collected 
from Smilie and Kelly for use of the pon- 
toon by Capt. Murray, $38. According 
to C. Smilie’s evidence, the men at Port 
Dalhousie must get well paid for anything 
in the shape of work. id this money, 
the $38 collected from Smilie and Kelly, 
go to pay for the cement and stone for the 
and hall at Port Dalhousie? The $38 is 
not accounted for. Messrs. Murray and 
Cleveland collected the money, and the 
evidence shows that Mr. Demare got the 
material for the band hall from them. 
The evidence taken at the investigation 
de much more than I charged last 
ion, and shows a state of affairs that 
should not exist in the management of a 
great public work. I wish hon. gentle- 
men to read the evidence and deal out the 
unishment by the dismissal of these men 
om the Government employment—what 
I expected to be done under the circums- 
tances. We cannot expect to get the 
money back that has been wasted by those 
managing the Welland Canal, but we can 
dismiss from the service those found and 
proven guilty by the evidence. Last Ses- 
sion the leader of the House, Mr. Abbott, 
promised that there should be an imme- 
diate and searching investigation. An 
investigation has taken place; but, as I 
have shown, it was not searching or 
thorough; but enough has been proved to 
justify the Government in promptly dis- 


missing from the public service the men 
who have been mismanaging the Welland 
Canal. I beg to inquire, theréfore, what 
action the Government intend to take on 
the evidence taken before A. F. Wood, 
Esq., Commissioner, as to the conduct of 
the officials on the Welland Canal in the 
management of that important work. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—In answer to the 
inquiry made by the hon. gentleman, I have 
the honor to state that Mr. Wood’s report 
has been received but recently, and has 
not yet reached the Privy Council. 


SAULT STE. MARIE RAILWAY CO.S 
BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. READ moved the second 
reading of Bill (27) “An Act to incor- 
porate the Sault Ste. Marie Railway Com- 
pany.” He said: This Bill asks for autho- 
rity to build a railway from Sault Ste. 
Marie to Hudson’s Bay, with power also to 
issue debentures or bonds to a certain 
amount. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TI am surprised to 
hear my hon. friend from Quinté asking © 
the House to endorse the principle of this 
Bill. Do I understand that this railway is 
to run to Hudson’s Bay or to James’ Bay? 


Hon. Mr. READ—It says Hudson’s 
Bay in the title, but it says James’ Bay in 
the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That makes the 
matter rather worse. 


Hon. Me. REA D—It is called the Sault 
Ste. Marie and Hudson’s Bay Railway; but 
it is to construct a railway from Sault Ste. 
Marie to Moose Factory, on James’ Bay. 


Hon. Me. POWER—Every one who 
knows anything about that part of the 
country is aware of the fact that James’ 
Bay is not navigable for vessels of any size, 
and that it freezes over in the winter, and 
I really do not think it is right for this 
re to endorse the principle of such a 

ill. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 
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OTTAWA, MORRISBURG AND NEW 
YORK RAILWAY Co.’S BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. READ moved the second read- 
ing of Bill (28) “An Act to incorporate 
the Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York 
Railway Company.” He said: I need not 
dwell on this Bilt because it has been be- 
fore this House for three or four years in 
succession. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—I think it right that 
the attention of the House should be called 
to the fact that this is a measure which has 
been twice before the Senate and rejected. 
I certainly expected that there would have 
been some information given to the House 
to-day to guide us with reference to taking 
it up a third time—that we would have 
had some explanation of the difficulties 
being removed or reasons furnished why 
the former action of the Chamber should 
be reversed. There is no time now to enter 
into details, and I do not feel disposed to 
move a six months’ hoist to the Bill, but it 
is well that the House should know that 
this is a Bill that has been twice rejected 
by the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Not on the 
second reading. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—Not on the second 
reading, but on the report of the commit- 
tee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


SECOND READINGS. 


Bill (G) “An Act for the relief of Hugh 
Forbes Keefer.” (Mr. Clemow.) 
Bill (H) “An Act for the relief of 
Christiana Filman Glover.” (Mr.Sanford.) 
Bill (1) “An Act for the relief of David 
our lapp.” (Mr. Clemow.) 
ill (22) “ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Belleville and Lake Nipis- 
sing Railway Company.” (Mr. McKind- 


sey.) 

Bi (21) “An Act to incorporate the 
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Rail- 
way Company.” (Mr. Clemow.) 

ill (14) “An Act respecting the Port 
Arthur, Duluth and Western Railway 
Company.” (Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington.) 
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Bill iy “An Act respecting the Gode- 
rich and Canadian Pacific Junction Rail- 
way Company and to change the name to 
‘The Goderich and Wingham Railway 
Company.’” (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) 


THE SENATE STATIONERY. 
MOTION. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons asking that the officials of the 
Senate in charge of the stationery be per- 
mitted to give evidence before the Public 
Accounts Committee. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—TI believe this is 
avery important question. It has to be 
considered, and I move that the Mossage 
be taken into consideration on Wednesday 
next. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m. 


THE SENATE 
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 25th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported from the 
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and 
Harbors, without amendment, were read 
the third time, and passed :— 

Bill (J) “ An Act respecting the Great 
North-Western Railway Company.” (Mr. 
Clemow. ) 

Bill (13) ‘ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Alberta Railway and Coal 
Company.” (Mr. Girard.) 


RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Commit- 
tee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, 
reported Bill (A) “ An Act to amend the 
Railway Act,” without amendment, 


Hon. Mz. McCALLUM moved that the 
Bill be read the third time presently. 
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Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I move that the 
Bill be not read the third time presently, 
but that it be read the third time this day 
six months. My reasons for moving the 
six months hoist are various. In the first 
place, for a great many years a number 
of amendments were made to the Railway 
Act. These amendments were consoli. 
dated a few years ago, and we thought we 
had an Act that was pretty nearly perfect; 
but I suppose, like ali legislation framed 
by mankind, the Railway Act is not per- 
fect. Nevertheless, if it is not pertect, I 
do not think that the members of this 
House, when they look into this matter 
thoroughly, will pass the Bill that is now 
before us. In the first place, it is the 
business of the Government to attend to 
such matters. We have the Railway 
Committee of the Privy Council, who are 
perfectly able to take hold of this kind of 
work and ready to do it; and I am 
informed on the very best authority that 
there are no complaints against the 
working of the Act on the part of our 

rincipal railways. If this Bill is passed 
in the shape in which it is now—we passed 
it last year, but it was thrown out in the 
other branch of Parliament—it will simply 
cause a good deal of trouble to the rail- 
way companies from those who may 
happen to have ill-feeling against them— 
either by individuals making complaint 
to the municipality or by the municipality 
applying to the Railway Committee of 
the Privy Council, and none the com- 
panies to a great deal of trouble without 
accomplishing any good. The principal 
feature of the Bill relates to drainage. It 
provides that municipalities or individuals 
shall have the.power to compel railways 
to make culverts through their roads 
wherever there may D to be reason- 
able ground to do so. Now, culverts are all 
very well where they are absolutely 
necessary to carry off the water, but the 
municipalities take care that the railway 
companies provide culverts when they 
are building their lines. A great many 
railway accidents arise from the fact that 
culverts, either from the nature of the soil 
or other causes, sink after freshets. The 
water carries away the earth from the 
culvert and the road-bed subsides two or 
three inches. The rails spread, a train 
goes over the bank, and we never hear of 
the cause of the accident, because railway 
companies are disinclined to give details 
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of accidents. I am informed on the best 
authority that a very large number of 
railway accidents have happened from 
the cause I have mentioned. f do not think 
that we want to put into the hands of 
individuals or municipalities the power to 
cause an extra amount of danger to pas- 
ae Nd traffic. Besides that, we have spent 
in Canada a great many millions of dollars 
and granted large tracts of land to get rail- 
ways, and now we are asked to pass a Bill 
that may do the railway companies as much 
harmas wehavedonegood by ourmoney and 
land grants to the companies. Any person 
who will take the Cube to look into the 
Bill thoroughly, and into the Railway Act, 
will see that we have all the legislation 
that is necessary at present. If any amend- 
ment is required, the proper way to get it 
is to appeal to the Government to amend 
the existing law, and not pass new Acts that 
may not be workable and certainly will be 
a source of annoyance to the railway com- 
panies, without doing the country any 
hates The Railway Committee of the 
rivy Council is as good a vafeguard as 
could be provided. It is more anxious to 
look after the interests of the public than 
the interests of railway companies, because 
itis amenable to the public. To say the 
least of it, if this legislation is not vicious 
it is certainly unnecessary, and we should 
be very careful how we go further with it. 
I hope the good sense of this House will 
be oppose: to this Bill. Year after year it 
has been introduced, only to be thrown out 
in the other branch of Parliament. I feel 
very strongly on this question, because I 
took some trouble about it last year and 
have given it some attention since then, to 
find out whether there was any serious 
grievance or complaint. The engineers of 
the principal railway companies within 
the last ten days have told me that they 
had not a single complaint that they knew 
of, and that in case any such complaint 
should arise they are particularly anxious 
to attend to it as quickly as possible, as itis 
in their own interest to keep on good terms 
with the inhabitants through whose coun- 
try they pass. These are the reasons why 
I have moved the six months hoist, not in 
a spirit of opposition or obstruction at all, 
but in good faith, and I have hopes that it 
will be carried to-day. | 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—Last year I 
was rather favorable to this Bill, but on 
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contained 1,1004 reasons which confirmed 
me in opposing this Bill. 
reasons given by the promoter of tho Bill 
were that he had that many acres of land 
that the railway drained to some extent 
for him, but did not drain to the extent 
that he thought he was entitled to, and I 
concluded that such a Bill as this, without 
any complaint made against the railways 
by those who lived in their vicinity, was 
unnecessary. If my hon. friend had not 
owned 1,100 acres of land which required 
more drainage, I do not think that this 
Bill would have come before the House. I 
am notin favor of a Bill which tends to 
unsettle an established Act of Parliament 
for the benefit of any individual. It is 
rather hard to advert to such a matter, 
especially when the Bill is introduced by 
an hon. gentleman whom I look upon as a 
friend, and with whom I never had any- 
thing disturbing or annoying; but when 
no other reason can be given to this House 
but the one I have mentioned for the in- 
troduction of this Bill, I think it is nota 
sufficient ground to ensure my support of 
the measure. There is already a forum to 
which people can go if they are at all in- 
jared through failure of the railway com- 
panies to perform their duties. Those 
who are injured can go to the Railway 
Committee of the Privy Council, and they 
have their surveyors and engineers and 
means of deciding those questions. If we 
leave such matters to be dealt with by the 
municipalities we throw upon the railway 
companies a most complex and disagreeable 
duty. The municipality is composed of 
one set of men to-day and another set of 
men to-morrow, and if we bring the rail- 
ways within their power we throw on the 
railway companies a burden both vexa- 
tious and troublesome. Unless there is a 

ood reason-in the public interest for 
britiging in Bills interfering with esta- 
blished Acts, I hold that it is a bad prac- 
tice to adopt such legislation. Where an 
Act is established and has been found 
satisfactory for years it should not be 
repealed or amended unless there is a de- 
mand for legislation in the public interest. 
For these reasons, I shall vote for the six 
months hoist. 


These 1,1004. 
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|we might be moving too rapidly to pass 


it; but the hon. gentleman could not have 
been paying attention to what took place 
at the Table of the House, or he would 
have heard a petition in favor of this very 
measure read here within the last few 
minutes. I am also informed, on the very 
best authority, that petitions which have 
been signed in nearly all the counties of 
the Province of Ontario are now findin 
their way before the other Chamber, an 
that more of them will get there within 
the next day or two. The probabilities 
are that the people interested in this 
matter did not think it necessary to pre- 
sent petitions to the Senate, because this 
House last year passed this Bill by an 
almost unanimous vote. Consequently, I 
do not think there is very much in the ob- 
jection raised by the hon. gentleman from 
oronto. That hon. gentleman was a little 
facetious, at the expense of the promoter 
of this Bill. He said that there were no 
grievances suffered by anyone, and no 
reasons put forward in favor of this Bill, 
except the 1,100 of the honorable intro- 
ducer. I do not believe in personal 
legislation. It is objectionable ; but, if 
it happens that the gentleman who in- 
troduces the Bill suffers in common 
with a number of his neighburs from 
the unsatisfactory condition of the law, 
that does not render his connection 
with the measure objectionable. The 
hon. member from Monck is not alone in 
this matter, and his case is the case of 
hundreds of.others who have signed these 
petitions, one of which has been presented 
to the Senate and several to the House of 
Commons; and further, my own feeling is 
that it is not well to discuss in the House 
everything which takes place in the Com- 
mittee. The hon. gentleman from Monck 
did not give the fuct which has been put 
forward by the hon. member from Toronto 
as the principal reason why the Bill 
should pass. He said there were scores of 
people throughout Ontario suffering from 
the want of this Bill, and mentioned some 
townships in which there were a number 
of instances, and then added: “I am one of 
the sufferers myself.” Was there any- 
thing wrong or improper in the connection 
of the hon. gentleman from Monck with 
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this Bill under the circumstances? 1 think 
we should dismiss these 1,100 reasons at 
once from our minds and deal with the 
Bill on its merits. The hon. gentleman 
from Alma division said that one of the 
fundamental reasons why this Bill should 
not pass was that it was a Bill which 
amended the Railway Act; and he said 
we have amended this Railway Act 
several times, and we think we have got 
it nearly perfect now and should leave it 
alone, It has become now, in the opinion 
of the hon. gentleman and I presume in 
the opinion of a number of other hon. 
gentlemen who are interested in railways, 
nearly perfect, and we should let it alone, 
and for the future it must be like the laws 
of the Medes and Persians, but it happens 
that in the opinion of the petitioners who 
have come to this House and the House of 
Commons, and of many who have not 
signed the petitions, the Railway Act is not 
pee now ; and I should like to ask the 

on. gentleman from Alma why we are 
here? It is not chiefly to take care of the 
railway companies, for they have gen- 
erally taken very good care of 
their own interests, and we have taken 
care of their interests in the legislation 
which has been passed; but our business 
is to take care of the people at large. We 
represent them. They are not represented 
by counsel and by influential boards of 
directors, and we are supposed to repre- 
sent them. If itis found that, looking at 
the interests ofthe public, the Railway 
Act is not quite perfect, then it is our duty, 
representing the public, to make the Act 
more perfect, if possible. There is not the 
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that amendments to the law are necessary, 
the Government have no right to dictate 
to us as to what we should do. Of course, 
if legislation that is proposed by any mem- 
ber of this House is repugnant to common 
sense, or calculated to be injurious to the 
public interests, then the Government will 
have no difficulty, if they are hostile to it, 
in securing a majority to defeat it; but, if 
the legislation proposed by a member of 
this House is in the public interest, I 
think it would be very much to the dis- 
credit of this House if they should 
reject that legislation, simply because 
the Government do not happen to fancy 
it. But, in the present instance, I do 
not understand that the Government are 
hostile to the proposed legislation. The hon. 
gentleman from Alma says that we have 
a Railway Committee of the Privy Coun- 
cil, and if there is anything wrong about 
the law they can make it all right, but 
the Railway Committee of the Privy Coun- | 
cil cannot alter the law; they simply act 
under the law. The hon. gentleman, at a 
later stage, undertook to say that the pre- 
sent plan of doing things was quite satis- 
factory—that the Railway Committee of 
the Privy Council would look after the 

ublic interest in every case. That may 

e perfectly true where the country 
affected is in the vicinity of the capital; but 
itis not true as to more remote portions 
of the Dominion. It is all very well for 
the hon. gentleman to talk about coming 
to the Railway Committee of the Privy 
Council; but suppose a difficulty arises in 
British Columbia, it is a very serious thing 
for a municipality to send a delegate or 


slightest objection to altering the law, if| professional man all the way to Ottawa 


we make the law better. That is what we 
are doing every year. What is our Statute 
book every year but simply an illustration 
of the fact that the laws have not been 

rfect, that we are trying to make them 

tter. I think the Railway Act would 
bear amendment in other particulars be- 
sides that before the House; but I think 
this Bill—which, by the way, is largely the 
result of the painstaking efforts of the hon. 
gentleman who led this House last Session 
—is a great improvement in the law. The 
hon. gentleman spoke of it as being the 
business of the Government to introduce 
such a measure; but it is not the business 
of the Government to do all the legislating. 
We are here to represent the people and 
to leyislate; and, when we are satisfied 


for the purpose of presenting their view 
of the matter before the Railway Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council. It is not 
difficult for the railway company, because 
the railway companies, as a rule, have their 
solicitors on the spot. There is no gentle- 
man here who has so little experience as 
not to know that the idea of any private 
individual or any poor municipality un- 
dertaking to go into litigation with a 
powerful railway company is almost 
absurd. It means entering upon inter- 
minable litigation. The hon. gentlemen 
who are opposed to this Bill have not put 
the matter fairly before the House. Their 
ps leave the impression that the 

ill enables municipalities to worry and 
annoy railway companies. If any hon. 
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this Bill through he will find that it does 
not empower municipalities to do any- 
thing of the sort. As it is now, the muni- 
cipality.can bring the railway company 
to Ottawa. Under this Bill, the munici- 
pality in the first instance gives the com- 
pany notice that, in the opinion of 
the municipal council, there - should 
be a culvert at or near a certain point 
on the line. I dare say that in most cases 
the railway company, when they come to 
look at the matter, will be satisfied that the 
municipal council is right, and there will 
be no more litigation or trouble about it; 
the railway company will putin the culvert. 
If, on the other hand, the municipal coun- 
cil happen to be unreasonable in their 
demand, then the railway company, under 
this Bill, can go to the Railway Committee 
of the Privy Council, and if the demand 
of the municipality is unreasonable, that 
committee will not grant it. I think the 
rights of the railway companies are amply 
protected. Further, this Bill does not apply 
to cases where the expenditure involved 
will be large. It only applies to cases where 
the expenditure will be under $800. I fail to 
see how the Bill can injure seriously any 
railway company; and I do not see any 
serious objection to it all. The hon. gentle- 
man from Alma division, with great 
impressiveness and with a certain mystery 
of manner, intimated that he had from the 
very best authority information that a 
large number of railway accidents occurred 
from defective culverts, My own impres- 
sion is that if such is the case it is little 
to the credit of the railway companies. It 
is their duty to construct the culverts ina 
workmanlike manner, as they construct 
the remainder of their roads. If the road is 
not properly ballasted or the sleepers are 
too old accidents will happen just as readily 
as from inferior culverts; and it is the 
duty of the railway company to have not 
only the culverts but the sleepers and 
track in a proper condition. 


Hon. Me. OGILVIE—They can see one; 
they cannot see the other. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It is the duty of the 


track-master to examine the culverts as | 2S 


well as the track. The hon. gentleman 
spoke as though the effect of this Bill would 
be to increase the risk of accident. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—Hear, hear. 


ee me 2 
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gentleman will take the trouble to read| Hon. Mz. POWER—L hear indications 


of approval of that sentiment from the 
hon. member from Ottawa. I think both 
these hon. gentlemen know enough about 
railways to be aware that all accidents 
which happen from too much water are 
not from the falling in of culverts, but 
that washouts often happen, and that they 
are likely to happen, because there is not 
any culvert and no outlet for the water. 
A washout is just as likely to happen 
from that cause as from the falling in of a 
culvert. The hon. gentleman from Alma 
division spoke as though we were under a 
very great obligation to the railway com- 
panies here. 


Hon. MR. OGILVIE—No; I did not. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—It may be that a 
number of these railway companies have 
gone into the business of railway con- 
struction from purely philanthropic mo- 
tives, but I do not know that any one has 
seriously alleged that. If the railway 
companies have benefited Canada, the 
have, as a rule, benefited themselves; and, 
at any rate, if we have railways in this 
country, if we subsidize railway companies 
and give them important privileges, is it 
not for the benefit of this country? We 
do not do that for the benefit of the rail- 
way companies, bu in the public interest. 
There is not the slightest doubt that, when 
a railway runs through a country where 
there is a large fall of water, it is necessary 
that there should be culverts at reasonable 
intervals, and that is about all that this 
Bill provides—that the railway company 
should not unreasonably refuse to make 
culverts. Ifa municipality outin British 
Columbia, or down in the Island of Cape 
Breton, finds that the water has been 
dammed back on the lands of the farmers 
by the railway, the railway company feel 
that they can, to a certain extent, defy 
these people, because they are not 
likely to come to Ottawa to the Railway 
Committee of the Privy Council, and the 
railway company calculates on that. The 
argument was used that the Bill had been 
thrown out in the House of Commons last 
year, and therefore we should not pass it 
ain. I think that is a most extraor- 
dinary doctrine, We passed it here last 
year almost unanimously; it went down 
to the other House at a rather late period 
of the Session ; it was defeated there—not 
in the House, but in the Railway Com- 
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mittée—largely because the members of 
the Railway Committee did not understand 
the exact nature of this Bill; they were 
misled—I do not mean to say deliberately 
misled—but misled by statements like those 
made by the hon. member from Alma 
to-day. The impression was left on their 
minds that this was a measure which 
placed the railway companies in the hands 
of any ill-natured individual. That is not 
the case. There is one fact which the hon, 
gentleman has not adverted to, that in his 
own Province the substance of this Bill is 
law to-day ; and the hon. gentleman gets 
np here and says that a law which is good 
and beneficial, and in the public interests 
of the Province of Quebec 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I did not say so. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—That is practically 
what the hon. gentleman says. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—Do not put words 
into my mouth; you have been doing so 
ever since you rose. 


Hon. Mr. POWER simply give the 
substance of what the hon. gentleman’s 
argument is. The substance of this Bill is 
law to-day in the Province of Quebec, 
under the Consolidated Statutes of Old 
Canada, and under the Code of Quebec; and 
the hon. gentleman, representing a division 
of the Province of Quebec, rises here and 
asks us not to extend this law, which is, as 
I said, useful and beneficial and proper in 
Quebec, to the whole Dominion. I hope 
the House will not, after having passed 
this Bill almost unanimously last year, and 
read it the second time this year without 
any division, at the last stage stultify itself 
by throwing it out to-day. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I do not think my 
hon. friend from Halifax has seen the 
arguments that have been advanced against 
the passage of this Bill. I concur very 
largely in the statements made by the hon. 
member from Algoma, with reference to 
there being no necessity for this Bill, and 
I think there is also some very serious 
question whether it would not be injurious 
rather than helpful to the public interest. 
My hon. friend spoke as though we, in this 
House, were in a very especial manner 
the representatives and guardians of the 
peoples rights. I trust we are so. 
Although not directly responsible to the 





poo in the positions we hold here, 1 
elieve every member of this House has a 
sincere and earnest desire to advance the 
general interest of the community, and 
guard private interests—just as much 80 
as members of the other House. But a 
contrast is drawn between our position 
and that of the Railway Committee. I 
hold that it entirely fails. 


Hon. Mr. POWER —I did not draw any 
contrast at all. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The hon. gentleman 
certainly drew the contrast most decidedly 
—that we were responsible, but that the 
Railway Committee was not responsible. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not say any- 
thing of the sort. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I understood the 
hon. gentleman to say so. I am very glad 
to hear I was mistaken. I think that the 
Railway Committee is more responsible to 
the people than even this House is, and I 
think that the Railway Committee in all 
their past acts have shown a strong desire 
to maintain the interests of the public, 
even against those of the Railway Com- 
mittee. in the committee a reference 
was made to a question which I put to the 
promoter of the Bill. I should like to 
explain to the House my motive for 
doing so, because on it hangs the 
only question which we ought to decide. 
Is this a Bill that ought to carry in 
this House? In the committee we had 
the advantage of the presence, the informa- 
tion and the advice of an experienced 
lawyer, a gentleman who has had great 
legislative experience both in the Provin- 
cial and Dominion Legislatures, who has 
had a great deal to do with railway legis- 
lation and railway cases in the country, 
and who was himself for a time a member 
of the Executive, having authority over 
these things. He told us, and stated most 
distinctly, that the present law meets every 
requirement which is aig ey to be met 
by the Bill that is now before the House. 
That is a very important statement— 
that everything which is attempted to be 
obtained by this Bill now presented to the 
House is already attainable by proper pro- 
cess under the existing law. That led me to 
ask the question where this law failed, and 
I asked the promoter of the Bill: “Can you 
name to me a single instance where the 
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present law has been found insufficient to 
meet a case of this kind?” I wanted to 
know whether there was any truth that 
additional legislation was needed. I got no 
answer to that question. A long address 
about generalities was, of course, delivered, 
and a statement made about these petitions. 
Hon. gentlemen know what these petitions 
mean. It is not difficult to get petitions 
signed when they are presented by influ- 
ential persons, and especially when they 
ask for increased privileges and powers, as 
these do, for the municipalities. But I hold 
that these petitions are no proof, such as 
the House requires, of any public demand 
for a change in the statute. We want proof 
that the statute has failed in any case. 
That proof has not been brought forward 
in a single instance. I think ia the Bill 
itself there are elements of what will 
probably lead to confusion and litigation. 
For instance, very large power is given 
under this Bill to the municipalities. Now 
we all know what municipalities are com- 
posed of: they are, no doubt, intelligent 
men, but they are not familiar with engi- 
neering questions, and yet they may pass 
resolutions and impose restrictions which 
this House is not cognizant of, and the 
railway companies will be brought under 
these restrictions, however absurd or inju- 
rious they may be. Surely that is something 
that should not be done. We ought not to 
delegate power to municipal bodies—excel- 
lent bodies, no doubt, but not possessed of 
the knowledge and information which 
would enable them to legislate fur tho 
country and control the railway companies. 
I think that is an element of danger; but 
my main objection to the Bill is that it is 
unnecessary, that it interferes with the 
statute now on our books, which it is a 
great deal better to keep intact. I am 
persuaded, if the promoter of the Bill and 
those working with him could show to the 
Railway Committee a single instance in 
which a thing of this kind had been sought 
and refused, which should have been 
granted, they themselves would take care 
that the law should be so amended that it 
should not occur in the future. This is one 
of the Bills which ought to be admittedly 
under the special care of the Government. 
I think the Railway Act which we now 
have—wbhile, of course, it is susceptible, as 
any human legislation is, of improvement 
and amendment—works satisfactorily, and 
that any improvements and amendments 


justice. Now, I beg to assure hon. 
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that may be required should only be 
obtained when a necessity for them is 
made apparent, and when that necessity 
has been properly brought before the 
Government. 


The Senate divided on the amendment, 
which was rejected by the following vote :— 


CONTENTS : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Almon, Lacoste, 
rules Ree mery, 

ai n, urphy, 
Botsford, O’Donohoe, 
ochrane, Ogilvie, 

Girard, Prowse 
Glasier, Scot 
Guévremont, Smith, 
Howlan, Vidal. —18. 

Non-CoNTENTS : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Archibald McInnes (B.C.), 
Boucherville, de, McKay 
Boulton, McKindsey, 
Casgrain, Macdonald (B.C.), 
Chaffers, Macfarlane, 
Clemow, Merner, 
De Blois, Miller, 
Dever, uet, 
Grant, Perley, 
Haythorne, | Power, 
Kaulbach, Read (Quinté), 
Lewin, eesor, 
Lougheed, Reid (Cariboo), 
McCallum, Sanford, 
McClelan, Stevens, 
McDonald (C.B.), Sutherland.—32. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—I wish to say one 
word to remove a serious misconception 
from the minds of some hon. gentlemen. 
It is conceded that the Railway Committee 
have the widest possible power. The argu- 
ment that has been used is that it is unfair 
that municipalities in remote parts of the 
country should be obliged to come to Ot- 
tawa or be represented before the Railway 
Committee of the Privy Council in order 
to obtain what they consider fair and equal 
en- 
tlemen that I am not aware that the Rail- 
way Committee have ever required a 
municipality to be represented here. One 
hon. gentleman who spoke in support of 
the Bill said, by way of illustration: Sup- 
pose a grievance arose in British Columbia, 
would it not be reasonable that the party 
or municipality making the application 
should be obliged to attend here or be re- 
presented by counsel. Now, it just so hap- 


peu? that, either at the last meeting of the 


ilway Committee, or the meeting im- 
mediately preceding that, an application 
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came from the municipality of New West- 
minster. They were very much opposed 
to the work that was going on there by a 
railway company, and a fierce contest 
arose between them. The railway was 
ably represented on this occasion by coun- 
sel, but the D RE a was represented 
by nothing else than a letter; yet the 
Railway Committee decided in favor of 
the municipality, showing that the idea 
that it is necessary to be represented at 
Ottawa is entirely erroneous. The Rail- 
way Committee of the Privy Council are 
exceedingly careful to guard the rights of 
those who are not represented—much more 
careful and cautious than if those rights 
are represented by counsel, With a know- 
ledge of that whereof I am speaking, hav- 
ing considerable experience in these mat- 
ters, all I can say is that to settle a griev- 
ance of this kind—an application for a 
culvert or deepening a drain—it will in- 
volve very much less time and labor to 
make application to Mr. Trudeau, Secre- 
tary of the Railway Committee ot the 
Privy Council, than to apply under this 
Bill, and I do not think it is likely that a 
solitary case will arise under this Bill in 
the next ten years. 


rma Mr. POWER—Then why oppose 
it 

Hon. MR. SCOTT—Because it is a dis- 
turbing Bill. Under the existing law, if 
any grievance arises it is a very simple 
matter to communicate with Mr. Trudeau 
and have it dealt with by the Railway 
Committee. There is an officer whose 
duty it is to attend to such matters—Mr. 
Ridout—and he is constantly travelling 
over the country from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific to inquire into just such cases, and 
I think one could fairly throw out the 
challenge that an authenticated case of 
hardship under the Railway Act as it now 
exists cannot be pointed out. Is it wise 








137 


te 


a Bill of this kind. They do not think it 
reasonable; they do not think it is de- 
manded or necessary. They will simply 
dispute the propriety of putting a culvert 
in a particular place. Then, aftor the 
plans have been prepared, the municipalit 

appealed to and the order made, they will 
come to the Railway Committee of the Privy 
Council, where the question will have to be 
finally decided, because there is a clause 
in this Bill which gives either party the 
right to A oy to that tribunal. Itis a 
very simple matter to communicate by 
letter with the Secretary of the Railway 
Committee of the Privy Council to ques- 
tion the propriety of putting a culvert at 
the point indicated. The Railway Com- 
mittee still has to deal with it, You will 
impose all that trouble by the machinery 
provided in this Bill, and give these im- 
aginary powers—because, after all, theyar 

onlyimaginary—to the municipality, whan 
they can accomplish nothing by means of 


them. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I am very 
much surprised to hear my hon. friend 
saying that the railway companies are 80 
arbitrary and despotic that they will 
resist a demand, whether reasonable or 
unreasonable. I do not suppose what I 
am saying will have any effect on the Bill, 
because the House has given its decision. 
The hon. gentleman mentions one case 
where a railway company was defeated 
on an application to the Railway Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council. It shows 
how arbitrary the railway company must 
have been to let the case come before that 
tribunal when there were no grounds for 
resisting the demand. Under the Bill the 
Railway Committee are judges, but only in 
certuin cases, The hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa says that a case can be fairly and 
reasonably discussed and decided with the 
counsel for the railway company there 


or prudent that we should throw on the|to press the claims of the railway and 
country a Bill of this kind? It either has | nobody present to represent the interest 
a meaning, or it has not a meaning. It) of the other side; bat dde not think there 
is a Bill that is difficult in its intrepreta- would be the same probability of having a 
tion and would be a prolific source of liti-| proper decision as there would be under 
gation. It must be patent to hon. gentle-| this Bill. I contend that the proposed 


men when they read it that in every case 
under this Bill the parties will still have 
a right to appeal to the Railway Commit- 
tee, and they have all this complicated 
machinery, in the first instance. The 
railway companies will probably resist 





legislation is in the interest of the country, 
and there will not be any dispute between 
the railway companies and the munici- 
palities. This will prevent rather than 
cause dissensions in the country. It will 
in many cases improve the railway tracks ; 
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because, as my hon. friend from Halifax 
has shown, there are more accidents 
caused by the want of culverts than by 
the existenceof such structures. Ifa culvert 
breaks down it shows that there has been 
bad engineering. Most of the damage I 
have seen on railways—and I have tra- 
velled on a good many—have occurred 
from washouts because there were not suf- 
ficient culverts. I consider the Bill is in 
the public interest, and the public interest 
should be considered in a matter of this 
kind. When we talk about millions of 
money spent on railways we know that 
the expenditure has been for the public 
benefit. The public should be considered 
in the matter. The railway companies are 
quite able to take care of themselves. 


Hon. Me. ALMON—I do not think it is 
much use shooting a dead Indian, but if 
this Bill is wanted very much it is very 
unfortunate that it only applies to the older 
Provinces. In the North-West they have 
no municipal councils, and therefore that 
part of the Dominion cannot derive any 
advantage from this Bill. They must re- 
quire dreinage in the North-West, and if 
this measure is so absolutely necessary, 
why does it not apply to the Territories as 
well as to the older Provinces? I say that 
culverts area causeof seriousdanger on rail- 
ways. Accidents happen every year from 
culverts weakening the bed of the railway. 
In Nova Scotia a number of railwaysare cut 
through solid rock. Say a municipal coun- 
cil, whose members, as my hon. friend from 
Sarnia says, are no doubt very good men, 
but not engineers,and certainly not familiar 
with hydraulics—decide that a hole must 
be made through such an embankment, 
this Bill empowers them to call in, not an 
engineer, but a land surveyor. 


Hon. MR. READ—He can take the 
levels. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—Yes; he can take 
the levels, but you would not think of em- 
ploying a land surveyor to build a rail- 
road. My hon. friend might like to tra- 
vel on a line constructed under such an 
engineer, but I would not. Very often, 
as I have said, the railway lines pass 
through solid rock, and this surveyor says 
that a culvert must be made. It must be 
done by blasting the rock. You can easily 
understand if a rock is blasted what the 
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and the rails put out of order, and in all 
probability accidents will happen. There 
is a railway in Nova Scotia which my 
hon. friend, the senior member from Hali- 
fax, may remember was called the “ Grit 
Railway.” It was built from Yarmouth 
to Digby, and was to be finished by a cer- 
tain time. It was stated by some—though 
I did not see it myself—that the bed of this 
road was built of brush-wood, with frozen 
earth thrown over it. Fancy what the 
effect would be if culverts were put through 
such an embankment! It would have gone 
to pieces. As we are talking about many 
things, I will compliment the hon. mem- 
ber from Sarnia on having discovered 
that petitions are easily got up and do not 
amount tomuch. There was atime when 
he thought differently. When this House 
was flooded with petitions in favor of the 
Canada Temperance Act he thought they 
were an indication of public opinion, but 
now he thinks they do not amount to any- 
thing. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I move that 
the Bill be not now read the third time, but 
that the same be amended by adding the 
following to the seventh clause: 

Where in any Province or Territory a railway 
passes through a tract of country which has not been 
erected into a municipality, the Lieutenant-Governor 
in Council, of such Province or Territory, shall, for 
ae el of this Act, be substituted for a Munici- 
uncil. 

The words The Lieutenant-Governor in Council, 
so far as this Act relates to the North-West Terri- 
tories, shall mean the Lieutenant-Governor, by and 
with the advice and consent of his Advisory Council. 


I may say, in justification of this amend- 
ment, that the principle of the Bill appears 
to contemplate giving certain advantages 
to the Provinces, but the construction of 
the measure is such that it cannot be made 
applicable to the North-West Territories 
by reason of the fact that the greater por- 
tion of the Territories has not been erected 
into municipalities. There are, however, 
few rural municipalities in that vast 
country. There are some urban munici- 
palities adjoining the line of railways, but 
very few rural municipalities. Thereis a 
general aversion in the North-West to 
municipalities, owing to the fact that we 
have excellent roadways there, and we do 
not want to incur taxation which muni- 
cipal government would involve. There 
is no reason why the advantages which 
this Bill proposes to offer to the Provinces 


effect will be. The sleepers will be raised ; should not be extended to the Territories. 


SE 
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It is no argument to say that there are no 
municipalities in the North-West Terri- 
tories. The same want that demands the 

assage of this Bill in the Provinces exists 
in the Territories, and consequently I sub- 
mit that a provision should be made to 
extend the advantages contemplaced in 
this Bill to the Territories. The conten- 
tion can scarcely be admitted to be a 
strong one, that municipalities can deal 
more ably with the provisions of this Bill 
than the Lieutenant-Governor, with the 
advice and consent of his advisory board. 
The rights of the railway company will be 

uite as much guarded by the Lieutenant- 

overnor and his advisory board as they 
can be by the municipalities. I am no’ 
casting any reflection on the ability dis- 
paye by the municipalitiesindealing with 
such questions as this; but certainly rail- 
way companies can thoroughly depend on 
this fact, that they will receive as much 
consideration, and as much ability will be 
displayed by the Lieutenant-Governor as 
by any omit pay in dealing with these 
cases. ‘Therefore, Î hope there will be no 
objection to the amendment. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was read a third time, and 


passed, on a division. 
NAVIGATION OF THE RED RIVER. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. SUTHERLAND rose to in 
quire— 

Whether it is the intention of the Government, at 
an early ea to suppitient the improvement of 
navigation about completed at the outlet of the Red 
River, into Lake RP and that by also improv- 
ing that t known as the St. Andrew’s Rapids, 
which will materiaily enhance the improvements 
already made? 

He said: I will briefly refer to the 
advantages of the navigation of the Red 
River in the early settlement of the coun- 
try, and show that it still continues to be 
advantageous to the people of the North- 
West, as it wasintheearly days. Although 
we have railways in the neighborhood 
running parrallel with the river, in some 
parts there are sections of the country 
where the railways do not touch on the 
river. To give some idea of the immense 
valne of the river, I may be permitted to 
state the distances which are navigable. 
There were originally two obstructions to 
the navigation of the Red River. One 
was at the mouth of the river near Lake 


of 
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Winnipeg. That obstruction, I believe, 
has been about removed. The other, to 
which my motion more particularly refers 
is St. Andrews Rapids. These two ob- 
structions were origiually the only serious 
barriers to the navigation ot the river. 
The St. Andrews Rapids are about thirty- 
five or forty miles south of the mouth of 
the river, and from that point to the inter- 
national boundary the navigation is not 
seriously interrupted, so that St. Andrews 
Rapids are the only obstruction io the 
river at present. Some few years ago, 
the Red River was our only channel 
of commerce. Immediately after Mani- 
toba was made a Province of Canada our 
whole traffic was carried down the Red 
River through the United States. Most 
hon. gentlemen are aware of the fact that 
the Red River is the boundary line between 
Minnesota and Dakota, and that the river 
is navigable for some 300 miles south of 
the boundary line. There is some local 
traffic still on the river, with the 
prospect that it will be increased. There- 
fore, I think it is very desirable that the 
St. Andrews Rapids, the only existing ob- 
stacle to the navigation, should be im- 
proved as early as possible. Fsay as early 
us possible, because we have had very dry 
seusons for the last three or four years espe- 
cially, and I expect that the next season will 
be equally dry. There is no doubt that any 
work undertaken for the improvement of 
these rapids could be done much cheaper 
during the incoming season than probabl 

for some time afterwards, because I thin 

we are entering upon wet seasons again, 
and we may expect that the water in the 
river will be higher in the future. There 
are several saw-mills on the shores of Lake 
Winnipeg and on the islands, and there is 
a very considerable amount of timber and 
lumber brought to Winnipeg by way of the 
Red River. Of course, they are obliged to 
break bulk at the rapids. The best build- 
ing stone we have in all the Territories— 
granite, sandstone and limestone—can be 
had with very little trouble along the 
shores of the islands, as well as along the 
shores of the lake itself. I therefore ask 
the question which appears on the Order 
Paper, and I hope to receive a favorable 


reply. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—In answer to the 
inquiry made by the hon. gentleman from 
Kildonan, I have the honor to state that 
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that subject is engaging the attention of 
the Government now. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (45) “An Act to incorporate the 
Tilsonburg, Lake Erie and Pacific Railway 
Me (Mr. McKindsey.) 

Bill (23) “An Act to incorporate the 
Belding, Paul & Company (Limited).” (Mr. 
Ogilvie.) 


IMPROPER USE OF WEAPONS BILL. 
IN COMMITTEE. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (B) ‘ An Act 
nhl rhea the improper use of Fire-arms 
and other Weapons.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the 2nd sub-section of the 1st clause,— 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH said: This 
sub-section gives to the magistrate a great 
deal of power. He may grant an ex- 
emption to extend to any part of the Do: 
minion of Canada. Ît seems to me that 
the power should not extend beyond the 
Province in which he is appointed to act. 
The hon. gentleman who leads the House 
might look into this matter. 


The clause was adopted. 


On the 2nd clause,— 


Hon. Mr. READ said: It has been 
suggested to me by a gentleman in the 
other House that provision should be made 
against selling ammunition to boys. A case 
which occurred in St. John was mentioned, 
where a boy had found a pistol and bought 
ammunition and shot another boy on a 
wharf. I move that the words “or any 
ammunition therefor,” be added «after the 
word ‘air-gun.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I should like to 
add to that, “or any toy pistol with ful- 
minating caps.” I have known in my 
practice two cases of accidents occurring 
through the use of such toys. Boys put 
stones in these toy pistols, and fulminating 
caps have sufficient explosive force to do 
considerable damage. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The first clause ot 
the Bill, I think, covers the ground reason- 
ably well. 


that is calculated to do mischief, and there 
is no reason why we should ruin the trade 
of people who deal in toy pistols. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The first clause of 
this Bill is applicable to the case of a per- 
son whois found with a pistol on his person. 
This clause is intended to reach the person 
who sells. It is a good provision. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—If an instrument is 
harmless, why should 1t be prohibited ? 


The committee divided on the amend- 
ment, which was rejected. 


Hon. Me. O’DONOHOE—It seems to 
me a clause should be added to this Bill, 
requiring merchants who sell pistols and 
air-guns to keep a record of each sale, 
giving the name of the purchaser, the date 
of the sale, and the number or other mark 
of the weapon, so that it could be identified. 
Very frequently such a record would be 
of service in the detection of crime. It 
would cause very little trouble to the mer- 
chant to register these sales. 


Hon. Me. DEVER— What would prevent 
a person who bought a pistol from trans- 
ferring it to another ? 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—This record 
would always show who had bought the 
pistol in the first place. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—But the pur- 
chaser might give a wrong name. 


Hon. Mr. O‘’DONOHOE—That might 
occur in any transaction of life, but it 
seems to me that a record such as I have 
mentioned might prove very useful in the 
detection of crime. I move that the fol- 
lowing words be added as a sub-section: 
“ Every one who sells any pistol or air- 
gun shall keep a record of such sale, the 
date thereof, name of the purchaser and 
the number or other mark by which sach 
arm may be identified, under the penalty 
in the preceding section mentioned.” 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should like to 
point out to the committee the very abeurd 
position in which this clause will go to 
the House of Commons with that amend- 
ment. We first prevent the sale of fire- 
arms under the feed of a penalty, and 
then we say that the person whosells tire- 
arms should keep a record of each sale. 


It covers any kind of weapons |If that amendment is made it will be 
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entirely inconsistent with the first clause 
of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The first clause 
relates to selling to minors; the other 
relates to the sale of fire-arms to anybody. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—The amendment 
should be a separate section. It has no con- 
nection at all with the matter in section 2. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I would suggest 
that the word “air” bestruck out of every 
section of the Bill where it occurs. I 
think the air-gun should be prohibited for 
any purpose. It is, as I said on a former 
occasion, the murderer’s weapon. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—If the amendment 
of the hon. member from Toronto should 
be adopted, the effect of the Bill will be 
this, that no person can sell a pistol or air- 

n to any one to whom he can now law- 

ully sell it without registering it, Ithink 

that would be an interference with trade 
which would not do the Bill much good in 
another place, and I do’not think it will 
help to meet the object which my hon. 
friend from Quinté had in view when he 
drafted the Bill, namely, to protect the 
public against the sale of those weapons 
to minors. 


Hon. Mn. KAULBACH—The object of 
the Bill is to restrict the sale of those 
deadly weapons, and the trade in them will 
necessarily be diminished as a result of 
this legislation. 


Hon. Me. POWER—After all, it is only 
putting dangerous weapons in the same 
position as noxious drugs. According to 
the laws of some countries any apothecary 
who sells poison is obliged to make an 
entry, in a book kept for the purpose, of 
the name of the person to whom the poi- 
sun was sold and the nature of the poison. 
Ido not think there is anything very un- 
reasonable in requiring that a gunsmith 
should make an entry of the name of the 
purchaser of the gun and the number or 
other mark on the gun for the purpose of 
identification. With respect to the sug- 

tion made by the hon. member from 
t. Boniface, I should be very glad, for one, 
to try to do what he wishes, but his sug- 
gestion, if adopted, would have a totally 
ifferent effect, and if he strikes out the 
word “ air” from the Bill it will have the 
effect of preventing the sale of any other 
kind of gun whatever. 


ee ——— — 





The committee divided on the amend- 
mont, which was adopted. Contents, 18; 
non-contents, 8. . 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH.—I observe that 
the schedule limits the power of a magis- 
trate to issue cortificates. The second 
clause of the Bill giveshimageneral power, 
but the schedule says that the certificate 
should state the limits to which it is 
applied. 

Hon. Mr. POWER —I think the position 
taken by my hon. friend from Lunenburg 
is perfectly sound, and I understand that 
the introducer of the Bill proposes to let 
the third reading stand, in order that he 
may have an opportunity to consult the 
leader of the House as to whether an 
amendment to limit the jurisdiction of a 
magistrate under this Bill is desirable or 
not. 


Hon. Mr. MoCLELAN, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill, with amend- 
ments. 


STEAMBOAT INSPECTION BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Me. LACOSTE moved the second 
reading of Bill (O) “An Act to amend 
the Steamboat Inspection Act, Cap 78 of 
the Revised Statutes.” He said: The main 
object of this Bill is to take out of the Act 
the rules and regulations concerning the 
inspection of boilers and safety valves of 
steamboats, and also relating to the con- 
struction of boilers, and to put this into the 
hands of the Governor-in-Council for the 
purpose of following the progress of science, 
and making those rules and regulations 
more in accord with modern scientific 
construction. There aresome other changes 
of minor importance relating to certificates. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE LAW OF 
MARRIAGE BILL. 
IN COMMITTEE, 

The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the Bill (F) “An Act 
respecting offences against the Law of 
Marriage.” 

(In the Committee.) 

On the first clause,— 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) said. 
I will ask the House to adopt the first 





clause, and then rise and report progress- 
I bave an intimation from the Minister fo 
Justice that he intends to embody this Bil, 
in a measure which he is about to intro- 
duce to amend the criminal law. In that 
case this Bill is likely to be dropped alto- 


gether. I therefore move that the com- 
mittee rise, report progress, and ask leave 
to sit again, on Tuesday next. 


Hon. Mrz. DICKEY—I should like to 
direct the attention of my hon. friend pub- 
licly, as I have already done privately, to 
sub-section 4 of section 1, which is as fol- 
lows : — 

“This section shall not apply to any Indian belong- 
ing to a tribe or band among whom polygamy is not 


contrary to law, nor to any person not a subject of 
Her Majesty, and not resident in Canada.” 


I think that is a very dangerous excep- 
tion to make, because it may have the 
effect of excepting the very class to whom 
the Bill is intended to apply. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That 
part is to be struck out, and there is an- 
other part—the disqualification of persons 
convicted under this Act from voting in 
elections. That also is omitted. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—This is a ques- 
tion which requires a great deal of consid- 
eration. These Mormons appear to be a 
respectable community, and are progress- 
ing rapidly in the North-West. 

tis a question whether these people 
should be driven out of the country for 
having RE their religious duties in 
a way they believe is right—it is a ques- 
tion whether this Bill should have a retro- 
active effect, and deprive these people of 
the rights which they possess under the 
laws as they exist ay, and as they ex- 
isted at the time when they settled in the 
country. It is a serious matter to say 
whether they should be driven out of Can- 
ada when we are anxious to settle that 
country as rapidly as possible in every 
legitimate way. 

The first clause was adopted, and the 
motion to rise was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER, from the committee, 
reported that they had made some pro- 
gress with the Bill. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Bill(S) “An Act respecting Escaped Per- 
sons from Industrial Schools.” (Mr. La- 


coste. ) 
The Senate adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 


Ottawa, Wednesday, February 26th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY BILL. 
IN COMMITTEE. 


The House went into Committee of the 
Whole on Bill (C) ‘“ An Act respecting the 
Department of Geology, Mining and 
Natural History.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the Ist clause,— 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I was under the im- 
pression, from an expression of opinion 
which I heard outside this House, that the 
Government had decided that they would 
not change the name of this department 
or sub-department, inasmuch as it has been 
known for fifty years as the Geological Sar- 
vey of Canada. I understood that the Gov- 
ernment still proposed to call it by that 
name. I regret, however, that they have 
not come to that conclusion. In England 
a similar body has been known for a great 
many years as the Geological Survey. 
There are departments of asimilar kind in 
Australia, which are also known by the 
same name. They have also one in the 
United States for the whole Union, which 
is known by that name, and in several of 
the States they have departments of the 
same kind which ure known as Geological 
Surveys. I think it is not now desirable 
that we should adopt a name different 
from that which has been used in Canada 
for so long a time, and different from that 
now used in other countries. It really 
does not make any difference what you call 
the department. If you call it the Geolog- 
ical Survey it will amount to just the same 
thing as if you call it the Department of 
Geology, Mining and Natural History ; bu 
I think it should be called the Geologi 
Survey, as in the past, because it indicates 
the connection with theprevious fifty years, 
which is a desirable thing. There is just 
one other circumstance in connection with 
the title of this department which I think 
is worthy of some consideration. It issaid 
there is very little in a name, but I think 
there is often a good deal in a name, andin 
the present instance the name counts for 
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something. If we call this department 
the Geological Survey, the name carries 
us back to the fifty years’ service which 
this department has had. If we change 
the name as proposed, the first impression 
is, not that it is a scientific body, but that 
it is a department, and immediately you 
will cause a tendency on the part of'a large 
number of office seekers who have not 
scientific qualifications to apply for posi- 
tions. The general feeling will be that 
here is a new department, here is a chance 
to get some one in. I feel satisfied that if 
the name of the department is changed the 
heads of the department will be worried 
with applications from all manner of ap- 
plicants. Ifwodo not change the name, 
that difficulty will be avoided. 


Hon. MR. LACOSTE—I think we would 
have no objection to allowing the old name 
to remain, providing it is understood that 
this department will include natural his- 
tory, mining, &c. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The old Geological 
Survey included all that. 


Hon. MR. POIRIER—I would like to 
draw the attention of the hon. gentleman 
to the fact that if you begin to alter the 
name of this department so as to include 
allthe subjects dealt with there you would 
have a very long name in a very short 
time, 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—In this Act the 
expression A means the Depart- 
ment of Geological Survey—that is, it 
includes mining, natural history,surveying, 
&c. I have no objections to striking out 
the words “ mining and natural history.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I should like to 
get an expression of opinion from some 
other members of the House upon this 
point. I think the better way would be 
to retain the historic name of the Geolo- 
gical Survey of Canada, and then you can 
include in that department anything you 
please. If you say that it is the Depart- 
ment of Geology, the title is open to the 
objection that it gives office seekers the 
idea that a new department is being 
organized. If you continue the old title, 
you give no such invitations to office 
seekers, and you can include under the 
name anything that you please. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—TI think it is more 
expressive to say Department of Geology, 


Mining and Natural History, which includes 
every branch. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is a good 
deal that is misleading in all these titles. 
Not only are the branches of geology, 
mining and natural history dealt with 
here, but there are other subjects also—for 
instance, the subject of ornithology is taken 
ne and dealt with quite extensively. 

erefore, I think that in any title that is 
given to the department the name ought 
to show that it includes and embraces 
something outside of geology. It would 
be misleading to narrow down the name 
to Geological Survey. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—The intention of 
the Government was to have the name or 
title as it appears in the Bill. It has been 
said to the Minister of the Interior that 
the old title should not be left out, but he 
has no objection to the change of the 
name, The title, as it now is, according 
to this Bill, shows that the department is 
not purely one of geology. At the same 
time, if the desire of the hon. members of 
this House is that the change should not 
be made, we will keep it as it is. 


‘Hon. Mz. VIDAL—I do not feel at all 
convinced by the arguments presented by 
my hon. friend from Halifax. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—They do not gener- 
ally convince you. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I think it is rather 
to my credit. He seems to lay greatstress 
on the argument that there is a possibility 
that office seekers will be led to make 
applications for positions in this depart- 
ment. Ido not think that is any reason 
why we should not change the name. 
What is it to the Legislature if people make 
mistakes and apply for positions in this 
department? I think it is very desirable 
that the name should convey to the public 
some idea of the work in which the depart 
ment is engaged. We know thatthe word 
geology conveys to the average mind 
nothing more than an impression of strata, 
&e. It does not indicate in any way that 
the department is engaged in natural his- 
tory. I think we ought to leave the name 
as it is in the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I understand the 
reason why my hon. friend from Halifax 
is desirous that the title should remain as 
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it is. e feelings which 
prompt him to continue to use the old 
name. I think it is in memory of Sir 
William Logan, who founded the depart- 
ment about tifty years ago. I can remem- 
ber when it was a very small Survey, and 
when Sir William Logan had the whole 
thing in a small room in Montreal. In 
that way it was called the Geological Sur- 
vey of Canada; it was intended only for 
geological survey work; but naturally, as 
the country opened up and grew, addi- 
tional branches had to be added. More 
information was needed about other things 
than geology alone, particularly about 
that important branch, mining. Of course, 
from year to year other branches of natu- 
ral science have been added; therefore, 
while I would like to retain the name of 
Geological Survey I cannot close my eyes 
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advantage from it. This clause for the 
first time seems to specify the particular 
character of business of this department, 
and I must say that it is very much 
needed, because we have had numerous and 
expensive surveys made and work done, 
and very few practical results to show for 
it. I do not say that they have been ofno 
benefit, but I do think we might have had 
much more practical results from the ser- 
vice. We have had annually many surveys, 
and a large amount of money has been ex- 
ended for the information which has so 
ar been very limited. There is a great 
need that these changes should be carried 
out. I hope the resalt of this Bill will be 
such as the Government now hope for. 


Hon. MR. POWER—I am disposed to 
agree with the hon. gentleman who has 


to the fact that the department is one of! Just sat down as to the desirability of mak- 


natural science. This particular depart- 
ment takes in a great many subjects. 
While [ am not pledged to any name, I 
rather think the title of Geological Survey 
ought to give place to the name in the 
Bill. Of course, in a few years the other 
name will be forgotten. It is nowremem- 
bered because Sir William Logan gave it 
that name. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—As I said before, 
we have no objections to the name being 
changed, or being left as it is in the Bill. 
I think, however, that the name had better 
remain as we have now put it in this Bill. 


On the 2rd clause,— 


Hon. Mr. POWER said—I should like to 
know whether the Government intend to 
take on a large number of employés or 
not ? 


Hon. MR. LACOSTE—TI believe it is the 
intention of the Government to have only 
the necessary employés. If any new ones 
are required in the public interest, I sup- 
pose they will have to appoint them. 

The clause was adopted. 


On the 5th clause,— 


Hon. Me. DICKEY said—I think this is 
the most important section in the whole 
Bill, because it is the only one that appears 
to have any practical bearing on the future 
service of this department to the country. 
The complaint has hitherto been made that 
it was the Geological Survey only in name, 
and that we derive really very little 


ing this department more practical. While 
it is of course desirable that we should get 
all the information we can, still I do not 
think that it is necessary that the country 
should be put to any unnecessary expen- 
diture. ith respect to sub-section (4), I 
don’t know how it may be in otker Pro- 
vinces, but in the Province of Nova Scotia 
the Government has an inspector of mines, 
and publishes statistics of the mining 
industries, and the report of the inspector 
of mines on the condition of mining in the 
Province. If this work is being done by 
the other Provinces, and at the provincial 
expense, it does not seem to me that there 
is any necessity of having it duplicated 
here. The Government ought to make 
some arrangement which will avoid dupli- 
cating any expenditure that the Govern- 
ment of any of the Provinces have taken 
upon themselves in connection with the 
work done in publishing these statistics 
and reports. The language in the last two 
lines of sub-section (d@) is rather vague. 

I presume the intention is that the de- 
artment shall presorve records of the 
ocations of artesian wells, &c., but the lan- 

guage which is used in the Bill does not 
seem to me to express what is required, 
but to imply something moro extensive. 
These records would be for a great number 
of years back, and if it is the intention of 
the Government to collect them, they will 
have to erect a very large building for the 
purpose of holding these records. I think 
that the language or wording ot that sec- 
tion should be altered so that it would 





Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—The intention is 
to preserve what records are necessary for 
scientific work. I may state, as to the 
adoption of the scientific publications and 
reports of the Provinces, that it is proposed 
by this Bill that the Geological Department 
shall publish only the results of their own 
work. I do not see that they can duplicate 
any of the work of the Provinces. The 
statistics may or may not agree. As to the 
other suggestion of the hon. member from 
Halifax, I believe that it is the intention 
not merely to preserve records of where 
artesian wells, mines, &e., are, but also to 
describe the nature of the well, or the mine, 
and to keep all the records that are impor- 
tant. I think we can leave it to the depart- 
ment to keep only such records as are 
necessary. : 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—With reference to 
the artesian wells, it is important to pre- 
serve not only the records of their location, 
but also information as to the strata 
through which they are bored. Very often 
valuable information is obtained in this 
way. 


On the 9th clause, — 


Hon. Mz. POWER-—I should like to 
have an explanation of this clause. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—This clause has 
been inthe Act since 1868, and that is 
why we read in this clause that it only 
apps to railways incorporated after 

ay, 1868. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Perhaps my hon. 
friend can tell me whether the law has 
been observed. I cannot conceive what 
benefit it will be to anybody to file plans 
of some of the railways with the Geologi- 
eal Survey. Take, for instance, this roud 
running to Prescott: it runs through a 
flat country, and it would put the com- 
pany to a good deal of expense to furnish 
bene of the line, and it would be of no 
value. 


Hon. Me. LACOSTE—It is not to be 
supposed that plans will be asked for un- 
less they are necessary. Sometimes the 
Department may require a copy of a sec- 
tion where they are going to work. Then 


letter. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—Perhaps some 
demands of that kind have been made by 
the Minister of the Interior, but very few. 
Ido not think it can weigh much on the 
railway companies. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—It 
is a very serious matter to a long rail- 
way, such as the Grand Trunk Railway or 
the Canadian Pacific Railway, to furnish 
such plans as are cailed for here. It strikes 
me that the clause is quite unnecessary if 
it has been a dead letter. If it were not a 
dead letter it would be excessively onerous 
on a long line of railway to be called upon 
to furnish plans. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think that the 
reason for the existence of this clause is 
clearing up. There must have been some 
necessity for such a provision or it would 
not have been inserted in the original Act. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It has never been in 
force. 


Hon. Mn. POWER—It may not have 
been put in force; but, as the hon. gentle- 
man who leads the House says, the Depart- 
ment are not likely to put any railway 
company to unnecessary expense. The 
fact that they have not done so in the past 
is the best evidence that they will not do 
so in the future. Î can understand that if 
a railway runs three or four miles nee 
an important mining district it would be 
very desirable that the department should 
have the benefit of the surveys which have 
been made by railway engineers pre- 
viously, and should not have to do that 
work over again, and that the information 
should be placed at the disposal of the 
department. I think it is a very proper 
thing. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The common sense 
natural language of the paragraph is that 
any railway should be compelled to furnish 
plans from time to time of such portions 
of their lines as the department thought 
fit to ask for. That is really what would 
be wise and prudent ; but to have a clause 
which compels all railways in this country 


to file plans with the Department of Geo- 
logy is anything but desirable. The depart- 
ment would not know what to do with 
them, they would be so cumbrous. There 
are thousands of miles of railway in this 
country that run over dead flats, where 
the plans would give no indication of what 
was beneath them. You might as well 
draw a line over a blank sheet of paper. 
Of course, where there is a rock cutting, 
some information might be gained from a 
section of the road, but there is no neces- 
sity for enacting such a stupid clause as 
this. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—It amounts to the 
same thing, if the hon. gentlemen will 
read the clause: these plans have to be 
furnished only at the demand of the 
Minister. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—That only applies 
to railways constructed before 1868. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—I have no objec- 
tion to amending the clause so that it will 
read in the manner suggested by the hon. 
member from Ottawa. The amendment 
a be made at the third reading of the 

ill, 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW--T bolieve that all 
those plans are deposited already with the 
Department of Railways and Canals, and I 
see no necessity for this clause. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—TIf that is the case, 
there is no necessity for this clause ; and 
there is another reason why it should not 
be in the Bill. There must be some sort 
of penalty attached to violations of the 
clause ; at all events, the railways would 
be put, as it were, into coventry if they 
failed to furnish the plans. How are they 
to know about this legislation? They 
certainly would not look into this Act to 
ascertain what returns they should make. 
They would naturally look to the Railway 
Act. If the plans are to be found in the 
Department of Railways, this sister depart- 
ment of the public service can get informa- 
tion there, without imposing the additional 
burden on the railways of duplicating that 
information and transferring it to the 
Department of tho Interior. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I think the criticism 
of the hon. member for Amherst is per- 
fectly just, but it would be better to strike 
out the clause altogether. 





Hon. Mr. POWER—The better way is 
to do as the Minister has suggested— 
amend the Bill at the third reading. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY — If the Minister 
finds on examination that the law already 
requires that these returns shall be made 
to the Department of Railways and the 
plans are filed there, surely my hon. friend 
the senior member from Halifax will not 
be anxious to duplicate the service. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am willing to 
accept suggestions from the hon. member 
from Amherst or any one else, but Ido not 
think this suggestion which he makes is as 
valuable as he fancies. These plans and 
surveys of railways are filed in the Depart- 
ment of Railways as records, and have to be 
kept there; and it will cost the Depart- 
ment of Geology just as much to have them 
copied for their own use as if those plans 
were filed somewhere clso. Inasmuch as 
the law for twenty-two years has compelled 
the railways to furnish these returns, it 
may as well continue to do so. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The information is 
there, and if these railway companies have 
complied with the law and gone to the 
expense of furnishing these reports they 
should not now be called upon to go to 
additional expense. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It should also be 
remembered that all plans of railways are 
filed in the registry offices of the counties 
through which they pass, so that the plans 
are available in every locality. 


Hon. Mra. LACOSTE—The clause might 
be adopted now, and afterwards dealt with 
at the third reading. 


The clause was adopted. 


On the title,— 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH said—I was in 
hopes that there would be 2 clause in the 
Bill to put this important department in the 
best working condition possible. Now this 
Bill gives to the department extensive 
powers and duties, and it seems to me that 
something should be done to arrange for 
the working of thesurveys. There seems to 
be no clause here for the proper organiza- 
tion of the work ofthe surveys and for the 
proper distribution of the geologists over 
this big country. As far as Nova Scotiais 
concerned, though it is small in area, it is 
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of vast importance. There is probably no 
part of Canada that possesses such wealth 
in minerals, Some provision should be 
madein this Bill by which the geologists 
should be distributed over tho vartous sec- 
tions of this Dominion, and not left, as it 
is now, entirely in the hands of the cena 
ment to do asthey think proper. My hon 
friend might take this into consideration 
wae he moves the third reading of the 
ill. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—It is better to 
leave this to the department. They are 
much better judges than this House can be 
of where the services of the geologists are 
most required. They bave all the records 
of the department, and we might very 
properly leave the matter to them. 


Hon. MR. LACOSTE—I believe it is a 
matter of internal administration of the 
department. 


Hon. MR. POWER—I wish to call 
attention to the fact that the chapter which 
we are repealing contained this provision, 
which is not embodied in the Bill. 1 do 
not mean to say that it is necessary, but I 
do not see that there is any provision made 
in this direction in the Bill. The Act says 
that the museum shall be kept open to the 
ee every day of the week except Sun- 

ys, for a certain number of hours. Now 
there is no such provision in this Bill. I 
presume the Government will see that the 
museum shall still be kept open to the 
public. 


Hon. MR. LACOSTE—It is one of the 
regulations that can be adopted by the 
department itself. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In the memo. left on 
our desks I see a recommendation was 
made that the annual report should be 
distributed liberally, more particularly 
among the educational establishments of 
the country, and also that copies should 
be furnished to the newspapers. Perhaps 
the Minister, before the third reading, 
will be in a position to advise the House 
as to whether it is proposed to increase 
the distribution or confine it as it is now. 
I think it is desirable that this annual 
a should be circulated in quarters 
where it does not now go. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The suggestion of 
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa opens up 
10 


147 


a question of very consideradle import- 
ance. The reports on the geological sur- 
vey are very expensive. There are a 
great many tables in them and illustra- 
tions, and they are very expensive publi- 
cations. Last Session I called the attention 
of the House to the fact that, in countries 


.| which are much richer than Canada, there 


is no such lavish gratuitous distribution of 
pave documents as there is here. In 

ngland the rule is that public documents 
are sold for cost and chargos, and they are 
on sale in places where the public can get 
them. Any one who needs a report of 
any kind can get it at a very low figure; 
and I think it would be very much better 
that we, in Canada, should adopt that sys- 
tem to a very much greater extent than 
we have. In that case, any one who 
needed a copy of the report would go and 
buy it. e spend an immense sum of 
money in distributing reports all over the 
country, most of which are not read at all. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—This depart- 
ment would involve a large expense, no 
doubt, but after that expenditure has been 
incurred the distribution of a few addi- 
tional copies of the annual report will add 
very little to the expense. There is 
nothing I have been asked for more than 
for copies of this Geological Survey report, 
Many persons with whom I am acquainted 
are anxious to get it, and I cannot procure 
it for them. It is not on sale, and it cannot 
be had from the department. After going 
to all the expense of having these surveys 
made and reports printed, we should not 
hesitate at the trifling expense of printing 
a larger edition of the report for more 
general distribution. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—By the seventh 
clause of the Bill the distribution is left 
to the Governor in Council. I see the opi- 
nions of members of this House are not the 
same on the subject. The Government 
will consider the matter and make a wise 
distribution. 


Hon. Me. READ, from the committee, 
reported the Bill with amendments, which 
were concurred in. 


IMPROPER USE OF FIREARMS BILL. 


TRIRD READING. 


Hon. Me. READ moved the adoption 
of the amendments made in Committee of 
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the Whole to Bill (B) “ An Act res 
the improper use of Firearms an 
Weapons.” 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—Before that motion 
is agreed to I should like to make a few 
observations. When the Bill was first 
introduced by the hon. member from 
Quinté I was very much pleased with it 
indeed. I had hoped that the sale of fire- 
arms to children would not be confined to 
pistols, but would also be extended to toy 
cannons and pistols with fulminating caps. 
An amendment was proposed by the hon. 
member from Toronto (Mr. O'Donohoe), 
which was a very desirable one, and would 
have been all right if my hon. colleague 
from Halifax had not spoiled it. He also told 
us that when druggists sell poisons they 
are required to makean entry of the name 
of the person to whom the sales are made, 
and the character of the poisons. Now 
he is mistaken in that point. Almost any 
liniment taken internally is a poison. If 
a child buys a liniment at an apothecary 
shop the druggist does not ask the name 
or enter it in a book. Another thing, 
saltpetre, nitrate of potash, whon taken in 
a dose of.an ounce, is likely to prove fatal. 
Does the hon. member mean to say that a 
druggist who sells an ounce of saltpetre 
makes an entry of it? There are many 
things that the hon. member from Halifax 
is not acquainted with, although he is not 
aware of the fact. The amendment, as 
originally proposed by the hon. member 
from Toronto, was a very sensible one 
indeed. But thesenior member from Hali- 
fax, who belongs to tliose who can “divide 
a hair twixt the south and south-west 
side” had it amended, and it reads now 
that any person who sells a pistol must 
make an entry of the sale. If a man has 
a pistol which he sells to somebody on the 
street, is he obliged to make an entry of 
that? It was a very good amendment, as 
it was introduced by the hon. member 
from Toronto, but it has been changed, 
owing to that unfortunate tendency of the 
hon. member from Halifax to alter every- 
thing until it has become arrant nonsense. 
I am glad indeed that the hon. member 
from Halifax is not here when the Lord’s 
Prayer is read, because I am sure if he 
were present he would agree with the 
prayer of the petition, but move an amend- 
ment to its title. The hon. gentleman also 
propounded a strange rule, that what 


ting 
other 


takes place in the Railway Committee is 
secret, and not to be spoken of in this 
House. I belong to no secret society. I 
am here as a representative of the people, 
and whatever I do in committee I should 


speak of whenever I choose. Nothing 
should prevent me from telling what I say 
or do in committee to the world. The 
hon. gentleman and I differ in that as we 
do in a great many things. I would not 
have mentioned this if the hon. gentleman 
had not cast ridicule on my proposition to 
include in this Bill toy pistols with ful- 
minating caps. 


Hon, Me. POWER—My hon. colleague 
from Halifax seem to be under the impres- 
sion that there are some things that I do 
not know. I quite agroe with him that the 
number of things which I do not know 
would fill a very large library. I do not 
pretend to any very extensive knowledge 
of any subject, not even of the senatorial 
nature. The hon. gentleman referred to 
something which [said yesterday. He was 
out of oxder in doing so. He referred to 
something that I said in the course of 
debate yesterday with respect to the fact 
that it was undesirable that what takes 
place in a committee should be discussed 
in the House. I think the hon. gentle- 
man will see that my view is perfectly 
sound. The rule of the House forbids 
reference to previous debates; and ifsuch 
a reference is objectionable in the House, 
surely there is a strong objection to refer- 
ring to what has occurred in the compa- 
rative privacy of a committee meeting. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Would the hon. 
gentleman hold that with respect to a 
debate on the same Bill .? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—My remark is not 
intended to apply in a general way. There 
are things said in a committee which are 
not exactly intended for publication, and 
when a thing of that sort has been said, it 
is undesirable that it should be made 

ublic by being repeated in the House. 
hat was about all I meant, and I think 
that is a correct view of the matter. 


The motion was agreed to, aud tho Bill, 
as amended, was read the third time. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (41) “An Act to incorporate the 
Canada Cable Co.” (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) 
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Bill (53) “ An Act to amond the Public 
Stores Act.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 

Bill (19) “An Act to amend the Copy- 
right Act.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 

ill (18) “An Act to amend the Act 
respecting Trade Marks and Industrial 
Designs.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 

Bill (43) “An Act to amend the Act 52 
Victoria, Chapter four, intituled: “ An Act 
to authorize the granting of Subsidies in 
Land to certain Railway Companies’.” 
(Mr. Lacoste.) 


The Senate adjourned a 4:40 p.m. 





THE SENATE 
Ottawa, Thursday, February 27th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO 
ANIMALS, 


On the reading of petitions,— 


Hon. Mr. DEVER said—While reading 
petitions, I wish to call the special atten- 
tion of the hon. gentlemen of this douse 
to a petition ead yesterday from the city 
of St. John, largely signed by prominent 
citizens of that place, praying for the pas- 
sage of an Act for the further prevention 
of cruelty to animals. I wish to call your 
attention to this, because I perceive on it 
the names of some of the most prominent 
men of that city, and it deserves more than 
a passing notice. 


THIRD READINGS. 


Bill (K) ‘An Act respecting the Board 
of e of the city of Toronto.” (Mr. 
McKindsey.) 

Bill (33) ‘ An Act respecting the Peoples 
Bank of New Brunswick.” (Mr. Bots- 
ford.) 


SECOND READINGS. 


Bill (0) “An Act further to amend 
‘The General Inspection Act,’ Cap. 99 of 
the Revised Statutes.” (Mr. Lacuste.) 

Bill (45) “An Act to incorporate the 
Tilsonburg, Lake Erie and Pacific Railway 
Company ’ (Mr. McKindsey). 

Bill (23) “An Act to incorporate Beld- 
ing, Paul & Company (Limited),.” (Mr. 
Ogilvie.) 

10$ 


QUEBEC HARBOR COMMISSIONERS 
BILL. 


SECOND BEADING. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE moved the second 
reading of Bill (R) “ An Act further to 
amend the Act respecting the Quebec Har- 
bor Commissioners.” He said: This Bill 
is merely to give power to the Harbor 
Commissioners of Quebec to issue certifi- 
cates. It has been the custom to issue the 
certificates, and lately the question was put 
tothe solicitor ofthe commission to know 
if they really had the right to do that, and 
his opinion was that they had no right. 
It is for the benefit of the traders and mer- 
chants of Quebec, and at their request, that 
this Bill is now presented. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


THE STATIONERY AND CONTIN- 
GENCIES OF THE SENATE. 


MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—A message has 
been sent by the House of Commons to 
this House, asking us to grant leave to our 
officers in charge of stationery and contin- 
gencies to appear before the Select Stand- 
ing Committee of the House of Commons 
on Public Accounts to give information 
and evidence respecting the distribution 
of such stationery, and the expenditure 
for contingencies, as set out upon pages 
D. 17 and D. 18 of the repert of the 
Auditor General, and also to bring with 
them all records relating to such items. I 
believe that it has always been the desire 
of this House to give as full information 
as we can in regard to our expenditure. 
If we refer to precedent we will find that 
in 1870 an account for mileage and indem- 
nity ot the members of this House was 
forwarded to the House of Commons at 
their request. We find also that in 1872 
a similar demand was made, and that on 
the 27th of May of that year the Hon. Mr. 
Campbell, now Sir Alexander Campbell, 
moved that the Clerk be instructed to lay 
before the Senate every session a state- 
ment of the mileage and indemnity paid 
to Senators, and to deliver, until further 
orders, a copy of the same to the Chairman 
of the Public Accounts Committee of the 
House of Commons, whenever he might 
ask for them. 
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Again, inthe year 1880, we find that 
Mr. Kirkpatrick, in the House of Com- 
mons, moved, seconded by Mr. McCarthy, 
that the Clerk of the Senate be requested 
to furnish details of the mileage and 
indemnity accounts of Senators; also details 
of sittings, number of days’ attendance, 
etc., and this demand was complied with 
und a statement sent to the House of 
Commons. But by this Message we areasked 
not only to send a statement, but also to 
send our officers to be examined on the 
items, to oblige them to appear before the 
Public Accounts Committee, so that they 
can be examined as to the details of our 
expenditure. I believe that that is a 
question of privilege for this House. It 
came before the House before in 1870, 
when a similar demand was made. 

The House of Commons then asked that 
Mr. Taylor be sent before the Public 
Accounts Committee to give evidence con- 
cerning mileage and indemnity. This was 
explicitly refused by this House, and 
instead of sending Mr. Taylor to give the 
information asked for, a statement was 
sent to the Commons. I have made search 
in “ May on Parliamentary Practice, ” and 
also in Hansard, which is considered, I 
believe, in parliamentary procedure, as a 
bible. I could not find one precedent for a 
case of this kind in the House of Lords. 
The only precedent I find, and I think 
there is no analogy between that prece- 
dent and this case, was a message sent by 
the House of Lords and agreed to by the 
Commons, asking thatthe Clerk and Clerk 
Assistant of the House of Commons be 
allowed to attend a committee of the 
House of Lords for the purpose of giving 
evidence respecting the mode of keeping 


records and of conducting public business— |. 


not to enquire into the expenditure of the 
House, but to enquire into the method of 
Sal the records and of conductin 

public business? This was agreed to, and 
we find that in England the House of 
Lords have always had control and exclu- 
sive supervision of their accounts. Since 
1869, I believe, in England estimates are 
sent by the House of Lords to the House 
of Commons. These estimates may be 
refused, and they can be reduced, but the 
House of Commons have always thought 
it their duty to grant all ostimates asked 
for by the House of Lords, leaving it to 
that House to use its own discretion. In 


theyear 1887 there was a Royal Commission | Railway Company.” 
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appointed to investigate all the public 
oficas, and this commission did not think 
it proper to investigate the offices of the 
House of Lords. The examination of the 
expenditure of the House of Lords was 
made by a Select Standing Committee 
appointed by that House. I believe if we 
follow all these precedents we will come 
to the conclusion that the control and 
supervision of our expenditure is left to 
this House, and at the same time this 
House must give all proper information 
that may be asked for. This we are will- 
ing todo. We have nothing to hide, and 
I think that under these circumstances it 
would be well for the House to pass unani- 
mously the resolution which | now pro- 
pose, as follows :— 


That a Message be sent to the House of Com- 
mons, to inform that House, in answer to its M 
requesting the Senate to grant leave to the officers in 
charge of the stationery and citar Foe re of the 
Senate to attend before the Select Standing Com- 
mittee of the Commons on Public Accounts, at their 
next meeting, to give information respecting the dis- 
tribution of such stationery and the expenditure for 
contingencies, as set out on pages D. 17 and 18 of the 
Report of the Auditor General on A priation 
Accounts, for the year ended 30th June, ) ; and to 
bring with them all records relating to such items ;— 
that all matters in relation to the internal economy of 
this House are under the control and supervision of 
its Committee on Contingent Accounts, subject to 
approval of the Senate ; that the said committee is 
now engaged in examining the accounts and vouchers 
of the Clerk, including the distribution of stationery 
and expenditure referred to in the said and 
thut as soon as the report is submitted by the said 
committee to this House it will be transmitted to the 
House of Commons for the use of its Select Standing 
Committee on Public Accounts. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 5 p.m. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, February 28th, 1890. 


Tax SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported from the 
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and 
Harbors, without amendment, were read 
the third time and passed : 

Bill (No. 27) “An Act to incorporate 
the Sault Ste. Marie and Hudson’s Bay 
(Mr. Read.) 
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Bill (No. 22) “An Act to amend the 
Act to incorporate the Belleville and 
Lake Nipissing Railway Company.” (Mr. 
McKindsey.) 

Bill (No. 21) “An Act to incorporate 
the Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool 
Railway Company.” (Mr. Clemow.) 

Bill (No. 14) “An Act respecting the 
Port Arthur, Duluth and Western Railwa 
Com ex (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington) 

Bill (No. 20) ‘An Act respecting the 
Goderich and Canadian Pacific Junction 
Railway Company, and to change the name 
of the Company to the Goderich and 
Wingham Railway Company.” (Mr. 
Macdonald, B.C.) 


OTTAWA, MORRISBURG AND NEW 
YORK RAILWAY CO.S BILL. 


REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, 
reported Bill (28) “An Act to incorporate 
the Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York 
Railway Company,” with several amend- 
ments. He said: Î may explain that these 
amendments relate chiefly to an important 
provision of the Bill which proposed to 

ive the company power to bridge the 

ttawa River. This was struck out, and 
there were a great many consequential 
amendments resulting from that. As these 
will be printed, I move that the report of 
the committee be taken into consideration 
on Tuesday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


THE KEEFER DIVORCE CASE. 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEK. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Divorce, presented their fifth report. 
He said: I may explain that this is a 
majority report of the committee, and it 
became my duty, as chairmam, to submit 
the report. Although some of the com- 
mittee had doubts about the propriety of 
that report, they will have an opportunity, 
with the other members of the House, to 
consider it more fully when the evidence 
is brought down. The evidence only hav- 
ing been completed within an hour or two, 
there is no probability that this could be 
in the possession of the House, so that 
they could intelligently examine it before 
Tuesday next. I therefore move that the 


report be taken into consideration on 
Tuesday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY 
CO'S BILL. 


FIRST AND SECOND READINGS. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (56) “An Act to 
amend the Canadian Pacific Railway Act, 
1889, and for other purposes.” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved that the 41st rule of the House be 
suspended so far as it relates to this Bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved the second reading of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) Explain. 


Hon. Mra. MacINNES (Burlington). 
I may state that my reason for asking for 
the suspension of the rule is that the object 
of this Bill is mainly a financial one, and 
it is of great importance that the Bill should 
pass through its final stages as rapidly as 
possible, because it can be availed of before 
itreceives the Royal Assent. The company 
are building steamers, for which they are 
paying weekly, and the passage of this Bill 
is important to them for financial reasons. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT. I may say, in addi- 
tion to what has fallen from my hon. 
friend opposite, that the Act of Parliament 
that this Bill is intended to amend is one 
which authorizes the company to issue 
bonds, those bonds to be secured on the 
steamers. Last session Parliament also 
authorized the Canadian Pucitic Railway 
Company to substitute for their existin 
bonds on the railways that they controlle 
what is known as debenture stock, that 
class of security having become of recent 
years a favorite on the London market, 
and commanding a higher price than what 
are known as ordinary debentures or bonds. 
They now ask for permission to issue 
debenture stock secured on the whole of 
the company’s property rather than on 
the steamers only, as they believe they 
will obtain a larger sum for the stock than 
for the debentures on steamers. The 
debentures on steamers are now in the 
hands of friends of the company, but they 
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The proposed modification is the expung- 


are waiting for this legislation to release 
them and take this new stock. Certain 
lines of railway are authorized to enter 
into arrangements with the Canadian Paci- 
fic Railway Company, but special author- 
ity is also required by the latter to perfect 
those arrangements, and they seek by this 
Bill that authority. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (50) “An Act respecting the Mani- 
toba and North-Western Railway Com- 
_ pany of Canada.” (Mr. Girard.) 

Bill (48) “An Act respecting the 
Northern and Western Railway Company 
of New Brunswick, and to change the 
name of the company to the Canada 
Eastern Railway Company.” (Mr. Bots- 
ford.) 

Bill (46) “An Act to incorporate the 
Mount Forest, Markdale and Meaford Rail- 
way Company,” (Mr. Dever.) 

ill (26) “An Act relating to the Ca- 
nada Southern Bridge Company.”—Mr. 
MacInnes, Burlington). 

Bill (25) “ An Act respecting the North- 
Western Coal and Navigation Company, 
Limited.” (Mr. Ogilvie. 

Bill (51) “ An Act respecting the Here- 
ford Railway Company.” ‘ (Mr. MacInnes, 
Burlington.) 


SECOND READING. 


Bill (41) “ An Act to incorporate the 
Canada Cable Company.” (Mr. Macdonald, 
B.C.) 


PUBLIC STORES ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


SECOND BEADING. 


Hon. Mz. LACOSTE moved the second 
reading of Bill (53), ‘“ An Act to amend 
the Public Stores Act.” He said: By 
section 3, any public stores belonging 
to Her Majesty must be marked, and to 
this etfect a schedule of marks has been 
added to the Act. The said schedule, 
which it is proposed to amend, provides 
that hempen cordage and wire rope are to 
bear the following marks :—" White, black 
or colored worsted threads laid up with 
the yarn and the wire respectively.” 


ing of the word “worsted” from the 
schedule. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate adjoarned at 4.10 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, March 3rd, 1890. 


Tax SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported without 
amendment from the Committee on Rail- 
ways, Telegraphs and Harbors, were read 
the third time, and passed :— 

Bill (45) “An Act to incorporate the 
Tilsonburg, Lake Erie and Pacific Railway 
Company.” (Mr. McKindsey.) 

Bill (41) “An Act to incorporate the 
aes Cable Company.” (Mr. Macdonald, 
B. C.) 

Bill (56) “An Act to amend the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Act, 1889, and for 
other purposes.” (Mr. MacInnes, Burling- 
to 


n. 

Bill (R) “An Act to further amend the 
Act respecting the Quebec Harbor Com- 
missioners.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (7) “An Act to further amend the 
Dominion Elections Act, Cap. 8 of the 
Revised Statutes of Canada.” (Mr. Abbott.) 

Bill (T) “An Act to prevent the dis- 
closure of Official Documents and Informa- 
tion.” (Mr. Lacoste.) 

Bill (49) “An Act respecting the New 
Brunswick Railway Company.” (Mr. 
Botsford.) 


SECOND READINGS. 


Bill wet ‘An Act for the relief of 
Emily Walker.” (Mr. Clemow.) 

Bill (50) “An Act Le à the Mani- 
toba and North-Western Railway Com- 
pany of Canada.” (Mr. Girard.) 

Bill (48) “An Act respecting the 
Northern and Western Railway Company 
of New Brunswick, to change its name to 


The Debates [MARCH 3, 1890.] of the Senate. 


153 





‘The Canada Eastern Railway Company. ” 
(Mr. Botsford.) 

Bill nee ‘‘An Act to incorporate the 
Mount Forest, Markdale and Meaford Rail- 
way Company.” oe Dever.) 

ill (26) “ An Act relating to the Ca- 
nada Southern Bridge Company.” (Mr. 
MacInnes, Burlington.) 

Bill (25) “ An Act respecting the North- 
Western Coal and Navigation Company.” 
(Mr. Ogilvie.) 

Bill (51) “An Act respecting the Here- 
ford Railway Company.” (Mr. MacInnes, 
Burlington.) 


COPYRIGHT ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE moved the second 
reading of Bill(19) “An Act toamend the 
Copyright Act.” He said: This Bill is 
merely to give to the Exchequer Court of 
Canada concurrent jurisdiction with the 
other courts in cases of conflicting claims. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


TRADE MARKS ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE moved the second 
reading of Bill (18) ‘ An Act toamend the 
Act respecting Trade Marks and Industrial 
designs.” He said: This Bill is for the 
same purpose as the preceding one. Its 
object is to give jurisdiction to the Exche- 
quer Court in cases of conflicting claims. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


THE DEBATES OF THE SENATE. 


SECOND REPORT OF THE DEBATES COMMITTEE 
REJECTED. 


The Order of the Day—“ Consideration of 
the second report of the Select Committee 
on the Debates and Proceedings of the 
Senate ”’—being called, 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE said: Itis my 
duty to explain to the House how it hup- 
pened that a debate which occurred quite a 
fortnight ago should be brought forward 
for consideration to-day. The circum- 
stance occurred in this way: adebate arose 


on the report of the Committee on Conti- 
gencies, which was referred back to that 


committee. On the following day, or the 
day after, a meeting of the Debates Com- 
mittee was called on quite different busi- 
ness, when the question came up as to 
whether that report should be published 
in the Debates or not. The majority of the 
committee present—there was a bare 
quorum at the time—recommended that it 
should not be printed, and orders were 
given to the reporter accordingly. But, as 
chairman of the committee, and thinking 
that that might give rise to a question 
a which there would be great difference 
of opinion, I directed that the short-hand 
notes of that debate should be preserved, 
and I have a transcript of them here in 
my hand. Immediately after that meeting 
of the committee there was an adjourn- 
ment of the House, and consequently 
nothing could be done until after the 
re-assembling of the Senate the following 
week. Then, finding that considerable 
dissatisfaction was expressed in some 
quarters because the report of the debate 
had not been published in its regular 
order, I took steps to call the committee 
together a second time. Owing, I sup- 

ose, to the recent adjournment which 
fiad taken place, there was considerable 
pressure on the different committees and 
in the different rooms, and the consequence 
was that we could not find an open day and 
an open room until last Friday. Then the 
committee met and took up this question 
as the first part of their business, and had 
it pretty well discussed and ready to vote 
upon when it became necessary to adjourn. 

owever, the question had been put to the 
members present and had been decided 
against printing the debate. Now, whe- 
ther itis a judicious thing for any com- 
mittee to possess the power to order a 
debate of this House to be printed or not 
printed is a question, I think, of very con- 
siderable importance, and it is highly 
necessary that it should be settled by this 
House. The report of the Contingent 
Accounts Committee, to which this debate 
relates, has only this day been presented 
to the House. It was referred back to that 
committee to reconsider certain para- 
graphs, and if anything could justify the 
withholding of the debate for a time it is 
the fact that these paragraphs which were 
referred back to the mmittee on Con- 
tingencies have only this day been pre- 
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sented to the House again. Even now the 
consideration of that report has not yet 
taken place, and consequently, it the debate 
which took place on the 14th of February, 
. before the House adjourned, is published, 
it will relate to certain paragraphs of the 
report which were referred back to the 
Committee on Contingencies and which 
have not as yet been considered by the 
House. That is the state of the case as 
regards that particular debate, and I cer- 
tainly think it would not be an undesirable 
thing for the House to express an opinion 
as to whether committees ought to be 
allowed to order the non-publication of a 
debate. It is true, I anticipated that a 
difference of opinion would occur, and I 
had the report of the debate type-written, 
and it is now in my hands, subject to the 
order of the House. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—What is the author- 
ity given to the committee? 


Hon. Mz. HAYTHORNE—The usual 
authority. 


Hon. Mz. MILLER—Have you got it 
there? 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—You will find 
it on page 16 of the minutes. That is how 
the matter stands with regard to this re- 

ort, and I think I cannot explain it any 

urther than this, that the delay, in the 
first place, was in consequence of the ad- 
journment of the House, and in the second 
place, in consequence of the pressure in 
the various committees and committee 
rooms of the Senate. But as to the other, 
whether the committee exceeded their 
powers or not in directing the reporter to 
withhold the report of that debate until 
further instructions, I appeal to the House 
for its decision. If the House desires that 
any of its debates should not be printed, it 
seems to me that it would be more becom- 
ing to direct the uttention of the com- 
mittee to that particular debate and give 
them instructions accordingly. 


Hon. Me. DICK EY—I pass by the ques- 
tion which has been raised by my hon. 
friend, and on which he desires to have the 
sense of the Houso, as to the power of the 
committee to deal with this matter, because 
Ithink there is a much moreserious question 
lying behind it, and that is the propriety 
of the exercise of the power—assuming 
that they have it—to make such a recom- 


The Debates [SENATE] of the Senate. 


mendation as appears in the report. The 
hon. gentleman from Charlottetown sug- 
gests that the committee might not have 
the power to interfere with the publication 
of a debate, but I do think that at the 
present moment, in the condition in which 
this House stands, it is of all times and all 
eriods in its history the most untimely 
or suppressing a report on the contingent 
accounts of this House. I think, and 
I hope that my hon. friend, after the 
nn of the opinion of the House, 
will come to the same conclusion, that 
there is grave doubt as to the propriety of 
this report We have been discussing 
these matters in connection with a Message 
from another place, and we may yet re- 
quire to have further discussion to relieve 
ourselves of the imputation that we do not 
wish the public to know the grounds on 
which matters connected with the contin- 
gencies of the Senate rest. Our desire to 
give full information has been frequently 
expressed. We have already said it in the 
Message, that we wish to give the fullest 
and fairest information possible on the - 
subject. We have nothing to conceal. If 
we have nothing to conceal, why omit the 
report of this debate? I take the opportu- 
nity now of making an appeal to our 
respected leader, whom I am quite sure 
we are all glad to welcome back with. 
renovated health, to state what he thinks 
about the course that is recommended by 
the committee. The House has interfered 
in regard to debates involving personal 
matters and recriminations which were 
not creditable, perhaps, to any person 
who had taken part in them, and omitted 
them for the sake of commondecency. But 
this is not such a report, and I trust the 
committee will receive a hint that if they 
have the power to act they must exercise it 
better. hope the House will refuse to 
suppress this debate. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—Having been 
one of the first to move in this matter, I 
asked the question of the chairman of the 
committee the other day about it. Find- 
ing, to my great surprise, that the debate 
of that day was omitted from the official 
report, I made the enquiry how it hap- 

ened, and learned that a member of the 
ebates Committee had instructed the re- 
porter to withhold that portion of the re- 
port. Now, I consider this a very im- 
portant thing, and a thing that strikes at 
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the rights and privileges of members of| entirely beyond the scope of their author- 


this House. I consider it highly improper | ity, and the best thin 


would be to with- 


that any single member of a committee of| draw the report of the committee alto- 


this House should take it upon himself to 
ask a reporter to hold back a report of the 
speeches of members in this House. We 
are allowed a certain control over our own 
speeches, to amend or correct them, but it 
would be a greater liberty to withhold the 
ee of any member, and it is some- 
thing that I believe is unprecedented. The 
hon. chairman of the committee tried to 
justify the withholding the report on the 
_ ground that the report of the Committee 
on Contingencies was not complete yet. 
That has nothing to do with the question. 
The question is, whether the committee 
should have a right to take such action 
upon a debate of this House, without any 
reference toil by the House. I contend 
they have not, and I am very much sur- 
prised that gentlemen of parliamentary 
experience should not have kept within 
the scope of their authority. It is a dan- 
gerous principle, which this House will not 
tolerate for a moment. Hon. gentlemen 
who have been in Parliament for long 
years, and who are familiar with the pro- 
cedure and the powers of committees 
should have hesitated before declaring 
that the speeches of members of this House 
should be eliminated from the final report. 
It is a monstrous thing that gentlemen 
who have struggled with May, Todd and 
Bourinot for years, and who have no 
doubt familiarized themselves with every 
authority on the subject of the rights and 
privileges of the House, and the powers 
of the committees, should raise a question 
of this kind. If they would only look at 
the resolution under which the Debates 
Committee was appointed, they would find 
its scope laid down very clearly. Certain 
gentlemen were appointed a committee to 
enquire into the best means to be adopted 
to obtain correct reports uf the debates 
and proceedings of the Senate, and for the 
publication of the same, not to eliminate 
certain portions of the debates, or say 
what should be published, but to provide 
for the publication of the debates. 


How. Me. DICKEY—And report their 
views to the House. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—And to re- 
port their views to the House on this 
subject. I contend that they have gone 


gether. This House, I think, ought to give 
some definite expression of opinion on that 
subject. Ihave here, by the courtesy of 
the chairman, the speeches proposed to 
be eliminated. ‘Tnere is not a single 
harsh word in that report, nothing 
which should be cancelled, no charge 
against jt do and there are reports 
in our books of debates ten times more 
bitter and objectionable than the one in 
question. This debate simply refers to a 
certain portion of the report of the Con- 
tingencies Committee. The hon. gentle- 
man from St. John (Mr. Dever) is the only 
member of the House who made a slight. 
insinuation that the recommendation of 
the Contingencies Committee was made 
for the benefit of a certain person. That 
does not tax or accuse anybody of doing 
unything wrong. I have prepared a reso- 
lution here which I hope will meet with 
the approval of hon. gentlemen. It is 
as follows :— 

RESOLVED, —That the functions and authority of the 
Select Committee appointed to inquire into the best 
means to be adopted to obtain correct report of the 
debates and proceedings in the Senate, and for the 
publication of the same are defined and limited by 
the resolution of the Senate under which it was 
appointed, in the following words, viz.:— 

‘To inquire into the best means to be adopted to 
obtain correct report of the debates and Prcerdings 
in the Senate, and for the publication of the same, 
an to report from time to time their views to the 

ouse.” 

That is no part of the duty of that committee, nor 
is it within the noe of its authority—without special 
reference by the House—to take into consideration, 
or to the House whether any of the debates 
in the House shall be printed in the cffcial Debates 
of the Senate, or shall be totally or partially elimin- 
ated from the same. 

That the report of the committee be not now 
adopted, but that it be referred back, with an instruc- 
tion to the committee to have the debate alluded to 
printed in official report of the debates in the Senate. 


Hon. Mi. MILLER—Do you move that 
as an amendment ? 


Hon. Mz. MACDONALD—Yes. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—You cannot amend 
the report of the committee. It is out of 
order. 


Hon. Me. POWER—Particularly as the 
adoption of the report has not been moved. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Even though it 
had been, the amendment would be out of 
order. For the purpose of keeping our 
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proceedings regular, I raise the point of 
order. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—This amendment 
has no reference to the question before the 
House. The question before the House is 
consistent with the idea that they have 
the power. My hon. friend’s resolution, as 
a substantive one, is very good, and proba- 
bly I might be induced to vote for it if he 
would bring it up in the ordinary way by 

iving notice of motion, but the question 
Éefore this House now is, whetner we 
should accept or reject this report—a 
report which, for that purpose, we may 
assume that the committee have or have 
not the power to make. 


Tare SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman 
from British Columbia is clearly cut of 
order in moving this amendment. The 
question before the House is the consider- 
ation of the report. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—I wish to make 
an explanation, as [am a member of the 
<ommittee on reporting debates. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is no mo- 
tion before the House. If the hon. gentle- 
man wishes to speak on the subject he 
should move the adoption of the report. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I move the adop- 
tion of the report, and I wish to put myself 
right with regard to the report. The hon. 
gentleman from British Columbia has 
endeavored to impress this House with 
the idea that the committee tried to 
eliminate something from the official 
report of the debates. Thatis not the 
state of the case. What are the committee 
appointed for? To do a certain thing. 

ow, have they done anything to take 
away the powers of the House? The hon. 
gentleman from Charlottetown has stated 
that by his own wish the notes of the 
debate were preserved. Notat all. They 
were preserved at the instance of the 
members of the committee, so that the 
House might do as they thought fit after 
they read the report. Now, what does 
the report of the committee say? It 
recommends to the House a certain course, 
which the House can adopt if they like. 
We do not take the power into our own 
hands to say that one man’sspeech should 
be omitted and another’s published. The 
debate related to a question which might 
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properly be called one of domestic concern, 
and it would be wiser, in our judgment, to 
omit the report, as we recommended the 
House to do. So far from taking the power 
from the House we left it in the hands of 
the House. Our powers, as a committee, 
are to report from time to time to the 
House and to arrange that the debates of 
the House shall be properly reported. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Not sup- 
pressed. 


Hon.Mz.HOW LA N—Therewas nothing 
suppressed. We recommended that the 
debate referred to should not be printed in 
the official report of the debates of the 
Senate. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.). Who 
referred the debate to the Committee ? 
Where is the reference ? 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN — The chairman 
has explained. The reporters came and 
asked, as they have often done, what they 
should do, and the report was withheld 
until our recommendation to the House is 
acted upon. We have taken nothing from 
the House; we havo suppressed nothing. 
We merely recommend that the debate on 
a certain subject should be omitted. Now, 
the House can accept or reject that report 
if they see fit. Ido not see how any blame 
can be attached to the committee. I 
stoutly express the same opinion here that 
I did in the committee. Notwithstanding 
all that I have heard to the contrary, [ 
think it would be much better not to put 
that debate on the records of the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—As a momber 
of this House, I moved on the 14th 
February that the report of the Contin- 
gencies Committee be referred back for 
reconsideration. I have looked into this 
matter. As the official report appears, no 
reason is given for the action of the House 
on that occasion. The question which was 
then dealt with was whether we should 
superannuate one of our servants. The 
question was culmly deliberated on here, 
and there is nothing in that debate which 
would justify its suppression or delay in 
its publication. The report should have 
been published in order to -ustify the 
action of those who voted with the majo: 
rity. When the members of the Debates 
Committee took it upon themselves then 
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to delay the publication of the debate they 
went far beyond their authority. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—We did not de- 
lay it. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The result of 
the action of the committee was to delay 
the publication. Our reporters would not 
of their own will suppress or delay any 
report unless they had the authority of the 
committee, or some member of it, for doing 
80, It is some seventeen days since the 
debate took place, and it is not yet 
published. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—The House ad- 
journed in the mean time. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—We are in- 
formed by the chairman of the committee 
that the day after the debate took place a 
meeting of the committee was held to deal 
with an entirely different matter. The 
committee consists of fitteen members, but 
there were only five present, and these 
dwindled down to three. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH-—The chairman 
of the committee so informed me. He said 
that only three members were present. The 
report has been delayed and ihe delay has 
occurred through the action of the commit- 
tee. There is no good ground for the 
decision at which the committee arrived. 
Any one who heard the debate in question 
muet have been struck with the manifest 
desire on all sides to avoid reflecting on 
the character of the parties affected by the 
report of the Committee on Contingencies. 
I repeat the Debates Committee exceeded 
their authority in tho course they have 
taken. They were appointed to inquire 
into the best means to fe adopted to obtain 
correct reports of the debates of the Senate 
and for the publication of the same, not 
for the suppression or delay of the debates. 
I say if they can do so in one caso they can 
do so in any case. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The hon. gentle- 
mau has stated that we suppressed the 
report of the debate; he has no right to 
say that. We did not suppress anything. 


Hon. Mra. KAU LBACH—The committee 
have held back the report, and that is 
virtually suppressing it. 
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Hon. Mar. HOWLA N—We did not hold 
it back either. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Through the 
action of the committee the publication of ° 
the debate has been delayed. Generally 
when a debate has been suppressed it has 
been by an expression of opinion from the 
House, and not by the authority of the 
Debates Committee. It makes no differ- 
ence to me personally whether my remarks 
on the occasion referred to appear in the 
official report or not, but it is important 
that we should have some expression of 
opinion from the House as to the extent 
of the committee’s powers. As the hon. 
gentleman from Amherst says, at this time, 
when the Senate is accused of extravagance 
in our contingent accounts, and when 
we are desirous that no ground shall be 
even for any such imputations, it is most 

esirable that full reports of all the ques- 
tions debated in this House should appear 
in the official report. I am sure that 
there is nothing in the debate which 
occurred on the 14th of February that 
could reflect on the character of the Senate 
or of any of its members or employés. 
There was a desire on all hands to avoid 
anything of the kind, and the reasons for 
recommending the superannuation of one 
of our employés were not as fully given as 
they should have been for that very 
reason. Had they been more fully stated 
I think the House would have considered 
that the reasons were not sufficient to 
justify the recommendation. I hope, there- 
fore, that the report of the Debates Com- 
mitted will be rejected. It would be a 
dangerous precedent to establish, to give 
the committee authority to suppress or 
delay the report of any debate of this. 
House. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—This is a very 
small matter, and has already occupied a. 
good deal of the time of the House. I 
think it can be settled without much diffi- 
culty. The report involves two points: 
first, the power of the committee with re- 

rd to delaying the publication of the 

ebates; and secondly, the wisdom of 
the recommendation conveyed in the 
second clause. I do not think the com- 
mittee had any intention to interfere with 
the privileges of the House or unfairly 
to interfere with the publication of the 
debates, but they presumed it would be 
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a wise course on their part to with- 
hold for a while the publication of the 
particular debate in question. For my 
own part, I think that they rather mis- 
took the course which is sanctioned by 
recedent in this House on that point. 
here there has been an objectionable 
debate it has been usual to refer it to 
the committee, and the committee has 
then been asked to consider the ques- 
lion and report to the House, and gen- 
erally that report has been adopted by the 
House. The sending of the debate to the 
committee has been tantamount to an 
instruction from the House, I think the 
committee has a perfect right to make 
a recommendation, and the hon. gentleman 
from Alberton correctly states the fact 
when he says the committee has only made 
a recommendation. It has not attempted 
to usurp the powers of the House, but has 
made a recommendation, whether wise or 
unwise it is for the House to judge. With 
regard to the second point, | desire to say 
I think the recommendation of the com- 
mittee is an unwise one. I agree perfectly 
with what has fallen from my hon, friend 
from Amherst, that with regard to the 
question of our contingencies we have 
nothing to conceal, and that any discussion 
taking place on that question should have 
the utmost publicity. The debate in question 
was one of those which should particulerly 
have appeared in our debates, because at 
the present time there is a very unfair 
agitation being started in another place 
with regard to the alleged axtravagance 
of our expenditures. The very appearance, 
therefore, of suppressing a discussion of 
anything taking place on that subject 
might be injurious to this body. I there- 
fore intend to vote against the report as a 
whole, in consequence of the second part, 
because I believe the debate in question 
sbould take its proper place in the official 
report, and that any debate of that kind 
should have the greatest publicity that 
could be given to it, because I believe this 
House has nothing to lose by the freest 
ee tages publication of debates of that 
nd. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I scarcely need 
rise to say anything on this subject, because 
I might he content with saying simply that 
I concur in what has fallen from my hon. 
friend from Richmond. The most courteous 
way of dealing with the incident before us, 
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which is not all disclosed, as I understand, 
by the report, is simply to decline to 
adopt the report if we are of opinion, as I 
am of opinion, and I suppose as hon. gen- 
tlemen who have spoken think, that the 
recommendation is not a judicious one. I 
see that the debate in question does not 
appear in our official report and the 

ouse has given no order, I understand, 
restraining its publication. Therefore, in 
some way or other the A does not find 
its proper place in our Debates, and we 
have not yet pronounced any opinion as to 
whether it should ar should not. We have 
given no order in that respect. The omis- 
sion of the report is a mistake. I think it 
should not have occurred. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—If the House does 
not order that that debate shall not appear 
it must, as a matter of course, appear. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I quite agree with 
my hon. friend. It is unnecessary for us 
to make any substantive motion on the 
subject, because under the arrangement 
we have made for the reporting of the 
debates it must appear. It has not yet 
abe and subsequent debates have been 

ublished. It does not take its usual place. 

hen the House has declared that it does 
not concur in the recommendation of the 
committee that report will find its way, I 
presume, into the Debates in the ordinary 
course of things; so the main thing we 
have to do now is to say whether or not 
we concur in the recommendation of the 
committee not to publish this report. I 
am quite prope to go the entire length 
that my hon. friend has done in stating 
my opinion that the report ought to go to 
the public. Not only have we nothing to 
fear by a comparison of our expenditure 
with the expenditures in other places, but 
as a result of the investigation before the 
committee last winter, it is proved that 
we have every reason to be satisfied with 
our position as compared with that of any 
other legislative chamber. There is pro- 
baly something to be desired yet in that 
respect, but we are quite competent to do 
whatever may be necessary in that way, 
and I only regret—and I mention it inci- 
dentally—thut the comparative statements 
which were prepared last year of the con- 
tingent expenditures of the two Houses 
were not published in their entirety as 
they were laid before the committee, 
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because the mere publication of the state- 
ment laid before the committee, made 
from authentic sources, of the comparative 
expenditure and the comparative increases 
of nditure of the two Houses, would 
bave n an answer to a great deal of 
the foolish calumnies and slanders that 
are published about the Senate on this 
particular subject. I therefore entirely 
concur in the views that have been 
stated by different hon. members that the 
debate in question ought to appear and 
that everything which we find it necessary 
to say in discussing these contingeucies 
should be published, and I do not believe 
that anything that is said on that subject 
can produce any other effect than to add 
to the credit and standing of this honorable 
House in the eyes of the people. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—If the hon. gentle- 
map had been present at the debate to which 
reference has been made I do not think 
he would have applied the language to it 
which we have just heard. It was a debate 
which was anything but calculated to 
elevate this House in the eyes of the public 
and further; it was a debate which con- 
veyed no valuable information to the public. 
It was a debate in which a good deal was 
said as to the character of one of the sub- 
ordinate employés of the Senate. Was that 
the sort of thing which should go to the 
public upon our records? That is the only 
reason why these domestic matters are 
referred to committees, that they are 
not subjects of a kind which should be 
discussed in public. Men make state- 
ments with respect to the characters of 
employés which may be altogether wrong, 
a which may turn out, upon further 
investigation, not to be well founded; but 
still, when cases of that kind are brought 
up, there must be a certain liberty of dis- 
cussion, otherwise the truth is not to be 
arrived at. Hon. gentlemen must see that 
the floor of this House is not the place 
where such discussions should take place. 
That was the principle on which the 
committee recommended the non-publi- 
cation of the debate in question. The 
hon. gentleman from Amherst and the 
hon, leader of the House both spoke 
a gocd deal of valuable truth as to our not 
being ashamed that the details of our 
expenditure should be made public. There 
was no question of making public the 
details of our expenditure. The debate did 
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not deal with that at all, but dealt with 
the characters of certain employés. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I understand from 
what is told me that the discussion turned 
to some extent upon the merits or demerits 
of some employé of the House, as to the 
propriety of continuing him in the service 
of the Senate. One of the calumnies circu- 
lated freely about the Senate is that we 
retain in our employ persons who are unfit 
for their duties, and thatin this way we are 
squandering the public money. Is there 
anything more calculated to aid this House 
than to show that there is nothing of the 
kind ? 


Hon. Me. MILLER—The question of 
superannuation was involved in the discus- 
sion. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—The question is 
whether a debate which dealt with purely 
domestic matters of that kind and did not 
deal with the subject of our expenditure 
directly should be published. Now, what 
took place in this matter? There must 
have been something a little unusual in the 
character of the debate when the reporter 
himself asked the question of the chairman 
of the Debates Committee whether this 
particular or should be published or 
not. À deal has been said, parti- 
cularly by the hon. gentleman from 
Victoria, as to the great liberty—the unpar- 
donable liberty—taken by one member of 
the committee with this debate. Now, I 
happen to be the member of the committee 
who took this unpardonable liberty, and I 
may state what the liberty consisted of. 
The reporter himself was under the 
impression that this debate was not one 
that it was desirable to publish, and spoke 
to the chairman of the committee in that 
sense, I afterwards, in the course of the 
evening, happened to see the reporter. I 
did not go to see him about this special 
thing; but I suggested to him that, as the 
committee were to meet the following 
morning, it might be as well to defer the 
publication of this particular debate until 
the committee met and had a chance to 
deal with it. Accordingly, the committee 
met the next morning and did recommend 
that this part of the debate be not pub- 
lished, and now the question for the House 
is, whether the committee were right or 
wrong. It is absurd to talk about an 
outrage upon the liberties and privileges 


160 


of the House, and to speak as though the 
whole British constitution were coming 
down in battered fragments about our 
ears, because we postponed the publication 
of a debate until the House has an oppor- 
tunity to decide whether it should appear 
or not. Suppose that in the course of a 
debate some very scandalous thing had 
been said—and there are hon. gentlemen 
here who remember debates that took 
place in past years, when very objection- 
able language was used—and suppose that 
no notice happened to be taken of that 
at the time, is it contended that the com- 
mittee would have no right, when they 
came to realize, afterwurds, what the 
effect of this language was, to recommend 
to the House that that debate should 
not appear, or that a particular speech 
should not be published ? There is this 
fact, that more than once—and the hon. 
gentleman from Victoria must know it 
quite as well as I do—there have been 
instances in which speeches, and por- 
tions of speeches, have been suppressed, 
on the recommendation of the chairman 
of the committee alone, and no ques 
tion was raised ahout it. We were not 
told that the British Constitution was 
going to pieces. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—That is all 
wrong, though. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It may or may not 
be ; the thing had been done before and in 
amore aggravated form than it has been 
in this case, and I fail tosee that any very 
serious injury has been done. Of course, 
if we could have foreseen that the non- 
publication of that interesting debate was 
going to excite so much feeling amongst 
the members of the House who are such 
warm lovers of British liberty, the com- 
mittee probably would not have made the 
recommendation that they did; but it 
may be that some gentlemen may have 
occasion to regret that the House has taken 
the pusition which is now suggested 
with respect to this matter, If it is said 
that the committee which is appointed to 
supervise the publication of our debates 
has not the right of reserving the publi- 
cation of one speech, or a number of 
spoons until the House has decided upon 
the question, I think that occasions may 
arise when that will be found to be a bad 
rule. 
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Hon. Me. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I am 


bound to believe that the committee acted 
with the best intentions. There is nothing 
personal to them in the oprosition to this 
report, but at the same time, I think they 
acted injudiciously, and exceeded their 
authority. The statement of the hon. 
gentloman from Halifax that the reporter 
methim and suggested to him to withhold 
the report—— 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I never said any- 
thing of the sort. I said that the reporter 
made the suggestion to the,chairman of 
the committee, 


Hon. MR. MACDONALD—The repor- 
ter’s duty was to report the debates of the 
House, and he had no right to makea 
suggestion of the kind. It makes the 
matter ten times worse if there has been 
collusion between the official reporter and 
any member of the committee. 


Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—There is no 
question in my opinion but that the com- 
mittee had a right to recommend, as they 
have recommended, that a certain portion 
of a debate be omitted ; the only question 
is, whether it was judicious to delay the 

ublication of the report, as has been done. 

he House has power to decide the ques- 
tion, it is true, but the committee have: 
power to recommend to the House to sup- 
press or delay the publication of any par- 
ticular report. The difficulty has arisen 
mainly from the adjournment of the Senate. 
If the opinion of the Senate could have 
been got in a reasonable time there would 
have been very little delay. Under the 
circumstances, the question before us is 
simply whether the report should be 
adopted or not. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I want to know if 
any person thinks that a private member 
of a committee has a right to meet one of 
the official reporters and tell him to sup- 
press areport of adebate until the decision 
of the House is obtained? [ do not think 
any one should undertake to do so. 


The Senate divided on the motion,which 
was rejected by the following vote :— 


CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messieurs 
Bolduc, McClelan, 
C in, Mc Biillan, 
DeBlois, Macfarlane, 
Howlan, Power.—8. 
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Non-CoONTENTS : 
Hon. Messieurs 


Abbott, McKay, 

D, Macdonald (Victoria), 
Boulton, erner, 
Clemow, Miller, 

Dever, Mon ery, 
Dickey, Murphy, 
Girard, Paquet, 
Glasier, Prowse 
Haythorne, Read (Quinté) 
Kaulbach, Reesor 

Lewin, Reid (Cariboo), 
one Robitaille, 
McInnes (B.C.), Smith.—26. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—Before the House 
adjourns I want to show that there is a 
recedent for the course which the Debates 
mmittee have taken in this matter. Or 
reference to the first volume of the Senate 
Debates, Session of 1885, it will be seen 
that a similar question to this was before 
the House. Mr. Vidal then occupied the 
position of chairman of the Debates Com- 
mittee. I find on page 239 the following :— 


“Hon. MR. ALEX AN DER—Before the Orders of 
the Day are called, I rise to a question of privilege. 
I learn that orders have been given to the reporters of 
this House to exp a certain speech delivered in 
this House by a member. The orders were conveyed 
I understand, to the reporters by the hon. senator 
from Sarnia (Mr. Vidal). I desire to ask by what 
authority that senator gave or conveyed such orders ? 
My reading of parliamentary practice is that no 
speech of any member can be omitted from the official 
report of the debates without an order of the House 
conveyed by resolution duly passed. 


‘Hon. Mr. VIDAL—As the hon. member has called 
upon me by name to explain this matter, I must 
endeavor to do so, although laboring under ve 
considerable difficulty on account of a severe cold. 
As he has been pleased to term it, the order that has 
been given the reporters is not, correctly called, an 
order. I received from the official reporters, in the 
absence of the chairman of the committee on the 
reporting of the debates, a brief memorandum asking 
what was to be done with the debate of Friday last 
in connection with the disorderly conduct and remarks 
of the hon. senator from Woodstock. The repor- 
ters understood, as I think it was generally 
understood in the House, that his remarks and the 
heey referring to those remarks, should not find a 

in the record of the Debates of this House. That 
was the understanding by myself, and I think by the 
other sena of what was the desire and intention 
of the House in this matter.” I have no authority to 
suppress any debate,much less to do what has been in- 
correctly charged to have been done—expunge it from 
the record, because it has never been on the record, 
and consequently could not have been expunged. 
I had no authority for directing that this speech 
should not be placed in the record; and I therefore 
took the opportunity of consulting other members of 
the Debates Committee. There was no time to call 
the committee together, but I took the opportunity 
of consulting such members as I could conveniently 
see. Every one of them understood the sense 
of the House that those speeches — not merely 
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the s h of the hon. member from Woodstock, 
but the s upon his remarks — 
should not be inserted in the official report of the 
debates. I conveyed this information to the reporters, 
and they very naturally asked the question as to 
where the omission was to commence and how far it 
was to extend ? I gave to them what I understood to 
be the decision of the Senate, and as I thought a very 
natural and very proper decision, especially when the 
hon. gentleman from Woodstock had professed to 
make an apology to the House, I considered, that 
being the case, that was the admission that he 
had done wrong, that his remarks were entirely out 
of order and should not, therefore, on that account be 
placed on record ; so I gave, as I thought, very simple 
and proper instructions to the reporters to gu on with 
the hon. gentleman’s remarks just so long as he was 
speaking on the subject before the House—that is, 
the Bill respecting the transfer of lands in the North- 
West Territories—-but so soon as he de from 
that and began to use these inexcusable imputations, 
and when he undertook to express himself in a manner 
entirely unbecoming in a member of this honorable 
body, that those remarks should not appear—that that 
should be the special font at which the reporters. 
should not record the debate, and as a natural conse- 
uence, not only the remarks of the hon. gentleman 
rom Woodstock, but the remarks of the hon. gentlemen 
who spoke after him in reference to this matter, should 
disappear altogether, so that there should be no record 
in our official report of that very unpleasant debate. 
I think the hon. gentleman’s remarks were very dero- 
gatory to the character and honor of this House, and 
calculated to lower us very much in the estimation of 
the country. There is no hon. gentleman who 
professes to have greater respect for the dignity of 
this body or greater desire that it should stand well 
in the eyes of the community than the hon. member 
from Woodstock, and I venture to say that the 
remarks such as he had made in this House durin 
this session have done more to lower it in public esti- 
mation than anything that has been done within 
these walls. Not only should the Senate sanction 
what has been done, perhaps somewhat irregurlarly, 
with reference to these remarks, but in my judgment 
the Senate would act wisely and well if they would 
expunge from the record the remarks made by the 
hon. tleman on a former occasion, when he in- 
dul in unjustifiable imputations upon the cha- 
racter, honesty and integrity of this body. I trust 
the House will sustain the somewhat irregular action 
taken by me, and will affirm the principles and mo- 
tives which actuated me in adopting the course which 
I have taken.” 


Now, we did not go so far as that: we 
merely recommended to the House what 
we thought would be in the interest of the 
Senate, and still we are accused of robbing 
hon. gentlemen of their rights, and as the 
hon. member for Halifax has well put it, 
of tumbling down the whole British consti- 
tution on their heads. On the occasion in 
1885 to which I have just referred the 
House supported the chairman of the 
Debates Committee in the course he 

ursued. Taking that view of the matter, 
À ask the leader of the House to be allowed 
to withdraw my name from the Debates 
Committee. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned at 5:10 p.m. 








THE CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF 
THE SENATE. 


The following is the report referred to 
above :— 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—I 
should like to know why Thos. Davis, a 
Messenger, is superannuated? He is a 
young man, and scems to be quite fit to 
discharge his duties. I should like to have 
that part of the report suspended and 
referred back to the commitiee to enquire 
further into this matter. I should like to 
know if they had this man Davis before 
them, and why they have decided to super- 
annuate him ? 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I am not pos- 
sessed of the facts which led the committee 
to recommend that this young man be 
superannuated. Some reasons should be 

iven for such an unusual recommendation. 
Te seems to me that it would be a bad prece- 
dent, unless a man bas been for a long time 
in the public service and has reached an 
advanced age, to superannuate him. If 
Davis is not over age and not incapacitated 
from performing his duties I should like 
to know why he is to be superannuated. 
It is unjust to the young man himself to 
shove him out of the position he is holding, 
if it ismerely to make place for some other 
person. I should think that the committee 
would not yield to pressure to recommend 
the superannuation of a comparatively 
young man, to make room for another 
person. Unless the chairman of the com- 
mittee can justify this recommendation, I 
must oppose the report. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I think it would not 
be at all desirable that such a matter as 
this should be discussed in this Chamber. 
There were as many members present at 
the meeting of the committee as are 
present in the house now. The matter 
was discussed and the committee arrived 
almost unanimously at the conclusion 
to make the recommendation contained 
in the report. The hon. member from 
New Westminster .did not concur in 
the recommendation to superannuate 
Davis, but my recollection is that he did 
concur in the proposition to dispense with 
his services. Satisfactory reasons were 
furnished to the committee why this man 
should not be continued in his present 
position, and I think it would be an 
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unfortunate precedent if, in a thin 
House, we were to uniertake to discuss 
before the whole country the reasons why 
the committee have recommended that a 
certain course be taken in dealing with an 
inferior officer of the House. There is this 
objection to referring back the parse raph 
of the report containing the recommenda- 
tion: the action which the committee took 
on several other applications would be in- 
fluenced by the action taken in this partic- 
ular case, and we should be obliged to refer 
back a large portion of the report. I have 
not the slightest interest in the matter, 
good, bad or indifferent, except that the 
right thing should be done, and I think 
that it would be a very unwise thing to 
refer this paragraph of the report back. 
There is no object in prosecuting the en- 
quiry any further. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—My hon. friend 
has rather excited my curiosity. Does he 
tell us that when a report comes from a 
committee we must adopt it blindly without 
discussion ? Is the House not to be the 
judge of all circumstances connected with 
the recommendation ? When such a new 
departure is taken as the superannuation 
of a young man we should have a reason 
for it. We must know the ground on which 
this recommendation is made. There should 
be no hesitation on the part of the House 
in demanding all the information that is 
necessary to enable us toarrive at a correct 
judgment on the matter. It is a new de- 
parture, and I can only say, as my hon. 
friend beside me has said, that I can see but 
one reason for making such a recommen- 
dation—that there is a desire to give the 
position to somebody else. 


Hon. Me. POWER — Nothing of the 
sort, 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—TIf that is not 
the reason, then we ought to know what is 
the real ground for making the recommen- 
dation. tf this man has not performed 
his duty, if he is incapacitated in any way, 
if he has been an unfaithful servant, he 
should be dismissed and not superannuated. 
Until some explanation is given by the 
chairman of the committee, I shall be. 
disposed to oppose this paragraph of the 
report. 


Hon, Me. DEVER—I have no interest 
in this matter, and did not hear it discussed. 
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until just now. It is something new in 
this House that a Star Chamber commit- 
tee should consider a matter of this kind 
and recommend a cortain course to the 
House, without giving any explanation for 
taking the course recommended. I pro- 
test against such a doctrine. I do not want 
to vote for anything or be considered as 
voting for anything that I do not under- 
stand. I question very much the wisdom 
or propriety of doing anything here that 
we are afraid should get out to the public. 
What will the public think we are doing 
when they read the speech of my hon. 
friend from Halifax? They will think 
that we are wasting public money for the 
purpose of finding a position for some indi- 
vidual in whom certain members are 
interested. That is not an impression 
which should be allowed to go abroad, 
and I do not think it will be tolerated by 
the House or the country. I propose, for 
one, that all the facts connected with this 
matter shall be made public. Ifthe recom- 
mendation is right, we will endorse it, and 
if it is wrong let us reject it. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—As one of that 
committee, I wish to say to the hon. gentle- 
man from St. John that the committee is 
not a Star Chamber atall. It is composed 
of a large number of members of this House 
and is the very opposite of a Star Chamber 
committee. am satisfied if the hon. 

entleman had been there and heard the 

iscussion he would not have made the 
remarks he has just made. At the meet- 
ing of that committee we had the leader of 
the Opposition and a member of the Gov- 
ernment present to see that nothing wrong 
was done. The matter was discussed fully, 
and the conclusion arrived at is the recom- 
mendation contained in the report which is 
now before us. Unless there is some good 
reason for rejecting the report it should be 
accepted by the House. [admit that every 
report of a committee is subject to discus- 
sion in the House, but at the same time 
the House should credit the committee 
with having discharged its duty. If 
they think that the committee has been 
influenced by improper considerations 
they should appoint another committee. 
This young man Davis has contributed 
to the superannuation fund, and the 
recommendation is merely to give him 
back his money. I cannot see how any 
public money is misappropriated in super- 
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annuating this man. I may say that 
more than three-fourths of the members of 
the committee approved of the recom- 
mendation in this report, and I think it 
would be better to adopt the report than 
to send it back for further consideration. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—When I first heard 
that an employé was to be superannuated 
I enquired how old he was, and I learned he 
was about 35 years old. I think, therefore, 
that superannuation does not apply in this 
case. I was told the young man hed bodily 
infirmities which prevented him from dis- 
charging his duties. I asked if he had a 
certificate from a medicial man stating 
what his bodily infirmities were, and I was 
informed by the chairman of the com- 
mittee that he had not. Now, in Nova 
Scotia, and I fancy in other parts of Can- 
ada, there is no charge made against the 
Government of this Dominion which is 
more injurious to them than the charge that 
they superannuate people who are quite 
competent to discharge their duty in order 
that they may make room for favorites of 
the Government. Whether that is the 
case or not in the higher and more remu- 
nerative offices, we should be careful that 
no such charge can be laid against us. If 
this young man is to be pensioned for 
bodily infirmities there ought to be a 
medicial certificate showing the cause; but 
I believe that is not the reason at all wh 
he is unfit for his duties. However, I wi 
not enter into particulars, as I will not 
make charges that I cannot substantiate, 
but if what I have heard is true, he ought 
to be reprimanded, and told that if he has to 
be superannuated again he will not get 
another chance, but will bedischarged. If 
I could move an amendment to the report 
I should like to move that he be repri- 
manded and told that if it is necessary to 
deal with his case again he will be dis- 
charged. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Since my 
name has been mentioned in connection 
with the proposed superannuation of Davis, 
I may say that as a member of the com- 
mittee I took very strong grounds against 
the recommendation of the Housekeeper to 
have this man superannuated. 


Hon. Me. POWER—This illustrates the 
objection to which I refer, that a domestic 
arrangement of the Senate should be dis- 
cased and these little details go on our 
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record. I think it is highly objectionable 
that we should be discussing what the 
apes! ag said and what other em- 
poy és said. It is very improper and un- 
ignified. If the recommendation is not 
approved of, it is much better to refer the 
paragraph back to the committee. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—I owe it to myself 
and the House as a member of that com- 
mittee to make this explanation, that I 
took strong grounds against this man Davis 
being superannuated at the early age of 35, 
and t asked the reasons why the recomme- 
dation was made. I will not mention to the 
House what information I received, but I 
may simply state that I took strong 
grounds against the recommendation. I 
thought the committee were acting 
wrongly in asking the Senate of the coun- 
try to establish such a precedent. I hold 
the same view yet. I am more than sur- 
prised at my hon. friend from Alberton, 
when he insists that this House should 
accept the report of the Contingent Com- 
mittee without a thorough investigation. 
I remember, and others will remember in 
this House, that only two or three years 
ago, when the hon. gentleman himself was 
chairman of the Contingent Committee, and 
that committee, by a majority of three to 
one, recommended granting gratuities on 
the Jubilee year to certain officers in con- 
nection with the Senate, he disapproved of 
the recommendation. The hon. gentleman 
from Richmond, who, I am sorry to see, is 
not in his seat to-day, moved that that por- 
tion of the report be expunged or referred 
back to the committee for reconsideration. 
The motion was agreed to and the report 
was expunged. In view of that fact, L am 
rather surprised to hear my hon. friend lay 
down the doctrine which he has stated 
to-day. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—I did not esta- 
blish such a precedent ; it was the hon. 
member from Richmond. 


Hon. Me. McINNES—If I am wrong I 
accept the explanation ; but my recollection 
of the incident is, that when it came to a 
vote the hon. gentleman from Alberton 
supported the amendment. However, I 
am not going into a discussion on this 
point. I can only say that if we adopt 
this recommendation we will be doing 
something which we will regret in the 
future. 
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Hon. Mz. POWER—The better way 
would be for some gentleman who objects 
to this paragraph of the report to move 
that paragraphs 7, 8, and 9 be referred 
back to the committee. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—In order 
to justify myself I may say I have been 
approached by a dozen members askin 
me to move that the report be rejected. 
refused todo so. I said I had done my 
duty in the committee room and I would 
take no further part in the matter. I 
would not have referred to it now if it had 
not, been brought up by the hon. member 
from Halifax. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I may explain, 
in reply to my hon. friend from British 
Columbia, that in the case to which he 
referred a few moments ago I was chair- 
man of the Contingent Accounts Committee 
and introduced the report. Would my 
hon. friend believe that I would have voted 
seat my own report? The thing is 
absurd. 


Hon. Mr. MoINNES—My recollection 
is that the hon. member made an explana- 
tion in which he demurred to the report. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—The hon. gentle- 
man is astray; I would not oppose my 
own report. 


Hon. Mr..MoINNES—On referring to 
the minutes [ find that I was perfectly 
correct in my statement. My hon. friend 
from Alberton not only spoke against 
the report when he presented it to the 
House, but I find his name here among 
those who voted against it. 


Hon. MR. POIRIER—If what I hear 
about Davis is true, he ought not to be 
continued in his present position. How- 
ever, what I wish to bring to the notice of 
the House is, that the First Clerk of English 
Journals, who died recently—Mr. Peter 
Miller—was appointed at confederation as 
coming from New Brunswick. WhileI do 
not believe in making it a strict rule that 
every vacancy should be filled by the 
eppowmoment of a successor from the same 

rovince, the rule has been followed to a 
certain extent, and I am sorry that the 
members of the committee who come from 
New Brunswick did not advocate the 
claim of their own Province. 


Hon. Me. MoCLELAN—They did. 
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Hon. Me. POIRIER—Then they did not 
succeed in carrying their point. A New 
Brunswick man should have been ap- 
a beginning, of course, at the foot, 

use I believe in promotion. I haveno 
objection to the gentleman who received 
the appointment. I do not know him, but 
I have no doubt he is equal to the position. 
Iam sorry to see that in this House, of 
late years, appointments have been made 
in a vicious circle and that due regard 
has not been paid to the claims of the 
different Provinces; but other influences 
have been allowed to prevail. I do not 
intend this as a protest, but I am:sorry 
that the old rule and precedents were not 
followed in this instance, and that a 
gentleman from New Brunswick was not 
allowed to come in at the foot of the ladder 
to replace that efficient deceased servant, 
Mr. Miller. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—My hon. friend 
from Acadia brings a charge against my- 
self, as a member from New Brunswick, and 
a little later justifies the course that I took. 
There was an application for the position 
from New Bruswick by a gentleman who, 
for a time, faithfully filled an office on the 
staff of the House of Commons, and who 
would have been very glad to have taken 
the position made vacant by the {lamented 
death of Mr.Miller,who had heen appointed 
in recognition of the claims of New Bruns- 
wick at the time of the Confederation. I 
attempted to set forth at the meeting of 
the committee that the vacancy really 
belonged, according to the old order of 
things, to the Province of New Brunswick, 
provided a proper application was received. 
A proper applicant did present his claims— 
Mr. Richardson, of Richibucto. These 
claims were ignored by the almost unani- 
mous voice of the committee, on the ground 
very properly taken by the hon. member 
from Acadia—that is, the ground of pro- 
motion. The position formerly occupied by 
Mr Miller was filled up in this way and 
other officials promoted, and hence there 
was no place left for the applicant from New 
Brunswick, because when a real vacancy 
came to be filled the salary being only 
$600 the applicant could not accept it. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I would ask the 
hon. gentleman if the applicant would not 
accept the position at that salary. 
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Hon. Mr. MoCLELAN—I had no in- 
struction to press the application at that 
salary. I had a letter from him fixing a ~ 
minimum amount, and consequently I felt 
myself entirely justified in not pressing his 
application any further. I took the 
on 7 course I could on the committee 
under the circumstances, while I think 
the claims of New Brunswick have 
not been fairly considered in all respects. 
With reference to the matter before the 
House, although I took no particular part 
upon the committee on the question of 
ry aire as itis termed—and wrong- 
fully termed in my judgment—lI felt it was 
an exceedingly difficult and delicate case. 
Had there Bech a division on the com- 
mittee I should certainly have voted 
against superannuating a young man 35 
years of age without any proofs before us 
that he was suffering from any infirmity 
which would justify such a course. I do 
not think we have any clear proof of in- 
efficiency or misconduct; but certainly if it 
was either, we would be laying down a 
a very bad precedent if we superannuated 
for such a cause. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—With reference to 
this matter, [ feel that there has been more 
than one injustice done. This case I must 
consider as # shuffle of the cards in favor 
of certain parties. 


The Senate divided on the amendment 
to refer back paragraphs 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 
of the report, which was adopted: Contents, 
18 ; non-contents, 12. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, March 4th, 1890, 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


Bill (23) “An Act to incorporate the 
Belding, Paul & Company, Limited.” (Mr. 
Vidal.) 

Bill (M) “An Act to authorize thé 
Toronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust 
to invest certain funds.” (Mr. Sullivan.) 
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PRIVATE BILLS. 
TIME FOR PRESENTING EXTENDED. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN, from the Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bill, presented their Sixteenth Report, re- 
commending that the time for presenting 


reports on Private Bills be extended to 
the 25th inst. He moved the adoption of 
the report. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I think that, as this 
report is of some importance, it had better 
stand over till to-morrow, because I think 
the better way would be for the House to 
strike from our rules the one which pro- 
vides for the presenting of Private Bills at 
a certain time subsequent to the meeting 
of the House each year. The better way 
will be to have no rule on the subject at 
all, or have it read this way—the time for 
the introduction and presentation of Private 
Bills shall be that adopted by the House of 
Commons each Session. I think that the 
present mode of procedure is simply ab- 
surd and altogether inconsistent with the 
dignity of the House. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY. I quite concur in 
what my hon. friend has said as to the 
farce of constantly extending the rules; 
but, on this question, I hope he will not 
oppose the adoption of this report, for the 
reason that we have been acting as if these 
teports were made in good time, and it is 
resirable that nothing should take place 
do invalidate the proceedings of the House. 
I think in this case it would be better to 
adopt the report. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NEW SENATOR. 


Hon. Peter McLaren was introduced, 
and having taken the oath and signed the 
roll, took his seat. 


BANKING SECURITY IN THE 
NORTH-WEST. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON rose to call 


The attention of this House to the advantage of 
granting to the corporate Banks power to take 
security upon real estate, or personal estate, or both, 
for the advance of loans, as a measure that will in- 
crease circulation, /and materially assist in the develop- 
ment of our agricultural interests by giving to the 
farmers cheap money for temporary uirements ; 
and ask the Government if they will take the question 
into their consideration in the framing of the new 


Bank Act ? 


He said—I think that an apology is due 
from me to this honorable House and to 
the Government for having allowed this 
notice of motion to remain so long on the 
paper. The reason of its being so is that 

was compelled to go up to the North- 
West, and not knowing the exact day on 
which I would return, [ was obliged to put 
it off to a sufficiently distant day to 
warrant me in being here. In bringing 
up this question before the notice of the 
Government I am not doing 80 at the re- 

uest of the banks, nor do I know that 
the banks are asking the power which I 
have thought it advisable to suggest for 
the consideration of the Government to- 
day. At the present moment, the banks 
have not power to take security upon real 
estate or personal estate. Although the 
law does not give the banks power to take 
security On real or personal property,there 
is still a way in which they can do so by 
what I call evading the law; that is to say, 
if the banks desire to make a loan and 
take security for that loan, they have the 
power to accept a draft at a day’s date and 
et it go to protest and then take security. 
That is one way in which it can be done, 
but it is not a way which is at all conduc- 
ive either to the interest of the banks or 
of the people themselves, to obtain a loan, 
because the very fact of the note going to 

rotest and of having to give security 
for it, is an evidence of discredit on 
the part of the borrower. More than 
that, the provincial laws, in Ontario 
at least, and I know in Manitoba, also, 
provide that the bank which takes a 
preferential security on a loan in that 
manner shall not become a preference 
creditor, but shall rank with all the other 
creditors of the individual; and, therefore, 
it is an insecure way for a bank to deal 
with the matter so far as taking security 
on personal or real estate is concerned. 
The interest in which I have brought this 
uestion before the notice of this honorable 

ouse is that of our North-West farmers. 
There is a great scope for the use of capital 
in the North-West, and there is a very 
great dearth of capital, indeed, in that 
country. The ordinary system of settle- 
ment in that country is such that more 
capital is very desirable in the interest of 
the development of our western country. 
Most of the settlers who go up there are 
men without means, but with plenty of 
muscle and physical power to develop the 
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resources of that western Sheth À They 
go up there without any moans beyond a 
sufficient amount to purchase a yoke of 
cattle, a plough, and a few months’ pro- 
visions, and they find there, ready at their 
hand, an enormous field of fertile prairie; 
all they have to do is to turn up the soil 
and produce a crop. The power of turn- 
ing up the soil is only limited to the settler 
by his physical capacity to undertake the 
work. It is quite possible for him to turn 
over 40 acres, or 50 acres, as the case may 
be, and the enterprise of most settlers is 
such that they frequently turn over more 
soil than their means will enable them to 
cultivate properly, and therefore, when 
they come to put in their crop and harvest 
it, they are cramped for want of means. 
It is for the purpose of meeting that prac- 
tical phase of our western life that I desire 
that greater banking facilities should be 
available for the settlers in the west. 
Then there is another view with regard 
to our life in that country; we areonly be- 
inning farming there, I may say. The 
eae comes up there with nothing but a 
yoke of cattle and a ploaugh—I mean to say 
it is so with a large number of our 
settlers. The other class form an excep- 
tion to the general rule. These farmers 
have not been able to pursue mixed farm- 
ing yet; they have no income except 
what they get from the annual return by 
the sale of their grain; they have not 
begun to cultivate the soil as the farmers 
in the Eastern Provinces do; they have 
not the wool harvest in the spring, the 
lamb harvest in the fall, the Christmas and 
Easter harvest of cattle, and the grain 
crop in the fall and monthly harvests 
during the dairy season. These are all 
monthly returns which enable the farmer 
to carry on his work without the necessity 
of hanidng capital or advances which we 
in the west feel are absolutely necessary 
for the proper development and progress 
of our western country. As I have said, 
our farmers are limited to an annual in- 
come, and are So upon sales of 
grain alone. At the present moment and 
under the present circumstances the only 
available source to which the farmer can 
go to relieve himself from a temporary 
necessity, perhoke an absolute require- 
ment in the conduct of his operations, 
is either to go to one of the private banks, 
which, I am sorry to say, are increasing 
rapidly in our western country, or go to 


a loan company and obtain a loan. Now, 
both of these are objectionable sources of 
capital for various reasons. So far as the 
private banks are concerned, they charge: 
a high rate of interest. Their mode of 
operating, I believe, is to start in with a 
small capital, perhaps $4,000 or $5,000, 
and have an arrangement with one of the 
incorporated banks to obtain advances, to 
discount the notes they send in, and leave 
the margin of $4,000 or $5,000 capital as 
a security. The bank has to receive its 
interest, and the banker charges a con- 
siderable amount in addition to recoup 
himself. 

Under the circumstances, the undesir- 
able character of that system, and also, I 
suppose, the monopoly of privileges, so 
far as private bankers are concerned, the 
farmers are charged véry high rates of 
interest, running up to 12, 15, and even 
20 per cent. ‘That is a great drawback 
to the farming community. Then, with 
regard to loans, a farmer will perhaps 
only require a loan for a temporary pur- 
pose, such as purchasing binder twine, or 
seed for his crop, or temporary assistance 
to get in his harvest, or he may want to 
buy four or five steers in order to consume 
the feed he has and fatten them for sale in 
the spring of the year, or in some other 
way to enhance his produce and pursue 
his industry with the small amount of 
capital that he has at his disposal, when 
he has the security to obtain it. 

But the loan company will not lend him 
money for less than a term of three or five 
par: three years is the lowest that any 
oan Company will advance money for. 
Then the farmer, in order to secure tem- 
porary accommodation, is compelled to put 
a permanent charge upon his farm, which 
is undesirable in that country, s0 long as 
it can possibly be avoided. Therefore, 
in that respect, I say that obtaining the 
capital for temporary purposes through 
the loan company is an objectionablo way, 
so far as the interests of the farmer are 
concerned, In addition to this, the farmer 
may require only $100 or $150, or perhaps 
only $50 for his accommodation, It is not 
worth while to put a loan on his farm for 
that small amount, because the expense 
of the mortgage ranges from $10 to $26, 
according to the nature of the title, and 
therefore, instead of borrowing only $50, or 
$100, that he really requires, he borrows 
$300 or $400, and finds himself in posses- 
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sion of capital that he does not know how 
to use advantageously. This borrowed 
money is likely to become a fixed charge 
upon his farm, and will probably con- 
tinue to grow until it becomes too 
great for him to bear; whereas, if he 
could have borrowed the small sum re- 
quired for his temporary purposes he 
would make an effort to pay it off, out of 
the revenue of his farm, at the end of 
three or four months. It is under these 
circumstances that I have brought this 
subject before the Senate, in the interests 
of the farming population in the North- 
West. In that country we have a very 
valuable law, called the law of exemp- 
tions, under which every man who takes 
up his 160 acres of land is protected in 
his holding. That was done for the pur- 
pose of preserving their homes for the 
settlers and their families, so long as they 
choose to remain in the country. It is, 
as I have said, a valuable law; but it has 
the effect of diminishing the security of 
the farmer, so far as his Forrowing power 
is concerned; and that is an additional 
reason why it is very difficult indeed for 
farmers to get accommodation or capital 
to any extent without being able to give 
some security or obtain some commercial 
name, which is a very difficult thing in- 
deed to do in our western country. I 
think, myself, that it is not an objection- 
able thing in the interests of the farming 
community that we should extend to them 
the same privileges and advantages that 
the commercial community at large 
ssess with regard to banking facilities. 

t is very necessary that the farmers 

should be educated to the proper use of 
their money in their daily avocation. 
They should be educated with regard to 
the management of their income 
and the way of spending it. Some 
farmers, when the crop is good, will 
spend the whole of their money, and the 
consequence is that when the crop is bad 
they have perhaps contracted extravagant 
habits and they feel the hard times pinch 
them. A system which would educate 
them to distribute their income over a 
series of years, according to what they be- 
lieve the capacity of their farms will pro- 
duce in an average year, or anything that 
will conduce to that is an AMEN de the 
farming community, especially of the west, 
which we are establishing there on those 
broad prairies, and which is growing to 
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such enormous proportions. I find, myself, 
from my experience in that country, that 
there are farmers who come up from the 
Eastern Provinces—good, able men—who 
have accumulated large sums of money, or 
rather accumulated valuable provers. in 
the east, and in consequence of their expe- 
rience have been able to put into their cal- 
ling $4,000 or $5,000—many of these people 
come to the North-West and find themselves 
quite at sea as to the best way of investing 
their money. It melts from them much 
more rapidly than they have any idea of, 
and soon they are left without any of the 
resources accumulated in the east, and they 
have to commence over again. That is 
because most farmers have not been edu- 
cated to the ordinary commercial value of 
money. | 

Another view is this: out in our western 
country the loan companies are exceed- 
ingly conservative in their operations. 
They have certain rules which they will not 
depart from, and one of these rules is, that 
they will make no loan to a farmer unless 
he is within a certain distance of railway 
communication. The consequence is, that 
there is a very large class of people in the 
North-West that are entirely cut off from 
any fucility to assist them in their opera- 
tions or to tide them over a difficult period. 
The hardest time in a farmer's life ina 
Western country is the first five or six 
years that he is residing there. According 
to our experience, it takes a man in that 
country, who has had very little experi- 
ence in farming, very nearly ten years to 
become what you might call a prosperous 
and self-sustaining farmer, in the general 
sense of the word. Nearly all the farmers 
and settlers who come out to that country 
want assistance for four or five years ; they 
generally exhaust the whole of their means 
in reaching the country and establishing 
themselves upon their farms, and after 
they have been there a couple of years 
almost every farmer in the country, from 
one reason or another—often for want of 
experience with regard to the country or 
want of assistance of one kind or another 
—may need to borrow. 

A failure of the crops will come and 
catch every farmer in a bad time. The 
drought of last year brought about quite a 
failure of some crops, and many of our 
farmers are left there without means to 
go He themselves and tide over a very 
difficult period in their lives. It is to meet 
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these difficulties and assist farmers in that 
respect that I bring this question before 
the Government, as one of very great im- 
portance to our western country and its 
prope: development, and the success of the 
arming community which is established 
there. The security upon real estate 
and personal estate is a system which is 
in voguein England. I know that an argu- 
ment that is used in opposition to the 
proposal that I have the Ou to make is 
that it has been tried before in this count 

and has proved a failure. Well, I thin 

there are various reasons why we might 
consider that that failure would not occur 
again, because it was in the early develop- 
ment of Canada, when the people who had 
the management of our Thanks, and put 
their capital into our banks, had very 
little experience in commercial operations 
in Canada and they locked up a large 
amount of money in real estate, which 
brought disaster upon some of the banks. 
But | think that that period has passed by. 
The same reason is nota valid one now, 
because we have in Canada a very large 
staff of bankers who are thoroughly posted 
and thoroughly acquainted with AT the 
operations necessary to carry on a sound 
banking institution upon. The danger 
that arose in those days I think will not 
arise again. In fact, I think that with- 
holding the power from the banks is a 
reflection upon the capacity of our bank 
managers and a reflection also upon the 
capacity of the farming community gene- 
rally. It is tantamount to saying that 
they are not fit to be entrusted with the 
management of money, as other commer- 
cial industries in the country are. For 
that reason, I feel, that it would be 
a very great advantage to our farmers in 
the west if the Government would take 
this matter into their consideration. 
There is room at present in the North- 
West, for at least $2,000,000 additional 
banking capital, which can be used with 
profit to the bank and to the capitalist, 
and to the farmers themselves. But the 
farmers are excluded entirely from the 
use of any banking capital, in consequence 
of the fact that the banks will not loan to 
farmers upon their personal security unless 
they get a commercial endorser to assist 
them. As I said before, this is of great im- 
portance in our North-West country, be- 
cause our commercial industries are in their 
infancy at the present moment. Our sys- 
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tem of land titles there is what is called 
the Torrens system. A man obtains the 
Torrens title from the provincial Govern- 
ment for his lands and the character of 
this Torrens title makes it an evidence of 
security in itself. 

In order to transfer, or mortgage, ordeal 
with that land in any way, the title itself 
must be produced, and therefore under 
these circumstances a farmer who is in 
fair standing and to whom the banks © 
would be willing to loan money has only 
to bring his Torrens title to the bank and 
deposit it in the safe, with some short for- 
mula, which shows the purpose for which 
it is deposited, and he obtains his loan of 
$100, $150 or $200, as the case may be. As 
that can be done without any legal expense 
to the farmer of any kind or description, 
it would be easy and a very great advan- 
tage toextend that privilege to the farming 
community in our North-West country. 
It might be limited in the same way that 
our chattle mortgages are limited. They 
are no security if they have been one year 
in existence without renewal. The security 
might be put in that way, or might be sur- 
rounded with any safeguards considered 
necessary in the commercial interests of 
the country; but at the same time I would 
like the Government to take into consider- 
ation the question I have brought before 
them. Knowing that country and the needs 
of its people, 1 am confident that it would 
add greatly to the prosperitv of the farmers 
who are there, that it would greatly deve- 
lop the country itself, and this develop- 
ment would react upon the whole Dominion 
through the increased production of Mani- 
toba and the North-West. 

It would not be an injury to the loan 
companies, because anything that would 
increase our prosperity would add to the 
prosperity of every one who conducts com- 
mercial transactions of any kind in the 
country. Atthe end offive orsix months, if 
a farmer found he was not able to pay the 
loan, he could thon apply to a loan com- 
pany and put a fixed charge on his farm. 
Anything that will help to give our young 
men a taste for the noblest pursuit the 
country has to offer to its industrial popu- 
lation is to be commended, and when a 
young man sees before him the opportu- 
nity to raise himself from a 50 acre farm 
to a 500 acre farm by using the resources 
of the country in a thrifty and industrious 
manner, with good judgment, many will 
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commence to follow the plough who now 
wander off to the cities of the nited States. 
All that I am asking for is that some faci- 
lities may be given to our western country 
to enable the farmers to obtain small loans 
for short periods at a moderate rate 
of interest, and I therefore respectfully 
ask the Government if they will kind- 
ly take into consideration the sugges- 
tion I have made, on behalf of the farmers 
in the North-West, in dealing with the 
Banking Act this session. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I can assure my 
hon. friend that the important subject to 
which he has called the attention of the 
House has received, and is receiving, the 
most careful consideration of the Govern- 
ment; but as my hon. friend knows, this 
is one of the decennial crises in the bank- 
ing interests of the country. A Bill is 
being prepared and will very shortly be 
introduced into the House of Commons by 
the Finance Minister. The Government 
consider that it would be inexpedient at the 

resent moment, before the Finance Min- 
ister is prepared to develop his plans in 
the House, to disclose the principles which 
will govern them in the preparation of 
the legislation which they propose to place 
before the House on this subject. 


GOLD COINAGE IN CANADA. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) moved the 
following resolution :— 

Resolved, as the opinion of this House, that it is 
both desirable and expedient that the Government 
should immediately pass a coinage Act and establish 
& mint. 
He said: I am sorry that the duty of call- 
ing the attention of this House and of the 
Government to this most important sub- 
ject has not fallen to some one else better 

ualified to do it the justice it demands. 

owever, as no one else has seen fit to 
suggest the propriety of establishing a 
mint and having a gold coinage of our 
own, I take the Liberty of doing 80, coming 
as I do from the great gold and silver pro- 
ducing Province of the Dominion. Natur- 
ally I take, probably, a deeper interest in 
this subject than hon. gentlemen coming 
from the Provinces that are non-producers 
of the precious metals. I hope to place 
before the House such data as will cause 
them to agree—if they are not already 
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prepared to agree—with the resolution 
now before the House, and to support me 
to the utmost extent. However, before I 
do that I must deal with the question of 
the jurisdiction of the Parliament of 
Canada with reference to coinage. A few 
days after I gave notice of this motion 
several hon. gentlemen in this House, 
among the number the hon. member who 
has been leading the Senate for the last 
two or three weeks in the absence of our 
respected leader—who I am very glad, and 
I am sure all of us are glad, to see back 
amongst us again—who expressed a doubt 
as to the jurisdiction of the Dominion 
Parliament on this subject. Up to that 
time it had never occurred to me that we 
had not the power under the 14th sub- 
section of the 91st section of the British 
North America Act. However, that 
induced me to look into the matter more 
carefully and consult all the authorities 
with respect to coinage that I could get. 
The result of my investigation is as 
follows: I find that the first attempt made 
to pass a coinage Act by the Parliament 
of Canada wasin 1850. That Act received 
the assent of the Governor General con- 
trary to the instructions from the Crown, 
and the consequence was that that 
Act was disallowed. Hon. gentlemen 
will find it in the Sessional Papers of 
1851, in Appendix YY of that year. 
I find that the next step taken towards the 
passing of a coinage and currency Act by 
the Parliament of Canada wasin 1868, and 
in 1871 the Parliament of Canada passed 
Acts expressly reserving the prerogatives 
of the Grown: I will ask hon. gentlemen to 
refer to 31 Vic.,chap.46, and 34 Vic., ae ae 
respectively. Again the next step that I find 
taken by the Parliament of Canada was in 
1887, This was in connectiun with the 

roclamation of 1877, to be found in the 

tatutes at page 61, with respect to bronze 
coinage, and the hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa, who was then Secre of State, 
signed that proclamation. hat was 
allowed? The next thing I will call your 
attention to is section 91 of the British 
North America Act, which undoubtedly 
ives jurisdiction to the Parliament of 

anada to establish a mint and to issue any 
coin they see fit. The question is now, 
what rights have the Canadian Parliament 
under section 91 of the British North 
America Act? Can the Parliament of 
Canada interfere with the Queen's prero- 
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gative in this particular? I think that 
they can, for the following reasons: In 
1888 the Canadian Parliament passed an 
Act providing that no appeal should be 
brought in criminal cases from a Canadian 
court to any British court of appeal, not- 
withstanding any royal prerogative—and I 
would in this connection refer hon. gentle- 
men to Bourinot’s “ Federal Government in 
Canada,” page 66. This Act, in consequence 


of a most able appeal and the powerful 


arguments of the present Minister of Jus- 
tice, was allowed. [would refer hon. gentle- 
men to the Paper No. 77, especially pages 
4 and 5, of 1888. Another evidence that we 
possess the undoubted privilege is in the fact 
that no instructions are now given to the 
Governor General, as was the case pre- 
vious to 1867, when the British North 
America Act was passed. In that con- 
nection, I would refer hon. gentlemen to 
“Bourinot’s Procedure,” pages 569 and 574, 
and also Sir John Thompson's argument 
on the Canadian Copyright Act of 1889, 
where he shows the complete jurisdiction 
of the Canadian Parliament over all sub- 
jects in section 91. I have not seen the 
report itself, but have read the substanco 
of it in the Toronto Empire of the 11th 
February last. Now, under the British 
North America Act, we haye much wider 
and larger privileges than we had pre- 
vious to Confederation; and so satisfied is 
Dr. Bourinot—and I think you will agree 
with me that he is as well qualified as any 
gentleman in this country to express an 
opinion on a constitutional question — 

at I have his authority to use the fol- 
lowing to which he has attached his name : 
He says: “ In view of all the arguments 
contained in the foregoing authorities as 
to the large powers given the Canadian 
Parliament under section 91 of the British 
North America Act, 1867, it seems clear 
that Parliament can legislate freely on the 
subject of currency and coinage subject, of 
course, to the general power of disallow- 
ance by the Crown over all colonial 
legislation.” I hope that that will re- 
move any doubts as to the constitutional 
question. The next thing I shall call your 
attention to is the fact that as early as 
1862 the then Crown colony of British 
Columbia had a mint in New West- 
minster. That mint was established 
there under Imperial authority ; but I am 
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of the colony, influenced by the residents of 
Victoria, the Imperial authorities were 
prevailed upon to discontinue the mint- 
ing. A few coins were struck off, and 
it is only within the last seven or eight 
years that the balance of the plant in con- 
nection with that mint was removed. In 
Australia, nearly thirty years ago, two 
mints were established—one in Syiney, in 
the colony of New South Wales, and the 
other in Melbourne, in the colony of Victo- 
ria. These mints, I believe, have received 
their authority from the Imperial Parlia- 
ment to coin. However, it is quite evident 
that we have the power, irrespective 
of any reference to the Imperial Parlia- 
ment, to establisha mint; and I think, in 
view of the fact that we had a mint in 
British Columbia when there were only 
a mere handful of people at the time 
we ought to exercise that power an 
establish a mint and have a Canadian 
gold coin. In the United States they have 
three mints, The main one is at Philadel- 
phia, and two branches—one in San Fran- 
cisco and the other in New Orleans. I will 
now refer to the very large amount of gold 
that Canada has produced within the last 
thirty years. The Province that I have the 
honor of coming from—British Columbia— 
has within the last twenty-nine years pro- 
duced, according to the Sessional Journals 
of the Legislature of British Columbia, 
$51,599,957. I find according to the early 
Journals of the Legislature of Nova Scotia 
---where gold was discovered early in the 
winter of 1860—that previous to Confede- 
ration and from Confederation up to the 
present time the Province has produced 
about ten millions of gold. Now, here we 
have no less than sixty-one or sixty-two 
millions of dollars that this country has 
produced which has been exported, and 
not one ounce of which has been coined and 
ut in circulation in our country. I learn 
om most reliable information that our 
gold miners out in British Columbia, who 
produce that gold, lose fromb to 6 per cent. 
onall theirgold dust and nuggets by the cost 
of transportation down to San Francisco, 
where they sell it. Now, I contend that 
such should not be the case. I contend that 
as we acknowledge gold to be a legal 
tender here—not only British gold, but 
United States gold—it is too bad that the 
country like Canada, extending over the 
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the whole continent of Europe, and with 
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sources during the fiscal year aggregated 


ossibilities almost as great as those of | $10,351,701.47, while the expenditure and 


urope, should be dependent upon other 
countries for its gold coin. 

I will now refer to the very large profits 
that the Government of the United tates, 
and even the Government of Canada, make 
on coinage. I will refer you to the Public 
Accounts ending the 30th June last, and to 
the report of the Deputy Minister of 
Finance. In examining the report you 
will find, at page 10, the following :— 

** The cost of the ma ment of the Department 
during the year was as follows :— 


Sa of the head of Department.... 8 7,000 00 
Selaries of the departmental staff. .... 52,090 71 
Contingencies....................... 10,749 73 





869,810 44 


“The profit derived from the silver coined amounted 
to $52,774.21, an amount more than sufficient to cover 
the salaries of the staff.” 


Hon. MR. KAULBACH—Is that the 
Finance Department that is referred to? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Yes; the 
Finance Department. So that on the Cana- 
dian silver that we have in circulation the 
annual profits made by this Government 
amount to over $52,000, or enough to 
cover the entire cost of the Finance De- 
partment, with the exception of the salary 
of the Finance Minister. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—This coinage 
would not be every year. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.) — They 
make that profit every year. If it is 
not so, I hope hon. gentlemen will look 
into the matter and put me right, because 
I do not wish to give the House anythin 
that is not strictly correct. Now, I will 
also refer the House to the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury at Wash- 
ington, and we will see what has been done 

ere. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—For what year ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Last year. 
I think their year is the calendar year, and 
does not end in June, as our financial year 
does. However, it is for 1889. It states, on 
page 72 of that report, that the profit on 
the coinage of silver for ten years to the 
close of the fiscal year 1889 aggregated 
$57,378,524.18. The prices of silver, the 
earnings and the expenditure, are given. 
The earnings of the mints from all 


losses of all kinds amounted to $1,502,665.60 
leaving a net profit of $8,849,035.87. In 
another portion of the work (I cannot lay 
my hand on it just now) it is stated that 
within the last eleven years the Govern- 
ment of the United States, on coinage 
alone, without any reference, it appears, 
to copper or bronze, has saved $80,000,000. 
For instance, it gives here the product of 
the mints of the United States for last 
year. The value in gold was $33,175,000 
and in silver $43,020,000. The commercial 
value of that silver was $43,020,000, but 
the coined value was $59,195,000. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—Is that silver in cir- 
culation ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Yes; silver 
in circulation. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
think the silver coined at the mints in the 
United.States costs about 80 cents, and is 
issued at $1. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—Yes; that 
is the idea. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
That is not wholly in circulation. As I 
have said, in the United States they get 100 
cents for what costs them 80 cents, by 
means of silver certificates, and this silver 
currency is placed in the United States 
vaults, silver certificates being issued 
against the silver so deposited. There are 
about three hundred millions of their silver 
certificates now in circulation in the United 
States and pass current at their face value. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I am not 
prepared to say whether that is owing to 
the silver certificates or not, but as a fact 
I may tell the hon. gentleman that Ameri- 
can silver coin is just as pure as Britisb or 
Canadian silver coin. The intrinsic value 
of our own silver coin is eighty cents to 
the dollar, coin value. But how will any 
hon, gentleman here get over the fact 
that our own Deputy Finance Minister, in 
making his report to the Finance Minister, 
stutes that there was a net profit to the 
Dominion Government of $52,774, last year. 
We have certainly no silver certificates in 
Canada. I find in another place here it is 
stated that the gold and silver in the world 
is estimated by the Directors of the Mint 
to have been for the same year: in gold, 
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$105,994,150; in silver the commercial 
value was $103,556,260, and in the coin 
it was $152,457,000. On that sum alone it 
is reckoned that the coined silver is worth 
nearly $40,000,000 more than the commer- 
cial value. I have not been able to ascer- 
tain what the profit on our copper or 
bronze coin has been, but if it is great on 
silver and gold, especially silver, it must 
be still greater on copper. Now, the pos- 
sibilities—not only possibilities, but proba- 
bilitiee, of the output of gold and silver in 
the Province of British Columbia in the 
near future, say five years, I believe, will 
amount to four or five millions of dollars, 
or probably ten millions of dollars a year. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is a broad state- 
ment, 


How. Mr. McINNES (B. C.) — Hon. 
gentlemen may think so, but by refer- 
ence to this Blue Book, it will be seen 
that the production of gold in British Co- 
lumbia inthe early years of gold mining 
was about four millions of dollars an- 
nually, and now that our gold and silver 
quartz ledges are being developed under a 
new system and the mining industry being 
assisted by the Local Government, | believe 
it is no stretch of imagination to say that 
we will be producing four or five millions 
of dollars, or probably more, of gold and 
silver every year. 


Hon. Me. POWER—Might I ask the 
hon. gentleman does he propose to coin all 
that? 


Hon. Mr. MoINNES (B. C.) — No; 
there would be no necessity to coin all, 
but I certainly think we ought to coin 
as much of it as the commercial neces- 
sities of our country demand. Even if 
we do not coin all, yet our mint would 
buy up our own gold and silver, and give 
the producers very much more for it than 
if it were shipped to foreign countries for 
them to make a profit out of them. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Had we not better 
issue paper, that does not cost us any- 
thing ? 

Hon. Me. MoINNES (8. C.) —I may 
be allowed to digress for a moment, 
and call the attention of the leader of 
the Government to the necessity of ad- 
mitting all gold mining and silvor mining 
machinery free of duty, until such time as 
we develop our quartz mines in British 


173 


Columbia to such an extent that Canadians 
will go into manufacturing mining ma- 
chinery, which is not made in this country 
at the present time. I know that in stating 
this I have the full endorsation of every 
representative of British Columbia, who 
has any knowledge at all of mining, and I 
hope that my hon. friend from Cariboo, 
who lives right in the very centre of the 
great gold-producing region, will say a 
few words in endorsation of what I have 
stated. 


Hon. Mr. McKAY — What will the 
Nova Scotians say about that? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I think 
Nova Scotia is quite able to take care of 
herself, as she has always been able to do 
in the past. I want the Government now 
to extend a little encouragement to an in- 
dustry that promises to develop to almost 
any extent on the Pacific coast. There is 
no country worthy of the name of a nation 
that is without its own gold coin. In 
Canada, with a population of over five 
millions, and producing the precious metals 
in large quantities, we have no mint and 
no gold coin of our own. A Canadian 
gold coin would be one of the best advert- 
isements we could have. At the present 
time, as I have stated, we are entirely de- 

ndent for our gold coin upon Great 
Britain and the United States. I am in- 
formed that most of the banks do not care 
about having British gold if they can get 
American gold. Whether that is owing 
to the fact that the American currency is 
similiar to our own or not, the fact remains 
that nearly all the gold in the vaults of 
our Canadian banks is of American coin- 
age. We should not be in that position. 
We should have our own gold in the vaults 
of our banks, Again, I contend that by 
establishing a mint in Canada it would be 
only in the line of carrying out still fur- 
ther the National Policy adopted in 1879. 
I see no good reason why we should not 
establish a mint and give employment 
to our own people, and whatever profits 
may accrue from the mintage should go 
to the Government of this country. As 
far as the cost of establishing a mint is 
concerned, I may say that the one we had 
in New Westminster cost only $35,000—a 
mere bagatelle—and if a mint, with its 
building and everything complete, would 
cost only that much, or say even $50,000, 
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the Government could not appropriate 
that amount of money to a better purpose. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We could turn over 
the printing building to them. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—No; I have 
no desire to turn over the printing building 
here in Ottawa to them. I contend that 
where the precious metals are found in 
such quantities is the place where the 
mint should be. It should be established 
in the very town that had the honor of 
having the first and only mint that ever 
existed in a Canadian Province. However, 
that is a matter of detail. I am anxious 
to see a mint established, no matter where 
we have it, in the Dominion of Canada. If 
we have it out in British Columbia so much 
the better. But let us show the world 
what we are doing here, and that we are 
assuming the proportions and responsibi- 
lities of a nation. By endorsing the reso- 
lution that I now submit to the Holise you 
will contribute very largely to that end. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—I was asked 
this morning by my hon. friend from Bri- 
tish Columbia to second his motion, and I 
have done so. At the same time, there is 
an objection to increasing any further the 
Government departments or institutions of 
the Dominion, and more especially with 
regard to a mint, which requires, no doubt, 
very great safeguards. It would involve 
not only great safeguards, but supervisory 
powers and the employment of highly 
skilled labor. Ifestablished at all, it should 
be under the supervision and control of 
the Government. Our paper notes are 
pose by contract, and the work is done, 

believe, in a satisfactory way ; but coinage 
could only be done properly under the 
supervision and responsibility of the Go- 
vernment. My hon. friend suggested to 
me the question whether this was a sub- 
ject that ought to come up in the Senate— 
whether it might not come more appro- 
pee from those who have more to 
o with the money of the country. But 
it is before us now, and I am in favor 
of the suggestion that my hon. friend 
makes, that we should have in this 
great country, which produces the pre- 
cious metals in such abundance, a coin- 
age of our own. Anything that will 
tend to advance the price of gold in this 
country shall receive my hearty support. 
My hon. friend has done justice to his own 
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Province in describing the production of 
gold there, but he has not done equal jus- 
tice to Nova Scotia. I have figures here 
to show that last year Nova Scotia pro- 
duced more gold than British Columbia. 
We know in our Province that thére is a 
great loss, not only in the transhipment 
of the gold to the United States, where all 
of it goes, but in passing through the hands 
of brokers and others on the way. The loss 
to the gold-producer is about 5 per cent. 
If the gold could be coined in Canada it 
would be a saving, not only to the Pro- 
vince, but also to the miner. If it is true, 
as the report of the Deputy Minister of 
Finance states, that the saving to this 
country on the coinage of silver is 
853,000 a year, that is an advantage 
which ought to be well considered 
by our Government in deciding whether 
we should establish a mint. I "ee 
with my hon. friend that nothing will 
confer a greater advantage to Canada and 
rove a better means of advertising the 
importance of this cane abroad than the 
establishing of a mint. It will show that 
we are not only able to produce our own 
metals but to coin them ourselves, It will 
greatly increase the importance of this 
country. I am glad that my hon. friend 
is coming to share our views of the import- 
ance of the resources, the capabilities and 
the future prospects of Canada, and that he 
is to some extent a strong supporter of the 
National Policy. I thought my hon. friend 
was wavering on that question of late 
years, but I am glad to see that he is 
returning to his first love. I hope he is 
sincere, and that by his actions he will 
prove his fidelity to the svund policy on 
which the prosperity of the country is 
based. The hon. gentleman has put this 
ques before the House in a clear and 
orcible manner, and I hope that his views 
will prevail. I admit that it would be 
more appropriately brought up in the other 
House, bat since it has not been forced 
upon the attention of the Government 
where it should have been, I am glad that 
it has been introduced here. The Finance 
Department should have moved in this 
matter and suggested some policy, and I 
shall therefore support the motion. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I should like to 
endorse the motion of my hon. friend from 
British Columbia in 80 far as it relates to 
the admission of mining machinery free of 
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duty. We have in the Province of Mani- 
toba valuable mining districts which are 
receiving a great deal of attention, and 
there is a considerable amount of machinery 
being imported. When I was in that dis- 
trict the other day, I was requested to 
press on the attention of the Government 
the subject of admitting mining machinery 
free of duty. Such machinery is not man- 
ufactured in Canada, and the revenue of the 
country is fortunately in that position that 
it can do without the duty levied on that 
Perouse branch of our industries, The 
evelopment of our mining industries is a 
most important question. We have an 
enormous amount of hidden wealth in the 
country, and every encouragement should 
be given to those who are taking part in 
the development of our mining industries. 
So far as the question of coinage is con- 
cerned, I cannot express an opinion upon 
it, but anything that would promote the 
mining industry is, I think, worthy of the 
consideration of the Government. 


Hon. Me. MaoINNES (Burlington)—I 
do not rise to make any speech on this 
subject, but I should like to draw the at- 
tention ofthe House to the fact that a 
large part of the profit made by the United 
States on the coinage of silver is by the 
issuing of a debased coinage. I think the 
House is indebted to the hon. gentleman 
for the very interesting speech he has 
made. It is a most interesting subject. 
What the profits would be on the coinage 
of silver or gold in this country I am not 
in a positiontosay. With reference to the 
othersubjecttowhich he alludes—that ofthe 
admission of mining machinery free of 
duty—I know that a vory large part—in 
fact, nearly the whole of the machinery— 
that is required for suming purposes is 
manufactured in Canada. It is true that 
our manufacturers do not keep a stock of 
this machinery on hand, but they are 
always prepared and ready to accept an 
order to manufacture it, I believe there 
_ are one or two of the articles required for 
mining purposes which are not made in 
this country, and perhaps it would be 
advisable to make an exception in favor ot 
such machinery as we cannot and do not 
make in Canada. 


Hon. Mr. REID (B.C.)—After the re- 
marks of the hon. gentleman from New 
Westminster, I desire to say a few words 
on one of the subjects to which he has 
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referred. I am glad that he has brought 
this matter up, and I can support what he 
has said, not because of any great necessity 
for a mint, but for what the discussion may 
lead “p to—that is, drawing the attention of 
this House and the country to the import- 
ance of the mining industries, not only of 
British Columbia, but of all the Pro- 
vinces of this Dominion. More especially 
I will endorse the remarks he addressed 
to the leader of the Government as to 
admitting mining machinery free of duty . 
for a short period. As to the remarks cf 
the hon. gentleman from Burlington about 
the manufacture of mining machinery in 
Canada, I have made inquiry, being more 
or less interested in that industry, and I 
find that there are some kinds of machinery 
manufactured in Canada; but if I were to 
give an order to anyone in Canada for plant 
to reduce the gold ore in British Columbia 
I would have to come over here and super- 
intendent the whole matter myself. [ know 
that I would not get what I require unless 
I came. When I send to San Francisco for 
plant for certain kinds of ores, that is all 
that is necessary. I get the machine in its 
entirety—there is not a piece lacking. I 
have been for the last year trying to get 
the prices of different mining machinery. 
There are some articles that are known in 
British Columbia by their own peculiar 
names, and if I should send an order 
to manufacture them in this part of 
the country the manufacturer would not 
know what I wanted at all. For instance, 
in hydraulic mining, if I were to ask 
for a monitor of a certain size they 
would ask me what a monitor was; they 
would think it was something used in naval 
warfare. I would have to go and explain. 
In fact, they do not know anything about 
it. Itis true they manufacture ordinary 
old stamp mills. I do not know even in 
ntario where they are manufactured. I 
think the least the Government could do 
to encourage this industry, which is a very 
large one and has not had the attention of 
this House and the country that it deserves, 
is to admit mining machinery free of duty. 
I fully endorse the remarks of the hon. 
entleman from New Westminster, not, as 
said before, because of any immediate 
se aa of a mint, but as a means to an 
end. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I must confess that 
I do not myself feel competent to discuss 


176 


Gold Coinage [SENATE] in Canada. 





the effect that might be produced upon the 
financial system of the country by the 
establishment of a mint and the creation 
of a gold coinage. It seems to me that 
the motion of my hon. friend from British 
Columbia opens a very wide field of con- 
sideration on financial questions, which, I 
must confess, I do not fully understand 
myself, and would not undertake to discuss 
in this House before so many gentlemen 
who have a thorough training in banking 
and financial matters. I should have been 
very much pleased if some of these gentle- 
men had expressed their opinions on the 
subject. However, I must say that one of 
the most important features of our finan- 
cial system is the issue of Domimion cur- 
rency. This Dominion currency, it seems 
to me, if we were to coin gold, would 
either be largely replaced by that gold 
coinage, or the coinage itself would be 
useless. If we had enough gold coinage 
to make it worth while to establish a mint 
—which I agree with my hon. friend from 
Nova Scotia would have to be under the 
management and control of the Govern- 
ment itself—if there was any amount of 
coinage, such as would suggest the neces- 
sity of establishing « mint, it is plain 
that it would be a substitute to a large 
extent for the Dominion currency which 
is now being issued by the Government, 
and which, of course, it is an advan- 
mee to the Government to have in cir- 
culation. There are several momentous 
questions that turn upon that, it seems to 
me, which my hon. friend has not dis- 
cussed, and which I think would require 
very careful and mature consideration and 
discussion. He thinks that the coinage of 
gold in this country would increase the 
value of gold. I think—and I say it with de- 
ference to hon. gentlemen that I see 
around me and before me who under- 
stand financial questions better than I do 
—that it would have no effect whatever 
on the value of gold, because that is not 
determined by any nominal value we 
might choose to give it in a coinage that 
we might issue. There would not be 
enough gold consumed in that coinage to 
raise the price of gold over the globe, and 
that is the only way in which the issue of 
gold coins in this country could raise the 
Bree of gold for the benefit of its pro- 

ucers—that is to say, so much of it 
would be taken out of industrial use and 
placed in circulation as to raise the price 


of gold over the face of the earth. Again, 
I say I am not competent to discuss a 
question of that description. It appears 
to me that the answer to the suggestion is 
plain, that we could not use, and would not 
require to put in circulation, gold enough 
to affect the price of gold throughout the 
world—that is to say, to diminish the 
supply of the metal for industrial purposes 
throughout the world. There are other 
considerations. What is the object of tying 
up our gold in tokens for circulation, when 
we issue tokens for circulation which are 
of equal value, equally useful, more port- 
able, and which do not render entirely 
useless and unproductive a large quantity 
of valuable material? Four or five millions 
of gold coinage would simply render that 
much material useless and valueless, except 
as a token in exchange for merchandise or 
compensation for services. Our Dominion 
notes suffice for that purpose, and the gold 
ean be used for industrial purposes, for the 
production of things which are valuable, 
and in the production of those things a great 
number cf people can be employed and thus 
add, of course, to the resources of a vast 
number of persons. Asa gold coinageit is 
no more than buttons or chips. It serves 
as a conventional equivalent for an equal 
amount of merchandise, or an equal 
amount of indebtedness, for which purpose 
our Dominion notes, which cost nothing 
more than the production of them, are 
equally valuable. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—What is 
the amount of gold required by the Gov- 
ernment to be held in the banks at the 
present time—foreign gold? My propo- 
sition was, that the foreign gold should be 
replaced by gold of our own—gold of 
Canadian coinage. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
says he wishes to replace foreign gold in 
our banks by gold of our own. If we get 
foreign gold and put it in our banks we: 
have to pay for it, and we would have to 
pay for our own gold. I do not see what 
advantage is to be gained by the substitu- 
tion of a coinage of our own for a foreign 
coinage in the banks, unless, as I said 
before, the coinage of so much gold would 
take out of the markets so much gold as 
to increase the value of gold in the world. 
Then it would be of use to the miners in 
British Columbia and Nova Scotia, but 
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unless it does, I cannot myself see what 
advantage there would be in going to the 
large expense of establishing a mint for 
the purpose of coining four or five millions 
of gold, or more—I do not know exactly 
how much is held by the banks and by the 
Government—but whatever the amount 
may be, it cannot be very enormous, and 
the expense of establishing a mint would 
undoubtedly be large, and unless we issue 
a debased coinage, as the United States 
did with reference to their silver, eve 
dollar of which is worth really (intrinsi- 
cally) only 80 cents, I do not see where 
we could make any profit in coining gold. 
However, these are only very crude and 
probably very absurd ideas of mine on the 
subject. It is one so large and so im- 
portant that it would require careful dis- 
cussion and consideration with reference 
to a great many subjects which my hon. 
friend has entirely omitted to notice. 
The subject is one that is peculiarly 
within the province of the gentleman who 
has charge of the financial interests of the 
Dominion, and on which it would be well, 
if the idea were seriously entertained, that 
we should have his views at length; and 
probably the proper source from which 
we should take this subject for considera- 
tion would be from another House, which 
is peculiary charged with the financial 
business of the country, and where persons 
have made that financial business their 
study, of whose opinions we might avail 
ourselves, to greater, advantaye, perhaps, 
than by discussing Ÿhe subject in this 
House, which is not competent to initiate 
financial matters, and does not usually deal 
at any length with such matters. I may 
say that the Government have had the 
question of the establishment of a mint 
under their consideration, and that they are 
decidedly of opinion that it would not be 
expedient, or in the interests of the country 
at this moment, to take the step which my 
hon. friend suggests in his motion. Per- 
haps my hon. friend would not press the 
resolution. 


Hon. Me. MoINNES (B.C.)—I just want 
to make a remark or two in reply to what 
has fallen from the leader of the Govern- 
ment. He wishes this House to believe 
that this matter is really not within our 
prerogative—that this subject of coinage 
peculiarly belongs to the other House. I 
certainly cannot take that view. In the 


other House, as a general thing, the mem- 
bers are much younger in years and in 
experience than in the Senate. I believe 
if there is a body at all competent to deal 
with a question of this nature it is to be 
found within these walls. I am sorry that 
the leader of the Government has taken 
the view that it is inexpedient to proceed 
with this motion. However, I feel that I 
have done my duty and I hope that the 
hon. gentleman who leads this House so 
ably will, before another year rolls by, 
change his views on the subject. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—lIt is possible that 
there may be a change of Government. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Possibly ; 
but I think that is scarcely probable in ano- 
ther year. However, as I find that the leader 
of the Government is opposed to it for the 
present, I ask permission to withdraw the 
resolution, but I do not intend to let this 
matter nee I shall add to the little 
knowledge I have on the question, and if 
I am spared another year t shall re-intro- 
duce it in some form, unless the Govern- 
ment in the meantime become converted 
to my view and adopt it. 


The motion was withdrawn. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bill (32) “ An Act to incorporate the 
Grand Orange Lodge of British America,” 
(Mr. Clemow.) 

Bill (72) “ An Act respecting the Sum- 
merside Bank.” (Mr. Howlan. 


VAUDREUIL AND PRESCOTT RAIL- 
WAY CO.’S BILL. 


FIRST AND SECOND READINGS. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (58) “ An Act to 
change the name of the Vaudreuil and 
Prescott Railway Company to the Montreal 
and Ottawa Railway Company.” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE moved that the 
41st Rule of the House be suspended so far 
as it relates to this Bill, He said: My 
reason for making this motion is to expe- 
dite the passage of the Bill, the object of 
which is merely to change the name of the 
company. The Bill is of very little import- 
ance to the public, but very important to 
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the railway company itself. Part of the 
road is now built, and the company 1s ve 
anxious to have its debentures issued. 
am told that in a few days His Excellency, 
or the Deputy Governor, will come to 
sanction some Bills that have already passed 
this Session, and the promoters of this Bill 
would like to have it passed, so that it may 
be sanctioned at that time, and enable them 
to negotiate their debentures on the Lon- 
don market. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time, under a suspen- 
sion of the rules. 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE LAW OF 
MARRIAGE BILL. 


WITHDRAWN. 


The Order of the Day being called— 
House again in Committee of the Whole 
on Bill (F) “An Act respecting Offences 
against the Law of Marriage,” 


MACDONALD (B. C.) said: In view of 
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and before both Houses, and received the 
sanction of the GovernorGeneral; and now, 
twelve months after its passage, we are 
called upon to declare that the land grant 
was not intended to be given to the North- 
Western Coal and Navigation Company. 
There must be some shareholders of the 
former company who have some interest 
in this land; and yet, without any previous 
notice or explanation, beyond the explana- 
tion we have heard from the leader of the 
Government, we are asked to convey this 
land to the Alberta Railway and Coal Com- 
pany. 

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should like to 
ask the leader of the Government if I am 
correct in my knowledge of this matter as 
Chairman of the Railway Committee. I 
am under the impression that this Alberta 
Railway and Coal Company is substantially 
the same line of railway, and that the com- 

any is now acting under a different name, 
ithe oint is this: whether this is an addi- 
tional subsidy, or whether it is merely a 
substitution for a subsidy that was granted 


the legislation promised by the Minister of| last year to another company under a 


Justice in another place, 
to withdraw this Bill. 


The Bill was withdrawn. 


LAND SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES AMENDMENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (43) “An Act to amend the 
Act 52nd Victoria, Cap. 4, intituled: 
‘An Act to authorize the granting of Sub- 
sidies in Land to certain Railway Com- 
panies.” He said: this Bill is simply to 
correct an error in an Act of last Session, 
in the name of the company to which the 
land grant was to be given. The sub- 
sidy was intended to iven to the 
Alberta Railway and Coal Company, and 
the words ‘“ North-Western al and 
Navigation Company ” were used in error. 
It arose from the ignorance of the person 
framing the Bill, of the country through 
which the railway is to run. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—This is an extra- 
ordinary Bill. It gives a large quantity 
of land to one company when the land 
pron was intended to be given to another, 

ere is an Act that has been before the 
Railway Committees of the two Houses, 


ask permission 


different name. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will perceive, by looking at the Bill, that 
this 18 not a new subsidy. Whether these 
two railway companies are identical as to 
their incorporation or as to the locality 
through which they pass Ï am really not 
in à position to say; but when the Bill 
comes before the House in committee I 
will be in a position to answer the ques- 
tion that my hon. friend raises. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


THIRD READING. 


Bill (53) “ An Act to amend the Public 
Stores Act,” passed through Committee of 
the Whole without amendment, and was. 
read the third time, and passed. 


NEW BRUNSWICK RAILWAY CO.’S 
BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD moved the second 
reading of Bill (49) “An Act respecting 
the New Brunswick Railway Company. 
He said: This a Bill to authorize this com- 
pany to issue consolidated debenture 
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stock for the reasons mentioned in the 
preamble. They have acquired some five 
railways connected with their line, assum- 
ing their liabilities. They ask for power 
to issue a certain amount of consolidated 
debenture stock, and provision is made to 
secure the creditors of those several lines. 
The mileage of lines under the control of 
the New Brunswick Railway Company is 
about 440 miles. The Bill does not inter- 
fere in any way with the security which 
the parties have who hold the debentures of 
these several railways. Every precaution 
is taken to protect all private rights and 
promote the public interest. I may add 
that the New Brunswick Railway Com- 
pany has conducted its business in the 
most regular manner, and in the interests 
of the part of the country through which 
its line runs. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate adjourned at 5.40 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 5th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported without 
amendment from the Committee on Rail- 
ways, Telegraphs and Harbors, were read 
the third time, and passed :— 

Bill (46) “An Act to incorporate the 
Mount Forest, Markdale and Meaford Rail- 
way Company.” (Mr. Dever.) 

ill (26) ‘ An Act relating to the Canada 
Southern Bridge Company.” (Mr. Mac- 
Innes, Burlington.) 

Bill (25) “ An Act respecting the North- 
Western Coal and Navigation Company, 
Limited.” (Mr. Vidal.) 

Bill (51) “An Act respecting the Here- 
ford Railway Company.” (Mr. Cochrane.) 

Bill (59) ‘ An Act to change the name 
of the Vaudreuil Railway Company to the 
Montreal and Ottawa Railway Company.” 
(Mr. nee 


MANITOBA AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY CO'S BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, re- 
po Bill (50) “An Act respecting the 

anitoba and North-Western Railway 
Company of Canada,” with amendments, 

He said: The head office of the com- 
pany, by the original charter, is at Win- 
nipeg, but the company have been in the 
habit, having given due notice, of holding 
meetings there and then adjourning occa- 
sionally to one of these three cities that 
are named in the amendment—that is to 
say, Ottawa, Montreal or Toronto. But 
having no power to do so specially by the 
charter, they desire that this power be 
given, and by the first of these amendments 
the power is given, for the reason that a 
great many of the shareholders of the 
company live in these cities, Toronto, Ot- 
tawa and Montreal. Then the company 
ask that the proceedings which have 
hitherto taken place be rendered valid. We 
passed that clause, but validating xo far as 
these proceedings may have been invali- 
dated in consequence of the meetings 
having been held at other cities than Win- 
nipeg. We were careful in the committee 
not to have any retroactive legislation, 
except to the extent I have mentioned. 
The amendments received the unanimous 
consent of the committee, and I see no ob- 
jection to the House adopting them. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved that the 
amendments be concurred in. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was read the third time, and 
passed, 


THE CANADA EASTERN RAILWAY 
Co’s BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, re- 
rted Bill (48) “An Act respecting the 
orthern and Western Railway Company 
of New Brunswick, and to change the name 
of the company to the Canada Eastern 

Railway Company,” with amendments. 
He said : The first of these amendments 
is to strike out four unnecessary words 
? 
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which were put into the Bill and which 
would rather tend to make confusion. The 
second amendment arises in the clause 
which continues the liability of the new 
company under the change of name for all 
the acts of the old company. The Bill, as 
it came to us from another place, contained 
no clause preserving the rights of parties 
under agreements made by the company, 
and we were asked to do-that, and supply 
the deficiency in the Act as it came from 
the House-of Commons, a not unfrequent 
occurrence, I am bound tosay, with regard 
to these Bills when they come to us. This 
is a very important point, and the Bill has 
been altered so as to protect the interests 
of the public. There should not be any 
hesitation in adopting the amendments. 


Hon. Me. BOTSFORD moved that the 
amendments be concurred in. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amendment, was read the third time, 
and passed, 


IRRIGATION IN THE NORTH-WEST. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) rose 
to 


Call the attention of the House to the importance 
of making preliminary surveys in that part of the 
North-West Territories lying immediately to the east 
of the Rocky Mountains, and in the neighborhood of 
the Cypress Hills and Wood Mountains, with a view 
to its irrigation; and enquire whether it is the in- 
tention of the Government to make such surveys, and 
also for the purpose of locating artesian wells, for 
farm and domestic purposes, in districts where they 
may be required ? 

He said: I rise to make a few observa- 
tions on the motion of which I have given 
notice. There is doubtless a general lack 
of information in this country respecting 
the subject of irrigation. This is due to 
the fact that agricultural pursuits have 
been successfully carried on without it. 
We have no regions which can be called 
arid or come under the designation of arid 
regions. The subject may therefore be 
said to be a novel one in this country. It 
is of course well known that it has been, 
and is practised in some of the countries 
of Europe and in India, from the earliest 
times, and also on this continent, in Mexico, 
at an early period of its history, and the 
south-western states of the Union, in Utah 
some forty or fifty years ago in a primi- 


tive sort of way, but it is only within the 
last ten or fifteen years that any real de- 
velopments may be said to have taken 
place. 

Irrigation developments within a compa- 
ratively recent period have taken place in 
Australia, and a representative from the 
colony of Victoria recently paid a visit 
to the United States for the purpose of in- 
vestigating their methods. It may be of 
interest to us also to take a glance at the 
developments which are now continuously 
taking place in that country—the United 
States. They classify their lands as humid, 
sub-humid, pastoral and arid. The humid 
are lands on which agriculture can be 
carried on by means of the natural rain- 
fall. The sub-humid are lands on which 
production, mainly grazing, can be greatly 
increased by the help of irrigation. The 
pastoral are range or ranching lands, on 
which the nutritious grasses thrive without 
the help of irrigation, although in some 
parts it is applied with advantage. The 
no was accidentally made about 
twenty-five years ago that the nutritious 
grasses which grow on the plains and foot 
hills of mourtains, which cure so perfectly 
in the open air and without cultivation, are 
available for raising cattle, horses and 
sheep with no care save that of herding. 
This was how the discovery was made: 
Late in the fall of 1864 a waggon train 
hauled by oxen on its way toa military 

ost in Utah was arrested in its progress 

y a severe snow storm, which compelled 
the people in charge to go into winter 

uarters. The oxen were turned loose to 

ie, but instead of perishing, they grew fat 
during the winter months on the bunch 
grass, nature’s hay, which covered the 
hills and valleys. 

The knowledge of this fact was the be- 
ginning of ranching in the Western States, 
and which has since assumed such gigantic 
prOporuens, not only there, but in Canada 
also. 

On the arid lands agriculture cannot be 
carried on without irrigation. They com- 
prise four-tenths of their whole territory, 
and it has only been recently discovered 
that a certain percentage of these lands is 
susceptible of reclamation by means of 
irrigation, and that every acre of irrigated 
land is twice as productive as land depend- 
ing on the natural rainfalls. This applies, 
I believe, to about 10 per cent. of this area 
for crop growing. ‘The remainder, or a 
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large part of it (depending, of course, on 
the character of the country), is benefited 
and made available for grazing purposes. 
Since the importance of this discovery has 
been realized by the people of the United 
States, irrigation has made wonderful 
strides, and there are now said to be 
twelve thousand miles of irrigation canals 
in the West; and the capital invested is 
enormous, and it is wholly due to que 
enterprise. But, the National Govern- 
ment, realizing how important it is that 
their irrigation works and develupments 
should be connected with science and skill, 
bas recently, after much discussion, ap- 
propriated a quarter of a million of dollars 
per annum for preliminary surveys of the 
country requiring irrigation, with a view 
of the locating of reservoirs and canals. This 
work has been placed under the charge of 
Major J. W. Powell, Director of the United 
States Geological Survey, who has made 
the subject a special study. The methods, 
briefly stated, are to impound or conserve 
the waters of rivers or streams into reser- 
voirs erected to receive them, from which 
they are directed by means of canals and 
ditches, and also by flooding to the districts 
required to be irrigated. Boring for 
artesian wells are carried on more or less 
in nearly all the States and Territories, 
but mainly for farm and domestic uses, 
Practically, the United States has dis- 
of all the lands of any value within 
the humid regions, that is, lands where 
crops can be grown advantageously by 
means of the natural rainfall. The im- 
portance and necessity to that country for 
the reclamation of lands not so situated is 
manifest. ‘This is in striking contrast 
with our North-West as régards the posi- 
tion of our fertile lands. The fertile belt 
of the North-West was described in the 
deed of surrender made by the Hudson 
Bay Company, at the time the country 
was transferred to Canada, as bounded on 
the south by the international boundary, 
on the west by the Rocky Mountains, and 
on the north by the North Saskatchewan, 
and on the east by Lake Winnipeg, Lake 
of the Woods and the waters connect- 
ing them, but it is now established 
beyond a doubt that this fertile belt ex- 
tends an average of 100 miles north of 
the North Saskatchewan, along its whole 
length, and that as we proceed westward 
along the river the fertile agricultural 
area oo much farther in a northerly 
12 


direction, reachin 
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the Peace River and 
the Athabasca valleys, as the mountains 
are approached, an area sufficient to 
support a farming and pastoral popula- 
tion of more than double the present popu- 
lation of old Canada. It contains within 
it no less than 270 millions acres of land 
susceptible of cultivation, and with a pro- 
pitious climate. In all this vast domain 
there are no arid lands, and there is but a 
comparatively small area of sub-humid 
lands, lying immediately to the east of 
the Rocky “Mountains and the neighbor- 
hood of the Cypress Hills and Wood Moun- 
tains, and nature seems to have fitted this 
portion of the country for economical irri- 
gation. 

Practically, the greater partof these fer- 
tile lands are yet to bedisposed of, and in 
no other country on this continent is there 
such an inviting field for immigration. 
The climate is healthy, and it would be 
difficult to find a country where the soil is 
so uniformly fertile. The immigrant will 
find himself settled in a country where the 
laws enacted by the will of the people are 
administered with justice afi. fairness, 
where there is perfect freedom with 
security to life and property. The question 
may be usked, and is frequently asked, 
why our North-West is not filling up 
more rapidly. We have been arobably 
too sanguine in our expectations, and 
have overlooked the fact that it takes 
time to fill up a country as large 
as Russia in Europe. Experience 
teaches that the settlement of all new 
countries is slow in the beginning and 
their early years. I might instance Dakota, 
of which we have heard so much: it con- 
tains an area of prairie lands resembling 
our own, but in extent is a flea-bite com- 
pared with ours. In 1870 it had only a 
population of 14,000, and for many suc- 
ceeding years settlement was very slow, 
until the fertility of its soil had been 
demonstrated by the growth of abundant 
harvests. It will doubtless be the same 
in our North-West, where the soil is 
equally fertile, and the climatic conditions 
more favorable. I recently made two 
visits to the North-West. My first visit 
was during the harvest time, and 
although the season had been an abnor- 
maly dry one, the yield and quality 
of the crops were surprisingly good. The 
fertility of the soil largely compensated 
for the usual moisture, the quality of the 
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wheat could not be surpassed, if equalled, | 
The cattle | 


in any part of the world. 
and horses roaming over the prairies and 
feeding on the nutritious bunch grass 
were in the most perfect condition, re- 
quiring no care except that of herding. 
At Regina, I visited several farmers, 
among them Mr. McIntyre, who came 
trom Ontario and owns a farm of 2,000 
acres. Mrs. McIntyre, when offering 
me a glass of milk, informed me that 
she could get as much milk and butter 
from five cows as she could from eight in 
Ontario. This statement was corroborated 
everywhere. Artesian wells are necessary 
for farm and domestic purposes, and will 
doubtless prove to be of great service to 
the present settlers in districts where they 
are required, and will also tend to promote 
the settlement of the country. The early 
settlers, as a rule, cannot afford the ex- 

ense of boring, especially where great 

epths have to be reached to find water. 
1 wrote to Dr. Selwyn, the Director of the 
Geological Survey, and I have his reply 
here: 

‘OTTAWA, 6th Feb., 1890. 


‘ DEAR Sir,—I have received your note of the 4th 
instant. Yesterday I called on you at the Senate, 
but found you had left town. I, however, left a 
pamphlet for you with Mr. Creighton, in which I 
think you will find much of the information you seek. 
I visited the Dakota wells last summer, or at least 
some of them, and what I learned induced me to re- 
commend the Government to assist the Deloraine 
people to continue the well there to a depth not less 
than that at which the great water-bearing stratum 
has been struck in the wells to the south, viz., about 
1,800 feet. Ihave no official report on the Dakota 
wells, but nearly the same geological structure pre- 
a through Kansas, Nebraska and Dakota, into 

anada. 


‘I am, dear Sir, 
‘ Yours faithfully, 


“ALFRED R. C. SELWYN.” 


By means of geological science the loca- 
tion where water is to be found can be 
accurately indicated. Hon. gentlemen bave 
no doubt read of the renowned appli- 
cation of geological science in Frarce 
over fifty years ago. If I am not trespass- 
ing too much on the patience of the House 
I will read a short account of it: 


‘Renowned application of geological science : 
Arago’s prediction of a store of pure potable water 
in the deep dipping green sand stratum beneath the 
city of Paris was one of the most brilliant applica- 
tions of geological science to useful pe He 
felt keenly that a multitude of his fellow citizens 
were suffering general physical deterioration for want 
of wholesome water, for which the splendors of the 
arms Sag capital were no antidote. With a fore- 
sight and energy such as display that kind of genius 
that Cicero believed to be in some degree inspired, he 
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prevailed on the Public Minister to inaugurate in the 
year 1833 that notable deep subterranean exploration 
at Grenelle. By his eloquent persuasion he main- 
tained and defended the enterprise, notwithstanding 
the eight years of labor, to a successful issue, were 
beset with disco ments; and all manners of sar- 
casms were showered on the promoters. In February, 
1844, the auger, cutting an 8 inch bore, reached a depth 
of 1,806 feet 9inches, when it suddenly fell 18 inches, 
and whizzing now announced that a stream of water 
was rising and the well overflowed.” 


It appears to me to be the fitting work 
of the Government to help the settlers, and 
also to promote settlement, to make these 
borings for artesians wells, not for irriga- 
tion purposes, but for farm and domestic 
use, The irrigation of the district to which 
I have alluded should be left to private 
enterprise and individual effort, the sur- 
veys to be placed under the charge ofa 
competent scientitic officer. Grants of land 
might be made in the same way as is done 
for railways. The American Cocatamant 
and our own Government also seem tv re- 
gard the public lands, not so much as a 
source of revenue, but a public trust, with 
the object steadily in view of transferring 
them to actual settlers at the lowest possi- 
ble cost. I trust that what I have so far 
stated will convey to the hon. gentlemen 
who have not had the good fortune to visit 
it some idea of the vastness of the country 
and its capabilities. But beside this great 
domain of agricultural and pastoral lands 
to the east of the Rocky Mountains our 
possessions extend westward to the Pacific 
Ocean, including the Rocky Mountains, 
British Columbia and the Island of Van- 
couver, The mountains are known to 
contain rich deposits of the precious metals, 
and in the valleys or glens between moun- 
tain ranges there are arable plains, which 
can be easily irrigated, where required, by 
the mountain streams, on which grain and 
vegetables can be grown. The foot-hills 
of the mountains are covered with a 
nutritious bunch grass, furnishing food for 
domestic animals. The wants of the min- 
ing population are thus provided for. I 
myself passed through these mountains— 
a distance of three hundred miles—from 
Gold, on the Canadian Pacific Railway, to 
Kootenay, in Idaho, on the Northern Paci- 
fic. I have seen what I am endeavoring to 
describe. British Columbia and the Island 
of Vancouver are well known to contain 
valuable forests, coal mines, and a consider- 
able area of agricultural pastoral lands. 
Before taking my seat, I cannot help allud- 
ing to the rocky and inhospitable region 
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to the north of Lake Superior, which was 
believed to offer insurmountable difficulties 
to the construction and operation of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, and I confess to 
having been one of the doubters; and itis 
a remarkable commentary on our own 
foreboding that it is the only transconti- 
nental line which has not been blocked by 
snow. It shows how mistaken we were; 
. and these rugged regions of rock and 
stone are found to abound in rich mines of 
silver, copper, nickel and iron. I dislike 
exaggeration, or even the appearance of it, 
but is it possible to exaggorato the value of 
this great heritage wich is ours? 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Before the leader 
of the House answers this enquiry I desire 
to say that I have listened with pleasure 
and interest to the statement which has 
just been made by my hon. friend on this 
important subject. I would not now 
trouble the House, even for a few minutes, 
were it not that this discussion revives an 
interesting reminiscence, on my part, of 
a curious fact in natural history which 
came to my notice on the first of my three 
visits to the North-West Territories, about 
eight years ago, which relates to a subject 
which has formed part of the discussion 
on this occasion. Many hon. gentle- 
men from the Eastern Provinces are 
scarcely aware—I certainly was not until 
I visited the North-West—of the great 
difference in the nutritive qualities of the 
prairie grasses of the North-West and the 
grasses of our rich alluvial marshes in 
the Eastern Provinces. It is a curious fact 
that in chemical constitutents I believe 
there is scarcely any difference between 
the prairie soil, which is simply an alluvial 
deposit, and. the soil of the great marshes 
which has been formed from the deposits 
that are carried backward and forward by 
the tides in Nova Scotia and New Bruns- 
wick. Thedifference in the grasses grown 
on the two soils is this: in Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick when the hay is cut 
from the marshes it has to be “cured,” as 
it is called; and if it were not cured in 
that way, once it has been exposed to the 
frost and snow ot the winter it contains no 
more nutriment than so many shavings 
cut from a stick of wood. But in the great 
North-West I found to my surprise all 
those grasses, though frozen and covered 
with snow during the winter, came out in 
the spring with all their nutritive quali- 
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ties perfectly preserved. This is the 
reason why cattle and horses aro enabled 
to live and fatten upon the prairie grasses 
even in the coldest winter, and they can do 
so until the spring has come again. I 
recollect taking the trouble to bring a bun- 
dle of this grass with me, after it had been 
frozen, to Nova Scotia, and showing it 
to a friend there as one of the remarkable 
things from the North-West, and I asked 
him to testit. On doing so he was per- 
fectly surprised, being accustomed to our 
native grasses, which we, in our innocence, 
thought the finest in the world, and which 
under similar treatment have been a com- 
paratively hard and indigestible fodder, to 
find that it was perfectly full of nutriment 
and had the tuste of fresh grass. I hope 
my hon. friend’s remarks may find their 
way abroad to other countries, and that 
they will have a beneficial effect on the 
immigration to this country. [ thought 
it might possibly add to their usefulness if 
I made this statement, because the fact 
which I have stated will have an import- 
ant bearing on the future of that great 
country, fur it is a well known fact that 
these prairie grasses continue from one 
end of the year to the other to be ina 
nutritious condition. 

With regard to the subject of artesian 
wells, which my hon. friend has touched 
upon, I think there is also a great possibi- 
lity there for the improvement of the 
country, for the obvious reason that on the 
east of this great plateau of low ground, 
eight hundred miles wide, you have the 
height of land, as it is called, at the 
termination of the Laurentian range ; 
and on the west you have these enor- 
mous ridges, the back-bone of the conti- 
nent—the Rockys and the Selkirks—form- 
ing immense natural reservoirs of water ; 
and I have no doubt that the effect of 
artesian borings in that part of the great 
country between Winnipeg and Calyar 
will yet be found to develop springs whic 
have their source in those immense reser- 
voirs, which of themselves are nearly as 
large as the whole of England. Under 
these circumstances, J think that my hon. 
friend bas performed an important duty in 
calling the attention of the House, and 
of the Government, to this matter, and 
the Government would do a great work 
for that country if they adopt his sug- 
gestion and see whether, for irrigation or 
domestic purposes, it is not quite within 
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possibility that we may be able to get an 
abundant water supply in the dryest parts 
of the prairies. If secured it will be 
something that, I think, the Government 
may be proud of, and will place us all 
under a decp debt of gratitude to my hon. 
friend. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not agree 
with the conclusions or remarks of my 
hon. friend who bas just taken his seat, 
and doubt whether the Government will 
find it necessary that this expenditure of 
money should be made. I have listened 
with a great deal of attention to the re- 
marks of the hon. gentleman from Burling- 
ton, who has, to some extent, provided an 
antidote for the proposition he has placed 
before us, because f agree with my hon. 
friend in what he has stated about the vast 
agricultural resources, and capabilities, 
and natural wealth of our North-West 
country. I hope that his remarks will be 
pune not only throughout Canada, 

ut in other countries as well, as they will 
no doubt be an inducement to emigrants 
to go and settle in the North-West coun- 
try. I must say, when I saw, a few days 
ago, this notice on the Paper calling the 
attention of the Government and of the 
House to this question, and asking the 
Government to provide for these surveys, 
I asked myself the question: Is this the 
land flowing with milk and honey, the 
country that we believe it is? Is this the 
country possessing the rich virgin soil 
which weall believe it has, or is it an arid 
country, so dry and barren that we are 
obliged to resort to the means which are 
adopted only in tropical climates? I say, 
with such a notice before me, I do not 
believe a greater libel could be cast upon 
our fair virgin soil in the North-West 
than that contains. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Hear, hear; and by 
a good Tory, too. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Had this 
notice come from a gentleman from the 
North-West, acquainted with the charac- 
teristics of the country and the necessity 
there may be for irrigation, canals and 
reservoirs, I would suppose that there was 
something in it, but when it comes from 
an hon. gentleman who does not reside 
there, and who has probably not more 
knowledge of the country than I possess 
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myself, I must confess that I continue to 
believe that the North-West is not of that 
sterile character which requires the Gov- 
ernment to spend large sums of money to 
irrigate it and prepare it for settlement. I 
believe there is no part of the United 
States so well provided with water or has 
such natural advantages as are to be found 
in the Canadian North-West. I agrec with 
my hon. friend that probably four-tenths 
of the unsettled territory of the United 
States is of an arid character, and re- 
quires all these appliances advocated by 
my hon. friend for the North-West in 
order to bring it to its full development 
and enable it to produce crops; but I con- 
tend that in our prairie country there is 
no necessity for anything of that kind, 
and I look at the proposition in this notice 


as being entirely out of place. It sug- 
gests: 
‘The importance of making preliminary surveys in 


the North-West, with the view of locating reservoirs 
for water, to be obtained by means of artesian wells, 
and by conserving the waters of rivers and streams, for 
the irrigation of districts which suffer from drought 
in dry seasons; and will enquire whether it is the 
intention of the Government to make much sur- 
veys ? ” 


Hon, Me. MacINNES (Burlington) — 
You have got the wrong notice. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—Then my hon. 
friend has changed the notice. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
gave notice to the House that I would do 
80. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Then the hon. 
gentleman has only done it within the last 
day or two. The position he.takes now is 
that the country is of such a nature that 
it requires irrigation only in certain 
localities. I notice now that it reads : 


That he will call the attention of the House to the 
importance of making prelimin surveys in t 
part of the North-West Territories lying immediately 
to the east of the rs Mountains, and in the 
neighborhood of the Cypress Hills and Wood 
Mountains, with a view to its irmgation; and will 
enquire whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to make such surveys, and also for the purpose 
of locating artesian wells, for farm and domestic pur- 
poses, in districts where they may be required.” 


I am glad to find, from this amended 
notice, that instead of making irrigation 
necessary for all the North-West, he con- 
fines it to the Cypress Hills and the Wood 
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Mountains. Still, he wants to go further 
than he has done in the original notice—to 
Vee artesian wells for farm and 

omestic purposes. I do not think our 
country needs anything of the kind. We 
have plenty of productive virgin soil still 
throughout the North-West, und plenty of 
places for people to go and settle where 
there is sufficient moisture naturally, with- 
out requiring irrigation, to produce crops. 
My hon. friend may have an interest him- 
self in some part of the country which is 
not of that character. If so, it is unfortu- 
nate for him; but I do not believe that he 
himself declares that irrigation is neces- 
sary, except for small portions of the 
country. The inclemency of the climate 
there has been spoken of as a drawback 
to settlement. I have been asked myself, 
more than once, how about our winters, 
and I have always endeavored to convince 
people that our winter was one of the 
great advantages of our country. The 
severe frosts of the winter stores in the 
soil a large amount of moisture in the 
shape of ice, which is brought to the 
surface at the time it is most required to 
promote vegetation, and especially the 
wheat crop. 

That was my impression, that it was 
largely of that character; that unlike the 
conditions in warm climates, these crops 
were sustained bya regularsupply of mois- 
ture that was permanently in the soil. I 
say it is a wise provision of nature. In the 
United States it may be necessary, in some 
parte of the country, to have artesian wells 
and reservoirs and great “ bores” to main- 
tain a supply of water, but I do not think 
our House should be bored with anything 
of this kind. The resources of the country 
are sufficiently “bored” already, without 
calling upon the Government to make this 
lavish expenditure for a purpose which I 
believe is wholly unnecessary. There is no 
country in the world with such a fertile 
virgin soil as we have. For growing crops of 
all kinds the soil of the North-West natur- 
ally surpasses that of any other country in 
the world, without any of those artificial 
means for promoting the growth of vegeta- 
tion. Kind nature has provided everything 
for settlers to make themselves prosperous 
and happy in almost any part of the North- 
West. Surely this libelon the North-West, 
which the hon. gentleman from Burlington 
has, [am sure, unintentionally, put upon 
the Paper, and the remarks with which he 


has supported it, do not justify or sustain 
the Government in incurring the expense 
of making this survey. Betore I take my 
seat I wish to quote a remark of a friend 
of mine, a descendant of one of the oldest 
families in the country from which I come, 
the Rev. Leonard Gaetz, who was before 
the Colonization Committee of the House 
of Commons the other day. He said that 
in North Alberta he has never heard, even 
from the oldest settlers in that country, of 
any necessity for irrigation there. The 
soil has sufficient moisture to nourish and 

roduce luxurious grass and grain crops. 

y hon. friend himself has admitted to-day 
that while he was in that country last year, 
even though it was an abnormally dry 
season, he found there was an average 
crop of grain. If that is the case in the 
North-West in an abnormally dry season, 
there is no necessity for irrigation under 
ordinary circumstances, There is no doubt 
that in the United States, where the de- 
sirable agricultural lands are all taken up, 
there is a necessity for reclaiming their 
arid lands to make them attractive tor 
settlement by means of irrigation. Canada 
is now about the only place left on the 
continent in which people can make a 
choice of rich, cultivable soil which they 
can cultivate with a prospect of success. 
I hope the Government will not entertain 
this motion. I do not believe that the 
present position of the country warrants 
the Government incurring such an expen- 
diture as this motion would require, to 
make reservoirs and artesian wells. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Being a resident of 
that country to which this motion refers, 
it may not appear amiss if I should say a 
word or two on the subject. When I made 
bo my mind to leave my native home in 

ew Brunswick and go to the North-West, 
I naturally made some inquirics about the 
prairie country, and I may say that I had 
no favorable report given to me of it at all. 
A man who had been all over that country 
said that I could not raise potatoes there 
bigger than marbles, on account of the 
frost. However, I went out there, and it 
was only after mature consideration. I 
may say that from the start 1 took par- 
ticular pains to look into and examine the 
different characteristics of that country. 
When I made up my mind to settle in the 
country I commenced to make a study of 
it, and I have discovered that the country 





is different from what it had been repre- 
sented to me to be, and it is not without 
some cause that this motion has been made 
by my hon. friend from Burlington. I 
went to the North-West, where I now live, 
in the spring of 1883, and I found on 
the way there, and all through the 
prairies, there were large ponds of water in 
every low place. Any man in that country 
who had a dry section boasted of it. The 
paths wound about ponds and sloughs of 
water. You could not get a straight road 
on account of them. Certainly there was 
no scarcity of water in that country in 
1883. Hay was abundant, the pastures 
were luxuriant and the cattle did remark- 
ably well everywhere. I also discovered 
that in the spring we had heavy frosts. 
The first morning in June, when I got up, 
I found the water frozen in the wash dish 
at the door. It made me timid, and I 
thought that what the man had said about 
the country was only too true. However, 
I watched carefully. I got up night after 
night, betwen 3 and 4 o’clock in the morn- 
ing, to see if there were any frosts, and I 
discovered that these spring frosts did not 
hurt the grain. I never saw anything 
grow like the crops did. We grow the 
largest and best potatoes I have ever seen 
in any country, and I was a farmer for 
several ‘hate in New Brunswick, besides 
having been raised on a farm before start- 
ing farming for myself. With regard to 
the prairie grass, I may say also that I 
discovered from the start that it was the 
best grass I had ever seen for fattening 
animals. I used to live in the garden of 
New Brunswick, and I never saw grass that 
cattle would thrive and fatten on, or grass 
on which cattle would give so much milk, 
as our own prairie grass, It astonished 
me beyond measure, and I enquired the 
cause of it, because the grass itself is poor 
looking trash. To see it growing you 
would not put much value on it, or tLink 
of comparing it with our English grass in 
eastern Canada. The slough grass is just 
such hay as I used to throw out in the 
barn-yard for bedding. That grass can be 
cut anywhere, even in water knee-deep, 
and it is better hay than the best English 
hay I have cut on my farm in New Bruns- 
wick. It will make more beef; it will 
keep horses in finer condition, and will 
feed animals better than any hay I have 
ever seen. I know that from own 
personal experience. I have discovered 
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the reason why this prairie grass is 80 
nutritious in the spring, and in fact all 
the year round. It cures all the year 
round. That is the grass that grows 
on the arable land, which cures be- 
fore the frost of September comes. 
It is then much better than ordinary 
hay, because it has a green pith at 
the bottom of it. To illustrate the quality 
of this grass, I may mention that 
I have three horses that have been living 
out all through the winter, though the 
snow is 2 or 3 feet deep on the plains. 
These horses worked hard until the 26th 
October, when I turned out two of’ them. 
After they had been out a fortnight I took 
one of them in and put out the other, and 
then after a fortnight I turned out the three 
of them, and they have not had either hay 
or grain this winter, yet they are as fat as 
seals, That 1 know of my own personal 
knowledge, because before I left home I 
went to see the horses and found them in 
good condition, and my son writes me that 
they are still thriving. Moreover, my 
neighbors keep their horses in the same 
way—they feed on the grass. It grows 
like hay, with this advantage, as I have 
said before, that there is a green pith to it 
that is sappy and outritious, Until 
the snow comes in December, or when- 
ever it falls, the cattle live on that dry 
grass better than they could on hay. My 
cows, that we milked all summer, and some 
of which I took from Ontario this spring, 
that were eight days on the road and 
got very poor, have fattened up and have 
done first rate. The moment the snow 
begins to disappear in the spring—and 
that was what drew my attention toit first 
in 1883—it is difficult to get the cattle 
home at night. The moment a knoll the 
size of this chamber became bare the 
cattle went to it for feed. The grass pre- 
serves its nutritious qualities through the 
winter, and the moment the cattie can get 
to it in the spring they feed on it. I will 
now speak about the frosts. In the 
summer of 1883 the frost came the night 
of the 7th September, and did the damage, 
In 1884 the frost came on the night of the 
6th September. I was keeping a diary 
in those years, and watched these matters 
carefully, because I was deeply interested 
in the subject. In 1885 the frost came on 
the night of the 22nd August, yet we had 
two bushels of wheat that year for the one 
we had the two preceding years, notwith- 
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standing the fact that the frost came earlier. 
Tho reason of that is clear to me. Any 
farmer coming to that country—I do not 
care how good a farmer he may have been 
in Ontario—knows as little about the 
tem to be adopted in the cultivation of 

at prairie country as if he had never held 

a plough or reaped a crop. They know 
how to plough, drive horses and harvest 
grain, but still they do not understand the 
peculiar character of the country, and do 
not know how to cultivate the soil pro- 
perly. They came there with their sulky 
ploughs and expected, by ploughing 2 
inches deep, to raise a crop and make 
money. In the fall, when the frost came, 
they went home to Ontario and returned 
in the spring late, because they did 
not seem to know that the spring sets 
in earlier there than it does in the 
Eastern Provinces. Then they harrowed 
the land they had ploughed in the fall, 
They found that the roots of the grass were 
so matted together and so tough that you 
could hitch a mass of them as long as this 
building on the harrow and drag it about. 
To harrow land ploughed as that had been 
so as to get the soil into condition to cover 
the seed took six harrowings, and then half 
the grain remained on top of the ground. 
The consequence was, that when the warm 
weather came the land soon dried out, so 
that there was not vegetation until the 
June rain came. The result was, that before 
the grain could ripen, in consequence of 
this late start, it was caught by the frost. 
Experience has taught farmers in that 
country to summer fallow entirely—that 
is to say, they will prepare 50 or 100 acres 
of land and after they have got that seeded 
they will plough for next year. That land 
works up into a good, deep seed bed, and 
in the spring, after the snow disappears 
and the surface of the ground thaws to a 
depth of 2 or 3 inches, you can put 
on your sceder. I never saw a country 
like it for growing crops. You do not 
have to wait until the frost is out of the 
pou You just sow the grain, and the 
at underneath it, instead of injuring 
the crop, keeps the grain growing as the 
frost thaws, and even though we have no 
rainfalls the grain keeps on growing. The 
result of adapting our system of farming 
to the character of the country is that even 
last year, dry as it was, the farmers raised 
a great deal of wheat. They put the wheat 
on the land that had been summer fal- 


lowed, and the vats and barley on the 
EpEne Diovehee land, and the result was 
that while the latter crops were very 
light, there were good crops of wheat—I 
mean fairly good, under the circumstances. 
Now, the farmers are getting into the 
habit of cultivating the soil in that way. 
It has taken them cuite a while to get 
that experience, but they have learned the 
proper system now, and there is no doubt 
that they will make more rapid progress 
in the future thau they made in the past, 
Every farmer going into that country had 
the idea that he would get rich by raising 
grain. I discovered very soon that that was 
wrong, and I told them on one occasion, 
when somebody had advised them to keep 
only one cow and tether her in aslough,and 
feed her on straw or at the hay stack, that 
it was the worst advice that could be given 
to the people. I said : “Sell your horses 
and get cows. The frost will not kill 
them, and you will have more products, 
and a greater variety of them, to sell, that 
cannot be affected by summer frosts.” 
The farmers are getting into that system, 
and those who commenced that way 
and followed that system from the 
start are comfortable now, and are 
making as good aliving as any farmers in 
Canada to-day. I could name plenty of 
farmers around my own town who have 
done well by following that system. For 
the first three years that I was in that 
country, 1883-84-85, there was sufficient 
rainfall, and if the land had been in readi- 
ness for the seed in the spring, as it is now 
under a better system of farming, there 
would have been marvellous crops for 
those three seasons. The straw grew first 
rate—there was an immense burden of 
straw, and everything was all right, but 
the frost, even at a late period, destroyed 
the grain, so that it was unmarketable. It 
would not pay to take it from the country 
and it was a burden on the farmers’ hands. 
They never got a market for any of it 
until the spring of 1885, when the demand 
created by the Rebellion enabled them to 
sell a portion of it. In 1866 we had a dry 
year, the dryest that I have ever seen, 
except last year. The year 1887 was a fair 
one, and 1888 was an immense year. I 
never saw it rain so much in New 
Brunswick as it did in the North- 
West that summer. There was as much 
rain as the country required, and we 
had good crops of grain and hay every - 
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I went into the country, they are cutting 
hay on now. You bore down where those 
sloughs have dried up, apd the land is so 
hard that you could run a railway train 
over it, and you would not find an impres- 
sion after taking off the sod, so hard is 
the subsoil. I have known a farmer to 
dig a well 108 feet deep without pe 
water. The same man dug two wells, an 
was quite disgusted at his failure. He 
had to pay $2 a day for the use of the ma- 
chine, and board the man. He dug two 
wells without succeeding in getting water, 
and then commenced to dig a little piece 
off, and got water. The water does not 
pce through the soil, it is so hard. 
his resolution of my hon. friend does not 
go far enough. He confines himself to a 
portion of that country where there are no 
people. My idea would be to confine him- 
self to that part of the country where 
there are people—that is, eastern and west- 
ern Assiniboia. We find great difficulty 
in getting water there. We do not require 
it for irrigation purposes, for five out of 
seven years there has been an abundance 
ofrain. Everything grows well, but we re- 
quire water for our cattle and for domestic 
purposes. We have the Qu’Appelle River 
north of the railway, and we have the 
Souris River south towards the boundary, 
and running into each of these rivers there 
are brooks such as you have in eastern 
Cunada—or rather they are brooks in the 
spring of the year when the snow is going 
off. It is a great level prairie country, 
but everybody will concede this fact, that 
a prairie country, where there is no forest, 
is a dry country, because there is no pro- 
tection, no mulch by the trees to keep 
the water on the land. It is very hot in 
the summer time, and naturally the mois- 
ture dries out of the soil. The snow 
drifts into the ravines in the winter 
season and in the spring of the year it 
melts away and runs off towards the 
ocean. It is hardly to be expected 
that the farmers of that country will 
undertake any extensive work, but if the 
Government would grant a sum of money 
to build dams to make reservoirs in those 
ravines, and retain the water, it would he 
of use in dry years and would largely hel 
the settlement of that country. It on 
be a benefit to the settlers in watering 
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care who says no—the greatest country in 
the world, because it has the resources in 
the soil to make it that. All that is neces- 
sary is that the people learn how to work it, 
and they are beginning to understand the 
proper system now, so that in the near future 
you may be xure it will develop into a great 
country. I had a contract afew years ago 
to supply beef to the Indian Department— 
it was in that dry year, 1886. I had under- 
taken to fatten old oxen in New Brunswick 
and almost lost money on them, but in the 
North-West I have seen cattle feed on straw 
or hay in the winter time and fatten with- 
out any other feed. I have bought steers 
and oxen, and they were in better condi- 
tion than I have been able to fatten them 
on the best hay and roots and mill feed 
that I could procure for them in the east. 
They get as fat as you can desire to have 
them in that country on the grass alone. I 
have bought two steers that weighed 785 
lbs. apiece at two years and five months, 
a three-year-old that weighed 630 Ibs., 
while yearlings commonly weigh from 
400 to 500 lbs. That is the sort of country 
we have in the North-West. No man 
thinks of feeding a steer anything but 
sue You can get a steer anywhere you 
ike in the country and he is ready for the 
knife ; there is no such thingas having to 
fatten cattie in the North-West, because 
they are always fat. The grass inthe wet 
places is not so good, It is just like your hay 
in eastern Canada after it gets a certain 
age because the frost kills it; but on the 
arable lands, the broad prairies, the grass 
is good at any time of the year when the 
cattle can get atit. Inthe sloughs the 
frost takes the substance out of it. [ think 
it is very desirable that the Government 
should appropriate a sum of money and 
make some effort to get a water supply 
for the people in that country in the dry 
years. Îtis a serious disappointment to 
the settler to have to be without water at 
any time of the year. I know people who 
have had to go four miles for water this 
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ear. They are satisfied with the country, 

ut disappointed, after digging for water, 
not to be able to get it. It takes money to 
build a dam, though some of the people 
built dams last year; but a great many are 
not able to do so, and any assistance that 
the Government could give to supply 
water that way would be a great benefit to 
the North-West and to the whole country, 
because as the North-West prospers so 
will the Dominion prosper. I wish the 
hon. genleman therefore would add Assi- 
niboia to his list, because in the section 
that he refers to there are no people, ex- 
cept those who are engaged in ranching. 
Down at Wood Mountain, where there are 
some half-breeds, there is plenty of water, 
but out West there are no people, and his 
inquiry is not as applicable to that section 
as to the country I have been speaking of. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I desire to express 
my surprise that the hon. gentleman who 
brought this question before the House 
should have done so in the way he did. Of 
course, as the hon. gentleman from Lunen- 
burg remarked, a portion of the speech of 
the hon. gentleman from Burlington would 
serve as an antidote to the poison con- 
tained in his notice; but unfortunately 
this notice, in one form or another, has 
been on the paper several weeks; and in 
its original form it was calculated to leave 
the impression on the mind of any person 
not as well informed as the hon. gen- 
tleman from Lunenburg or the hon. gen- 
tleman from Assiniboia that all throngh 
our North-West Territories people could 
not live, unless they were furnished 
with water by artificial means. I think 
that is a most unfortunate circumstance; 
and I am pleased, as a humble represen- 
tative of the Liberal party, to think that 
notice has not been given to the world by 
a member of the party to which I belong. 
If it had been given by a member of the 
Liberal party I have no doubt the hon. 
some would have been one of the very 

ret to denounce the unpatriotic conduct 
of that party and to state that it was in 
keeping with their conduct through a long 
series of years. I must say this for the 
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg, that he 
is always consistently patriotic. He has 
always maintained that Canada was the 
finest country in the world, that her hills 
and her people—no, I shall not say her 
people, but her hills, at any rate, were the 





greenest, her soil the best, and her crops 
the biggest in the world; and the hon. 
gentleman is consistent with himself, He 
says, and he says truly, that our North- 
West is one of the finest countries in the 
world, and that it is not necessary that 
those works should be undertaken in order 
to enable pecple to live there. The hon. 
gentleman from Assiniboia confirmed 
the statements made by the hon. gentle- 
man from Lunenburg to a very consider- 
able extent; but I was rather surprised 
to hear from him that the ground was so 
hard out West that one could run a loco- 
motive over it without breaking through 
the crust. 


Hon. Mr. 
he said. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I understood that 
the hard soil was very close to the surface. 
One good effect the inquiry of the hon. gen- 
tleman from Burlington has had is, that it 
has given the House the very valuable in- 
formation communicated by the hon.gentle- 
man from Assiniboia. I feel this way about 
the matter: that there are several millions 
of acres of good arable land in the North- 
West, land which calls for settlers, which 
is ready for settlers to-day; and I think 
our wisest plan is to let the settlers 
come in and settle on the land which is 
fit for cultivation; and when that land 
is exhausted, or nearly so, then it will 
be time enough to spend money to fit 
by artificial means lands for settlement. 
We should not resort to artificial means 
until they become necessary; and I hope 
the hon. gentleman from Burlington, if 
he will excuse me for saying so, will be 
more cautious in the future how he gives 
notices like this, which are calculated to 
damage the character of Canada ull over 
the world. I do not mean to say, as I pre- 
sume would have been said if this notice 
had been given by myself, that he is in 
league with the enemies of our country or 
acting in the interest of Yankee speculators, 
with a view of deterring people from set- 
tling in the North-West. I do not think 
the hon. gentleman intended to do any- 
thing of that kind; but the wording of 
his notice is calculated to have that ettect. 
I hope that the Government, who are 
truly patriotic, if the hon. gentleman from 
Burlington is mistaken in his ideas of pa- 
triotism, will show their patriotism by de- 
claring that our North-West is nothing of 
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the sort indicated by his inquiry, and that 
they do not propose to spend money where 
it is not needed. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is really grati- 
fying to see my hon. friend taking such 
interest in the character of our country. 
I must say, however, for him, to do him 
justice, that he has not usually been one 
of those who decry it, and I take his re- 
marks to be what one might familiarly 
call poking a little fun at my hon. friend 
behind me, rather than sneering in any 
respect at the country, or as invoking what 
he thinks he finds in my hon. friend’s 
notice as evidence that the country is not 
as good as those who live there think it is. 
I do not see in my hon. friend’s notice 
anything so depreciatory of the country 
as my hon. friends from Lunenburg and 
Halitax find, and his speech certainly 
mado perfectly clear anything that might 
be considered ambiguous in the notice 
itself. In the first notice that he gave he 
said that be would : 


‘*Call the attention of the House to the importance 
of making preliminary surveys in the North-West, 
with the view of locating reservoirs for water, to be 
obtained by means of artesian wells, and by conserving 
the waters of rivers and streams, for the irrigation of 
districts which suffer from drought in dry seasons ; 
and will enquire whether it is the intention of the 
Government t make such surveys ?” 


Now, this is npt an imputation on the 
North-West generally. My hon. friend 
indicates by this that he thinks there are 
sections of the country which suffer from 
druught in dry seasons, and we do not deny 
that there are. My hon. friend from Assi- 
niboia, who spoke so ably and forcibly 
from personal knowledge of the country, 
does not deny that there are sections 
which do suffer in dry seasons from 
drought, so I do not see anything so very 
injurious to the character of the country 
in asserting what we all know, that there is 


‘a section of the extreme North-West where 


they do occasionally suffer from want of 
sufficient water. The modified notice 
which my hon. friend put on the Paper, 
after consideration of the first, was still 
more precise ; because while he spoke 
only of surveys in the North-West, he did 
not speak of surveys all over the North- 
West. In this he specifies the portion of 
the North-West where he thinks a survey 
might be of use. I must say, however, that 
the whole discussion has been an instruct- 
ive one. We have learned from the speech 
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of the hon. member from Burlington the 
extent to which he thinks this irrigation 
might be required, and we find it to be 
very small and modified indeed. That im- 
pos is fully confirmed by my hon. 
riend from the North-West, whospoke on 
the same subject, and we have had a deal of 
valuable information from all who have 
dealt with the subject. The answer which 
I have to give to my hon. friend is, that 
the irrigation of the territory referred to 
could only be attained either by utilizing 
the surplus water of the streams having 
their sources in the Rocky Mountains, 
or by artesian wells. The former method 
has been the subject of a good deal of 
attention at the hands of the hon. Min- 
ister who was himself an engineer of 
many years experience in British Colum- 
bia, where irrigation on a limited scale has 
been tried upon the same class of lands 
with some success. He has not only con- 
sidered this question himself, but he has 
consulted with the officers of his Depart- 
ment, from whom he has received valuable 
reports and suggestions. After full inquiry 
and examination, somescheme for utilizing 
the waters of the streams referred to and 
applying them to adjacent lands by a well- 
planned system, Lppeneauns the rain- 
fall, may be adopted, if found of sufficient 
advantage to warrant the expense. The 
rainfall, however, is usually quite sufficient, 
and the exceptions to this rule are so few 
that the consideration of the question of 
irrigation in relation to this section of the 
country becomes desirable chiefly because 
the natural facilities for applying the 
system are so great that it would cost very 
little. Indeed, the chief use of irrigation 
in that region would be as an aid in grow- 
ing hay. 

As to artesian wells, they would be 
needed, if at all, in the prairie country 
lying east of the mountains, But it must 
be remembered that in average years the 
rainfall is sufficient for the requirements 
of ordinary agriculture. There are seasons, 
like that of 1889, when portions of the 
country suffer from drought ; but even in 
those portions deep and thorough cultiva- 
tion produced an average crop of wheat 
last season. But dry seasons are the ex- 
ception, not the rule; and in relation to the 
agricultural regions, where there is occa- 
sional drought, the Government have au- 
thorized a considerable sum of money, 
under the supervision of the Director of the 
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Geological Survey, with the object of dis- 


covering whether there is a considerable | 


artesian basin from which a supply of 
water could be depended upon for the ordi- 
nary purposes of the farm, and specially 
for stock-watering in any year. When 
these tests have been made the Govern- 
ment will consider how and to what extent 
the water supply can be utilized. 


TORONTO SAVINGS BANK AND 
CHARITABLE TRUST CO. 


MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY, in the absence 
of Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN, moved that the fees, 
less the printing and other necessary ex- 
penses incurred, be remitted to the To- 
ronto Savings Bank and Charitable Trust 
Company. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I should like to 
know {rom the hon. gentleman if this is 
really a charitable institution. A private 
savings bank is not necessarily a charit- 
able association, and the fact that the 
word “charitable” appears in the name 
may only mean that this company is em- 
powered to hold the funds of charitable 
trusts. Of course, if it is a charitable in- 
stitution the motion is unobjectionable. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY—I was in- 
formed that it was a savings bank in con- 
nection with a church. 


The motion was agreed to. 


OTTAWA, MORRISBURG AND NEW 
YORK RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved that 
the amendments made by the Committee 
on Railway, Telegraphs and Harbors to 
Bill (28) “An Act to incorporate the 
Ottawa,Morrisburg and New York Railway 
Company,” be concurred in. He said: 
These amendments are all in connection 
with the Ottawa bridge. In the Bill they 
ask for power to bridge the Ottawa, but as 
another company is about receiving a 
charter for the same purpose, it was 
thought best to eliminate that part from 
the Bill, and all these amendments are to 
have that effect. The chairman of the 
Railway Commmittee will correct me if 
that is not the full object of the amend- 
ments. 








Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Yes; that is. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. READ moved thatthe Bill be 
now read the third time. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved that section 18 
be amended by adding thereto a clause in 
the words following, viz.: 

‘“It shall be the duty of the directors of the com- 
pany, out of the first issue of bonds, debentures or 
other securities on the said railway, to transfer and 
pay over fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000) thereof to 
the then surviving directors of the present board of 
the Ottawa, Waddington and New York Railway 
and Bridge Company, to be by them applied pro rata 
in payment of the present liabilities of the latter 


company.” 
He said: I take it for granted that hon.mem- 
bersin this Houseconcurinthe view which I 
entertain with respect to our functions, 
that one of the most important of the 
functions allotted to this Senate is the 
revision of legislation of the other House, 
which may be so influenced there by party 
spirit or by any other improper motive as 
to be considered by us hurtful to the 
general interests of the community, or as 
atfecting nae existing rights. Now, 
in my opinion the Bill before us does this ; 
therefore, I think it is a matter which 
should receive the very serious conside- 
ration of this House, and should not be 
adopted without looking carefully into it 
and seeing if we are not called upon to 
rotect vested rights which are jeopardized 
y the Bill as it stands. I would beg 
to remind the House that on two separate 
occasions our Railway Committee have 
already protected those vested rights. 
They have recognized their existence, 
and on account of those vested rights 
have twice rejected the very Bill 
which is now before us for adoption. 
Surely then we ought to consider whether 
there is not the same reason why the 
House ought to take into consideration 
those vested rights, when its committee, 
with witnesses before it, looking carefully 
into all the details, weighing all the 
evidence which has been submitted, has 
twice come to the conclusion that those 
vested rights should be protected by re- 
fusing to pass a Bill like the present. It 
is quite true that the committee has now 
changed its opinion, not upon those vested 
rights, 1 take it, but rather upon this 
question, that sufficient time has been 
given to the original company to have 
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commenced operations; and to have gone 
on with their work; that they have not 
done so, and that, therefore, the public 
interests require that permission to build 
this road shall be given to this new com- 
pany. [take it for granted that this is the 
reason which influenced the committee in 
reporting this Bill, Ifthat is the case—if 
the public interest is to be served by grant- 
ing this charter to this new company, 
surely if vested rights are affected by it— 
if the old company have expended money 
and undertaken avast amount of work, 
and the benefit of this work and the benefit 
of their expenditure is to be taken advan- 
tage of by the new company, the old 
company ought to havesome compensation 
for it. That such a claim exists is, I 
think, very fairly indicated, even by the 
action of the gentleman bimself, who is 
the promoter of the Bill, and chief pro- 
moter, in fact, of the new company, to in- 
corporate which this Bill is now before us. 
I have before me, in his own handwriting, 
a proposition made by him to capitalists 
when he was president of the old company. 
In that proposition he states clearly and 
distinctly a sum which I venture to sug- 
gest here as the amount which in all fair- 
hess ought to be given by those capitalists 
who are willing to sign the charter to 
enable them to build the road should pay 
as compensation for claims under the old 
charter. So, in fixing this amount, I am 
guided really by Dr. Hickey’s own esti- 
. mate of it. He made it a first condition 
wie the capitalists proposing to build the 
roa 


Hon. 
that ? 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—In 1886. He said: 
“We must have $15,000, payable to the 
order of our president, Charles C. Hickey, 
to pay or settle with directors and pay 
other honorable engagements, all of which 
will be accounted for.” Now, that is his 
own statement four years ago, and I may 
remark that during the four years that 
have elapsed the old directors have under- 
taken more work, and have increased 
rather than diminished the liabilities 
which he freely and frankly admitted had 
been incurred up to that time. Then, 
further on, I find that this was not the only 
compensation which he contemplated, and 
which he thought was fair and just 
to ask from the capitalists who pro- 





Me. McMILLAN — When was 
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posed to build the road. Farther on he 
required that $50,000 should be deposited 
with the chartered company as a guaran- 
tee that the road would be gone on with, 
and if there was a failure to do so that this 
$50,000 should be forfeited to Mr. Hicke 
and the other gentlemen connected with 
him. I find a little further on that a still 
further compensation, thought by him and 
others to be just and fair, was that in the 
event of this being done they should have 
‘a liberal bonus in bonds of the first issue, 
or Cash, for the seven promoters of the 
road for later expenses and good will.” A 
good bonus in bonds! I am not paying any 
attention to that: I am notasking for any- 
thing more than he himself fixed as a sum 
to which he contends he had a just claim 
in 1886, I cannot conceive it possible that 
that hon. gentleman will say that this 
should be turned aside as though the old 
company had no existence at all. I know 
very well that when the matter was 
brought before the committee and fall de- 
tails were gone into, and when we learned 
there were even two widows greatly 
interested in the matter, who had no one 
to protect their rights, but who looked to 
us to guard these rights as far as we could, 
it had some influence on the minds of the 
committee, as no doubt it will have on the 
minds of the Senate. If I were asking 
anything that I did not consider perfectly 
justified by what has taken place I would 
esitate to makesuch a motion as this. I 
know nothing about the incorporators. 
They were perfect strangers to me until 
this Bill was brought before Parliament. 
I am as much a stranger to Mr. Hickey as 
I was to Mr. Odell, the first president. I 
have no other feelings than the desire to 
do right, and I ask this House to guard 
interests which will be sop et, as I 
know interests can be easily jeopardized 
by a Bill brought into Parliament by a 
prominent and popular member who has 
great influence in the House. I shall sim- 
ly content myself in making this motion 
be calling attention to the fact that I do 
not ask that any payment shall be made 
under this motion until the new company 
is fully organized and issues its bonds, and 
that this payment shall be then made in 
bonds. Some gentlemen have said that if 
the company want to get the plans and 
specifications of the old company that the 
new company will have to pay for them. 
That is not so. These plans and specifica- 
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tions are public property. The new 


company can get them at the registry 
office if they are required ; they can go to 
the Public Works or to the Railways 
Department and get all the plans or speci- 
fications of the old company, The old com- 
pany cannot keep them back; they are 
there. | think that under these circum- 
stances they really have a fair claim to 
consideration, and that this amendment 
ought to meet with the sanction of this 
chamber. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—It seems 
to me that a new doctrine has just been 
laid down by the hon. gentleman who has 
just taken his seat—that bad legislation 
can be easily obtained in the other branch 
of the Legislature. To my mind that isa 
very serious and sweeping assertion. I 
consider that most of the people who have 
Bills before Parliament do not find that it 
is so easy to obtain the sanction of the 
Legislature, and while it might be easily 
obtained in the Commons, it certainly is 


not easily obtained here; for this Bill—I| ca 


may say to hon. gentlemen who, porter 
do not know the history of it—has been 
three times passed by the other branch of 
the Legislature and twice refused by the 
Senate. The duty of this House is to pre- 
vent hasty legislation, and I think that in 
this instance it has certainly performed the 
fanctions that devolve upon it. It is a 
strange thing that this resolution should 
be brought in at this late stage of the Bill. 
We heard nothing of it before the com- 
mittee. Nothing of this sort was suggested 
where it could have been discussed and 
properly inquired into. The committee 
reported without a division, and I think I 
am not out of order in saying 80; conse- 
uently this is a very late hour to bring 
orward a motion to load down this Bill 
with $15,000. The company that asked 
for this money was incorporated by Act 
of Parliament in 1882. Their charter was 
further amended in 1884, the work to 
commence in 1887 and be completed in 
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granted. I have now before mo evidence 
to that effect. The subsidy is lost, the 
charter is lost, and the hon. gentleman 
is simply preventing another company 
from constructing a road which is de- 
manded by the public in the counties 
through which it passes. I have now 
before me a resolution passed by the cor- 
poration of the city of Ottawa during the 
present year. The city of Ottawa rather 
sympathized with the old company, and 
last year passed a resolution in their favor. 
I have now in my hand a resolution passed 
by the corporation of Ottawa a few weeks 
ago, which is as follows :— 

‘ Moved by Alderman MacLean, and seconded by 
Alderman Henderson, that this council having heard 
the communication of Dr. Dickey, M. P., in refer- 
ence to the application for a charter on behalf of the 
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Railway Com- 
pany, and the opinion of the Honorable the Minister 


of Justice in re to the charter of the Ottawa 


Waddington and New York Railway Company, and 


recognizing the importance to this city of the early 
construction of a line of railway such as the one now 
contemplated, would respectfully urge upon the 
House of Commons and Senate of Canada the advi- 
sability of granting a charter to the present appli- 


nts. 

‘6 And that this council, in view of the fact that 
nothing has been done by the Ottawa, Waddington 
and New York Railway Company to preserve their 
charter during the past year, hereby rescinds the reso- 
lution passed by this council on the 25th day of 
March, 1889, with reference to the Ottawa, Morris- 
burgh and New York Railway Company.—Carried. 


JACOB ERRATT, 
Mayor. 


[Seal]. 


I have also another petition from the 
county of Carleton, through which this 
road is to pass, upon the same subject. I 
have also a petition from the township of 
West Winchester; also one from East Win- 
chester; also one from the township of 
Osnabruck, and one from the township of 
Gloucester, which I would read only it 
would weary the House to do so. Now would 
it not be hard to refuse a charter to this 
company in the face of all these petitions, 
or to load the charter down with some- 
thing that is of no use to itall? Ifthe 


1890. As yet there has been no work of! plans and specifications are of any value 


construction done. There was a subsidy 
granted in 1885, work under it to be 
commenced in 1887, and the road to 
be finished in four years—in 1891. Now, 
we have it on the best authority that 
the subsidy has lapsed, and that the 


the proper time to have brought up a 
claim for them was before the committee, 
where it could have been discussed, where 
ull parties could have been heard, and the 
validity of the claim inquired into, and 
not at this last stage of the Bill. I may 


road is stricken out of the list of|say that I have the opinion of the Minister 
railways to which subsidies have been|of Justice—which it is as well to read, 
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because there are hon. gentlemen here 
who have not heard it—that the old char- 
ter has lapsed. I have also from the 
Secretary of the Railway Department a 
statement that the subsidy has lapsed. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—Will the hon. 
gentleman tell us the grounds on which 
the charter was granted to the Ottawa and 
Waddington road last year, and the exten- 
sion given to them ? 


Hon. Mr. REA D—They said they would 
commence construction at once, and go on 
with the work. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN*~ Have they 
commenced ? Or have they done any- 
thing? 

Hon. Me. READ—I will read an affida- 
vit that they have not, if necessary, but I 
think it is hardly worth while occupying 
the time of the House with doing it. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think the fair ques- 
tion for us to consider is, whether it is just 
or equitable that, in granting a charter toa 
new company we should in any degree dis- 
regard rights thatmy hon.friend whomoved 
this amendment has properly considered 
vested rights? We are not going to saddle 
this new charter with anything heavy or 
burdensome; but we should do what is 
fair und equitable. We should remember 
that when Parliament granted a charter 
to the Ottawa, Waddington and New York 
Railway and BridgeCompany the promoter 
of the Bill before us was one of the principal 
pare in the promotion of the other Bill. 

he people who were associated with him 
got on very well. They agitated for the 
construction of the road. They got out 
plans, and did the preliminary work that 
all companies have to do in the initiation 
of such projects. In 1886 they unfortu- 
nately had dissensions amongst them- 
selves. Who is to blame for it Iam not 
now going to say; but they did quarrel 
amongst themselves, and it became, there- 
fore, perfectly apparent to everybody that 
it was utterly hopeless for either 
party to obtain money or float the 
scheme successfully while these dis- 
sensions lasted. They did last, however, 
one party, the majority of the stockholders, 
Opposing the proposition to grant a charter 
to the other party. It must be quite ob- 
vious to any gentleman who has experi- 
ence in these matters that the effect of all 
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was simply to destroy the possibilities of 


either company taking action. This House 
thought that the promoters of this Bill 
were the principal parties to blame. Iam 
not now going to join in that censure, but 
there is the fact, that for two years that 
was the position we took. Now, we re- 
move this opposition and say: Give these 
gentlemen an opportunity to try their 
skill; give them a new charter, ignorin 
entirely the rights of those who obtain 
the former charter. It is a recognized 
practice in Parliament, and a recognized 
principle, that if you are doing away with 
any vested rights in a project the suc- 
cessors who take up that project have to 
adopt them. That is a well recognized 
principle, and [ think one that is eminently 
fair. 

Hon. Mr. POWER—Are we taking 
away the charter from the original com- 
pany? 

Hon. Mr SCOTT—Practically we are. 
The moment we grant this charter the 
other is utterly hopeless. There is no in- 
tention to renew the other charter, because 
it would simply destroy the chances either 
company would have to build the road. 
I would rather now see the new company 
have an opportunity of building the road. 
It would be still better if the two companies 
would combine, but it appears to be utterly 
impossible to have a fusion of the two inter- 
ests. Weare therefore practically destroy- 
ing theold charter. Whether it has a life of 
a year and a-half or a year [ cannot say, but 
we are practically superseding the old char- 
ter by this new one. Hon. gentlemen will 
agree with me, if a new Bill were not 
before us, and the promoters of the old 
company should come before us for a 
renewal of their charter we would grant 
it. We have done such things every session. 
Companies come to us with the simple 
proposal that they require a renewal of 
their charter, because they have’ some 
prospect of owe their road, and it is 
always granted. e are not going to do 
that again in this case; we are giving it to 
an entirely new company, and therefore I 
say it is eminently a fair and reasonable 
proposition to say to these gentlemen who 
are getting the new charter: Your prede- 
cessors have incurred certain expenditures 
which must be reimbursed to them. The 
president of the road, Mr. Hickey, at an 
earlier date than my hon. friend’s quotation, 
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placed those expenditures at $12,000— 
not of bonuses or presents, but the actual 
cash expenditure, and any gentleman who 
is at all familiar with placing such 
a charter before the public and getting 
bonuses and assistance for it must be 
aware that ie considerable sums of 
money have to be spent in promoting it. 
This company was acting in concert with 
a company known as the Ottawa, Wad- 
dington and New York Railway and Bridge 
ped ek Authority had to be obtained 
at Washington for 

St. Lawrence ; frequent visits had to be 
made there ; the Secretary of War had to 
be consulted. Jt took two or three years be- 
fore all this could be done, and it will be 
seen that $12,000 or $15,000 is a small item 
to cover that ee The new com- 
pany are not asked to pay that ; they are 
simply asked that when they issue their 
bonds they shall hand over $15,000 of those 
bonds to meet the actual disbursements 
of the people who were connected with 
the first venture. I ask hon. gentlemen to 
consider x moment whether that is a fair 
or reasonable proposition. There is no 
embarrassment about it. It does not saddle 


the company with any new debts. The |Lewin 


new Board under the Bill are simply 
trustees or testators for the old, and it will 
not affect the credit of the company or 
embarrass it in any degree. 1 do not hesi- 
tate tosay that there are widows interested 
in thiscase. Ifhon. gentlemen only knew 
the circumstance of this case—— 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—Are there any 
children ? 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—No. Hon. gentlemen 
may smile, but if they knew the parti- 
culars—if they knew the circumstances of 
those widows of the two gentlemen who 
were connected with this road first, who 
for year in and year out worked hard 
for this enterprise to place it before 
the public, agitating for bonuses from the 
municipalities, and for right of way, and 
all these facts, surely they would consider 
them enough to nage à the appeal that I 
now make to the House to consider 
whether my hon. friend’s amendment is 
not a reasonable, fair and just proposition. 
The company are not asked to pay any 
money if the road does not goon; they do 
not contribute anything; but if they do 
gee ds bonds, that they shall contribute 


the bridge across the | Reeso 
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$15,000 of the bonds to these parties. For 
this the promoters of the new charters will 
have obtained from the old company more 
than an equivalent, 


The House divided on the amendment, 
which was lost on the following division :— 


Haythorne, Stevens, 
McC) Vidal, 

r, Wark.—7 
Scott, 


Almon, McK indeey, 
renee: McMillen, 
rgeon, cLaren, 
Bolduc, McDonald (Victoria), 
Boulton, Macfarlan 
C in, Maclnnes (Burlington), 
Merner, 
Cochrane, Mon ery, 
DeBlois, Murphy, 
Girard, Perley. , 
i erley, 
Glasier, Prowse 
Howlan, Read (Quinté) 
Kaulbach, Reid (Cariboo), 
Lo ‘heed, Benton, 
u ord, 
McCallum, Smith, 
McDonald (C.B.), Sullivan, 
McInnes (B.C.), Sutherland.—40. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED,. 


Bill (36) “An Act toconfirm an Agree- 
ment between the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake 
and Saskatchewan Railroad aud Steamboat 
Company, and the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company.” (Mr. Perley.) 


Bill (71) “An Act to incorporate the 
Brandon and South-Western Railway Com- 
pany.” (Mr. Boulton.) 


Bill (17) “ An Act to amend the Patent 
Act.” (Mr. Abbott.) 


The Senate adjourned at 6:10 p.m. 
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THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, March 6th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


- FIRST READING. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON introduced Bill (U) 
“An Act to amend the Act respecting 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister.” 

He said: The object of this Bill is, 
whereas a man is now allowed to marry 
his deceased wife’s sister, that he may be 
allowed to marry his deceased wife's sister's 
daughter. 


The Bill was read the first time. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY BILL, 
THIRD READING. 


The Order of the Day being called—, 
Third reading of Bill (C) “An Act respect- 
ing the Department of Mining and Natural 
History.” 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT said: I understand 
from my hon. friend that at the third 
reading of this Bill it was expected that 
some slight changes would be needed to 
meet the suggestions of persons interested 
in this Survey and in the business connected 
with it, with reference to two subjects, but 
mainly as to the name which is to be given 
to this new Department, and as to the po- 


sition of the scientific gentlemen who do| P& 


the original scientific work and investiga- 
tion connected with it. It was thought that 
these gentlemen did require some conside- 
ration, as their functions are quite different 
from those of an ordinary clerk in a De- 
partment. That subject has received. the 
careful consideration of the Government. 
The question of name also, though resting 
more upon sentiment than anything else, 
appeared to deserve attention. The Geolo- 
gical Survey of Canada is the first sysie- 
matic and permanent Geological Survey in 
the world, I believe, except that of England 
and the name has by its antiquity acquir 

a sort of historical interest which those con- 
nected with the Survey very naturally and 
very properly desire to preserve. I do not 
think anything conduces more to the effi- 
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ciency of the public service than to keep 
up the esprit de corps and the interest in 
its success of those concerned in it; and 
for that reason, that question appeared 
also to deserve careful consideration, and 
it has received it. I propose now, before 
reading the Bill a third time, to ask the 
House to amend the Bill in these two par- 
ticulars. I propose to preserve the original 
name and call it the Department of the 
Geological Survey. I propose to give to 
those employés of this Survey who are 
engaged in original scientific work of in- 
vestigation the rank or class of technical 
officers, which is provided for by the Civil 
Service Act. I do not propose to introduce 
anything new. The Civil Service Act pro- 
vides for such a class of civil servants, and 
it is proposed to give to those persons who 
are engaged in original scientific work in 
this Department the position in Class B, 
under the Civil Service Act, of technical 
officers, For that purpose, I move that the 
Bill be not now read a third time, but that 
it be referred back to a Committee of the 
Whole House, for further consideration. 


The motion was agreed to. 
(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: I move to 
strike out section 9. This clause was in- 
serted because it was in the original Act 
authorizing this Survey, but since that 
period the requirements of the laws with 
regard to railway companies have been 
made much more stringent; and now a 
copy or duplicate of every map and plan 
of every railway is deposited in the De- 
rtment of Railways; and it is very 
seldom that such maps or plans are re- 
quired, because they do not suit the require- 
ments of the Geological Survey as a rule. 
They merely indicate the route and the 
adjoining lots. They are of no value for 
the purposes of this Survey; the makin 
of them involves a great deal of labor, and 
they are very voluminous. This clause 
has never been acted upon; but at all 
events, if these maps are required there is 
one Department of the Government which 
will be in possession of a duplicate of them; 
and it is considered unnecessary to impose 
upon the railway companies the additional 
trouble and expense of procuring a third 
copy of their maps and plans. I therefore 
move to strike out the clause. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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Horn. Me. POWER—There is just one 
point in connection with the Department 
to which I desire to call the attention of 
the leader of the House, with a view, 
perhaps, if he thinks the suggestion one of 
value, to having it communicated to the 
Minister of the Interior. Hon. gentlemen 
are aware that the reports of this Depart- 
ment now appear in two different forms. 
At one time the reports appeared in only 
one form. That was a large volume 
published at the close of the year, or some 
time after the close of the year, and each 
large volume embodied the transactions of 
the whole year and of all the officers in 
the employ of the Survey whose reports 
were thought worthy of being made public. 
During the last two or three years a differ- 
ent system has been adopted, and there 
are several reports of individual officers 
now published. For instance, there are very 
valuable reports of the officer who has 
been at work in British Columbia for the 
last two or three years, which have been 
published by themselves; and the re- 
ports of other officers employed in differ- 
ent sections of the Dominion, the North 
West and, I think, the Maritime Provinces, 
have been published separately. These 
reports are necessarily smaller volumes 
than the one which embodies them 
all, as well as the report of the Director. 
They are comparatively cheap, and they 
are of very great interest to people in 
those regions to which they relate. Now, 
I have been informed that heretofore these 
individual reports, if one may 80 call them, 
which have bee printed, one would sup- 
pose, for the purpose of being distributed 
in the places where they would be most 
valuable, have nearly all been stored in 
the rooms of the logical Survey at 
Ottawa, and have not got to the peop’ for 
whom they were intended. I should sug- 
geet that a better way would be to cause 
these individual reports to be distributed 
in the places where they are calculated to 
do the most goud. They cost very little, 
and they are more likely to be read than 
the large book. The report with respect 
to British Columbia, for instance, would 
probably be read by thousands in that Pro- 
vince, and the sume would be the case with 
reports which relate to other Provinces. 
Instead of distributing the large volumes 
and not distributing the small ones, I think 
the better way would be to issue the smaller 
volumes and distribute them where they 
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are most needed. That would apply not 
only to the future; but a few of the several 
thousands lying in the vaults of the Geolo- 
gical Survey might be distributed in the 
near future in the Provinces to which 
they relate. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I shall have great 
pleasure in bringing the matter to which 
my hon. friend refers to the notice of the 
Minister of the Interior. I am sure that 
he will cause enquiries to be made, and if 
there are copies available for distribution 
{ think he will consider my hon. friend’s 
suggestion a very judicious one. 


Hon. Mr. READ, from the committee, 
reported the Bill with amendments, which 
were concurred in, 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed. 


STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mitte of the Whole on Bill (O) “ An Act 
to amend the Steamboat Inspection Act, 
Chap. 78, Revised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the Ist clause,— 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—There have been 
numerous complaints with reference to 
these certificates, on the ground that an 
inferior class of engineers from over the 
line have flocked into this country and 
have been certificated. In fact, numbers 
finding some difficulty perhaps in getting 
employment in their own country, get cer- 
tificates here,so supplanting our own peo 
ple, and diminishing the chances of “mp oy- 
ment which they perhaps have a right to 
possess, more especially as they are unable 
to retort in kind upon their southern 
competitors, as no Canadian engineer can 
be certificated in the United States without 
taking the oath of allegiance there. At 
present there is no restriction whatever 
upon foreign engineers coming into this 
country and being certificated or employed 
here, without any such. ceremony at all. 
The subject has been under the notice of 
the Government, and it has been very 
carefully considered, but it is not proposed 
to make a rule 80 stringent as that which 
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is applied to our people on the other side. 
We possess in our Masters and Mates 
Qualification Act a provision that a man 
shall not receive his certificate as a master 
or mate of a vessel unless he shall have been 
three years domiciled in Canada. In that 
Act, however, it is provided that employ- 
ment on a Canadian vessel shall be equi- 
valent to a domicile, so that he may either 
live in Canada for three years, or may be 
employed on a Canadian vessel for three 
years, or he may have part of one and 
part of the other qualification. I propose 
simply to adapt to this Act the same 
provision which has existed for some time, 
and is now on our Statute-book with 
reference to masters and mates. With 
that view, I shall propose to the com- 
mittee to amend this Act by inserting, 
as a second sub-section to section 1 of 
the Bill: “ But such applicant, if not a 
British subject, shall only be entitled to a 
certificate if, in addition to the qualifica- 
tion required by this Act, he shall have 
been domiciled in Canada for at least three 
years ; and service as an engineer of an 
class upon any Canadian steamboat shall 
be deemed to constitute a domicile in 
Canada while so serving.” This is exactly 
the provision I find in the Revised Statutes 
with reference to masters. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Would not service 
on any British vessel do as well as service 
on a vessel in Canada ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—We thought it 
better to confine it to steamers. 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH—I think this is 
an important alteration, and on the second 
reading I suggested some amendment of 
this kind when the House would go intoa 
Committee of the Whole on the Bill. We 
find in Nova Scotia this grievance has been 
very great. Our men there, who are loyal 
subjects of Canada, have gone over to the 
United States and have been refused em- 
ployment, and have been dismissed from 
service there in consequence of not being 
naturalized citizens of the Republic. It has 
had this bad effect, that in order to obtain 
employment it has induced some of our 
subjects to transfer their allegiance to the 
United States. On the other hand, Ameri- 
can engineers can come over to Canada, 
serve for the season on Canadian vessels 
and afterwards return to the United States. 
The amendment proposed is in the line of 
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what I suggested to the House. It is cer- 
tainly an improvement, and it will be an 
inducement for American engineers who 
come over from the United States to serve 
in Canada to become residents for three 
years, and subsequently become citizens of 
our country. It does not deprive any 
citizens of the United States from coming 
into this coun I know that the laws 
of the United States are very stringent 
against Canadians going over there and 
getting employment, but I do not think it 
would be wise for us to adopt the same 
rule. However, this is a wise provision, 
and I think it is in the right direction. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think there is no 
valid reason why service on a ship should 
not create domicile, as well as service on 
a steamboat and I am inclined to take the 
suggestion made by the hon. gentleman 
opposite that it be extended to ships. 


Hon. Mn. POWER—My suggestion was 
to include service on a British ship as 
creating domicile, 


Hon. Me. MILLER—I think it should be 
service on board one of our own vessels to 
create domicile. 


Hon. Me POWER—I see that subsec- 
tion 2 of section 41 of the existing Act 
says : “If the report of the inspectcr or 
inspectors certifying to the fitness of the 

plicant is made at the time when the 

rd of Steamboat Inspection is not sit- 
ting it may be signed by such inspector or 
inspectors, who may granta certificate to 
the applicant, to be in force only until the 
then next meeting of the Board.” I pre- 
sume there is some reason for making the 
change in the present Bill. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The reason is one 
of convenience rather than anything else. 
There seems to be no possible object, after 
a man has gone through the proper exam- 
ination, in compelling him to seek for two 
certificates when one would answer every 
purpose. The certificate of the Minister 
18 substituted for the certificate of the 
Board, and the former practice of requir- 
ing an engineer to come before the Board 
again for another certificate, which would 
be practically based upon the certificate 
already issued; is done away with. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—The explanation 
seems reasonable. 
The clause was agreed to. 
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Hon. Mr. REID (B. C.), from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill as amended. 


The amendements were concurred in, 
and the Bill was then read the third time, 
and ‘ 


COPYRIGHT ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (19) “ An Act 
to amend the Copyright Act.’ 

(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—This Act ie, as the 
House already knows, intended to bring 
or place the Exchequer Courts amongst 
those courts which may try questions 
arising under the Copyright Act. The 
Copyright Act provides that if there be a 
cena with respect to any copyright it 
shall be referred to a competent court, and 
that the decision of the court sball govern 
the Minister in his action upon the appli- 
cation for a copyright. As the clause 
stands, upon a careful consideration of it, 
I have not been able to satisfy myself that 
it might not be construed to give to the 
Exchequer Court exclusive jurisdiction, 
which is not the intention. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—‘May” is the word 
used. It is not imperative. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The word “may” 
might be construed in the imperative mood 
when applied to an official of a court, and 
I have thought it best to ask the House to 
to put it beyond the possibility of a doubt. 
I have submitted the po to the Minister 
of Justice, and he is of the same opinion as 
myself, that it would be better to clear up 
this doubt in the Bill. I would therefore 
propose to strike out the words in clause 
3: “ Any question arising under this sec- 
tion may be adjudicated upon by the Ex- 
chequer Court of Canada,” and substitute 
the following: ‘The Exchequer Court of 
Canada shall be a competent court within 
the meaning of this Act, and shall have 
jurisdiction to adjudicate on any question 
arising under this section.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington), 
from the committee, reported the Bill as 
amended. 

The amendment was concurred in, and 
the Bill was then read the third time, and 


passed 
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THE INSPECTION ACT AMENDMENT . 
BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (Q) “An Act 
to amend the General Inspection Act, Chap- 
ter 99, Revised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On section 1,— © 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said—Section 1 is 
intended to change the classification of 
pease. Now, I find under the General Ins- 
pection Act the Governor in Council has 
power to classify or change the classifica- 
tion of grains of all kinds, and that power 
is frequently exercised, and the Governor 
in Council can do precisely, by the exercise 
of that power, what it is proposed to do 
dE this clause 1. ‘On the attention of the 

inister being called to that fact, he agreed 
with me in thinking that it was inexpedient 
to multiply the clauses in the Statute-book 
to regulate minor matters of this description 
which are expressly placed within the 
pare of the powers of the Governor in 
ouncil, and that this clause is wholly 
unnecessary. I therefore move that it be 
struck out. 


The motion was agreed to. 


On the 2nd clause — | 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH said—It seems 
to me that to put this clause into opera- 
tion at once would not be advisable. 
Some time should be allowed to elapse, so 
that parties putting up pork would have 
sufficient knowledge of the law to pack as 
provided for by this section. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
quite right, and I holdin my hand an 
amendment which I propose to move 
before the committee rises, retarding the 
operation of this section until after the lst 
of September. It will not apply to any 

rk presented for inspection until after 

eptember. 


Hon. MR. CLEMOW—Why are there 
so many classifications? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle- 
man must not suppose the knowledge of a 
Minister to be universal. I cannot give the 
reasons for it. I can say this much, that 
it is on the suggestion of the trade, and 
after very full consultation with persons 


200 


. engaged in the trade and with the inspec- 
tors, that these changes have been made. 
They are entirely satisfactory—in fact, 
desired and asked for by the trade—but 
the precise reason Iam quite unable to 
give. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The same reason 
exists for striking out this rather compli- 
cated provision that existed for striking 
out the first clause of the Bill, because 
under the fifteenth section of the Act the 
Governor in Council may change or modify 
the classification. That is exactly what 
we are doing now; we are providing for a 
new classification of all pork, and why 
should we put that in the statute any 
more than the provision contained in the 
first clause ? I think the better way would 
be to strike out this second clause, too. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend’s 
suggestion is one that has a certain plau- 
sibility, and has been discussed, but this 
section does not confine itself to saying 
what shall be the classes, but makes the 
specific provision as to how the pork shall 
be cut up. It does not decide so much on 
the classification as on the mode in which 
the pork shall be packed, and it is thought 
desirable to put this in the Act, as it does 
not come literally under the clause my 
hon. friend has referred to, and it would 
be more extensively known and more 
easily referred to, and perhaps be past the 
possibility of any question of jurisdiction, 
which the other might not be. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—There is one thing 
that strikes me about this clause. I do not 
know very much about the pork business, 
but there does not appear to be any provi- 
sion for classifying such pork as is not cut 
up in the manner provided for in this 
clause. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—That only applies 
to mess pork. 


Hon. Mr. POWER— There does not 
appear to be any special reason why it 
should be cut up into pieces of that size, and 
it is not always so pace There ought 
to be some way of classifying pork that is 
not cut up in that way. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is well under- 
stood that pork which does not come 
under that classification cannot be in- 
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spected. It is then what is called amongst 
lumbermen “ cull ” pork. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The Act as it 
stands is taken from the English law, and 
the classification as it stands includes all 

rtions of the hog except the head and feet, 

can see no good reason for this provision 
requiring the pork to be cut into pieces of 
from 4 to 6 Ibs, except that it must be for 
parties camping in the woods, and can be 
conveniently dealt out to the different 
camps or to parties who wish to purchase 
in small quantities. It cannot be intended 
for house or ship use. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—That must be the 
reason. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—Mess pork, which 
is generally used on board ship, is left as 
itis in the Act, The extra prime mess is 
for house use. While extra cuts of mess 
are the best pieces of the hog, prime ;mess 
is the next best, and prime may possibly 
be called the offal of the hog; so I can see 
no reason for this provision except the one 
T have suggested, that it is to accommo- 
date those who work in the woods. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—We have already 
cut out one clause of the Bill, and if we 
cut out another we may be open to the 
charge of cutting up the Bill. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—tThe hon. leader 
of the House informs us that the trade is 
in favor of this Bill. I think that he must 
mean those who sell the pork, and not 
those who pack it. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved to amend 
the third clause by providing that the Act 
should only apply to pork submitted for 
inspection after the first day of September 
next. 


Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—That is too 
soon, because a great deal of pork will be 
on hand then. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—We want to have 
this come into force in time for the new 
crop. There are parts of the country where 
pork is cured in September. The old 
pork would be inspected before that time. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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On the last clause,— 

Hon. Mz. POWER—I see that this is 
re-enacting the old Inspection Act. Last 
year we amended the Inspection Act, 


and we are now striking out that amend. | 484 


ment and going back to the old Act. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—We are never too 
old to learn. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—It seems to 
me that the amendments are all in favor 
of the large packers. In Prince Edward 
Island there are men engaged in the trade 
who have produced pickled pork of the 
finest quality possible. I do not think 
they always use these small cuts. I am 
inclined to think the contrary, that they 
try to do with as few cuts as possible, 
believing that the cuts conduce sooner or 
later to the spoiling of the pork. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The best class of 
pork is mess pork, and it can be cut into 
any size that the packers please. These 
amendments do not apply to mess pork. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—With respect to the 
suggestion of the hon. leader, about never 
being too old to learn, there is another 
construction to be put on the conduct of 
the Government—that they passed the 
legislation last year without due consider- 
ation. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
must see that this is a very complicated 
department, The Government are stand- 
ing alone against the ingenuity of the 
traders throughout the country, and they 
are obliged to get their knowledge of the 
details of the system by experience. They 
can hardly be accused of ignorance of the 
subject because they find one way of a 
complishing a thing is better than another 
Way. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE, from the commit- 
tee, reported the Bill with amendments, 
which were concurred in. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill, as amended. 


Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—I accept the 
statement made by the leader of the Gov- 
ernment, that the, trade have asked for 
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where, as I have said, they have produced 
perhaps as fine and as well-cured pork as in 
any other part of Canada. The experience 
of packers in Prince Edward Island is 
inst cutting the pork into such small 
pieces. On the contrary, their cuts pursue 
the rib of the animal, and are packed in 
the casks the whole way round the carcass. 
It seems to be quite iccompatible with the 
demands of the trade. The leader of the 
Government has said very confidently that 
the trade demand this change, and that 
therefore it is in their interests. All I 
can say is, thatit is id to the practice 
of the Prince Edward Island packers. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—It is explained by 
entlemen who understand the matter 
etter than I do, that these changes are 

made in the interests of the greatest con- 
sumers of pork, the lumbering population 
of the country, and I suppose there is not 
a large yet à population in Prince 
Edward Island. I hope it will not prove 
inconvenient to any extent to the packers 
in Prince Edward Island. It is possible 
that it may be so, but I have stated what 
I am informed is actually the case, that 
the great consumers, purchasers, and 
dealers in pork desire these alterations, 
and it is for that reason that the Bill has 
been brought in. 


Hon. Me. PROWSE—It would almost 
appear from the wording of the Bill that 
it will be optional with the packer whether 
he shall have: his pork inspected or not. 
If it were compulsory it would be a hard- 
ship to the packers of pork on the Island. 
There is a good deal of pork packed in the 
Province, for which a ready market is 
found in Halifax, and there is no objection 
raised to it. The practice in Prince 
Edward Island is to cut the pork in pieces 
running from the back half round the 
carcass, and 6 inches deep. That is the 
way they pack mess and prime mess. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—There is no doubt 
that is the usual practice of packing in the 
east. American pork is ked as the 
hon. gentleman has described it. With 
reference to the Prince Edward Island 
pork, it is not consumed in the Province, 

ut is exported. I am not prepared to say 
whether this alteration in the law is de- 


these amendments, but so far as my small |sirable or objectionable, but I know the 
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experience goes, they are ‘saa 
n 3 


the practice in Prince 


que O 
wa 


ractice in the past has been to take the 
alf carcass, from the spine round to the 
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belly of the animal, and, as the hon. gen- 
tleman has said, 6 or 8 inches wide. 
That has been the system of packing mess 
and prime mess. There was, I think, an- 
other grade called ‘ clear ”’—that is, pork 
without the bone. I do not see that men- 
tioned at all 


Hon. Mr. POWER —I find, looking 
caréfully at the section of the Inspection 
Act which this Bill is intended to amend, 
that the Bill does not deal with mess or 
pum mess pork at all. What is now the 

rstsection of the Bill deals only with sub- 
section 1 of section 52, and if the hon. 
eet will look at the Inspection Act 

e will find that sub-section 2 of section 52 
deals with mess pork, and describes what 
it shall be. Sub-section 3 deals with extra 
prime pork, and describes what it shall be ; 
sub-section 4 with prime mess pork and 
sub-section 5 with prime pork. The law is 
not altered asto these at all. What is now 
clause 2 of this Bill adds two new sub-sec- 
tions between sub-sections 6 and 7 of this 
section of the Act. It does not apply to 
Prince Edward Island pork at all, as far 
as I can gather. 


Hon. Mn. ABBOTT—This present Bill 
does not make any difference in the size of 
the peices into which the pork is to be cut. 
It appesrs from a cursory glance at it that 
under the law as it stands in the Statute- 
book it is to be cut certain sizes. There 
is a difference in the number of grades, 
apparently, as these are only five by the 

eneral Inspection Act and they are made 
seven by this Bill, so there is not so great 
a change as my hon. friend supposes. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time and passed. 


THE CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF 
THE SENATE. 


THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Consideration of the Third Report of the 
Select Committee gl) aes to examine 
and report upoa the Contingent Accounts 
of the Sonate: 


Hon.Mr.READ said—This report recom- 
mends that a person named Davis be sup- 
erannuated for physical incapacity, and also 
that certain appointments be made. 


The Contingent Accounts [SENATE] of the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I rise with 
some hesitancy to speak on this matter. I 
see that the committee hus not changed 
in effect the report made to the House on 
the 14th of February, and which did not 
meet with approval, or rather was sent 
back to the committee for further consid- 
eration. I see no alteration in the report 
except, as has been remarked to me, that it 
gives the ground why Davis should be su- 
perannuated, which was not mentioned on 
the former occasion. I do not approve of 
this report, because I see that Davis is em- 
ployed in the House yet, and there is no 
appearance of physical incapacity about 
him. He appears to be as capable now as 
he ever was. I never heard of a man being 
superannuated who was doing his work sat- 
isfactorily and when he did not want to be 
superannuated. Unless some reason better 
than any that has yet been furnished is 
given for taking this course, I must dis- 
approve of the report. I believe there is 
something behind this recommendation. 
It is said that Davis has been injured in 
some way that would incapacitate him 
from heavy lifting or anything of that 
kind, but I think he is capable of perform- 
ing the duties imposed upon him in this . 
House. It is a dangerous precedent to 
establish to superannuate a young man. 
Why should we pay two men for doing 
the work of one? Why should we put a 
charge of $250 a year on the contingencies 
of the Senate without cause? Iam told 
that this young man’s habits have not 
been good. Has he been admonished with 
regard to any weakness of that kind, and 
put on probation, and given to understand 
that unless.he pursues a better course he 
will be summarily dismissed? Itseems that 
nothing of the kind has been done—that 
he has not been cautioned by the com- 
mittee, but is to be superannuated, while 
to all appearances he is as capable of 
performing his duties here as he ever 
was. It seems to me that to take the 
course recommended by the committee is 
to offer a premium to men in our employ 
to neglect their duties and to fall into evil 
habits in order to be superannuated. It is 
not fair to the other servants of this 
House that we should, because this young 
man has been guilty of some indiscretion, 
superannuate him and put an unnecessary 
charge on the Senate. I understand that 
the young man has taken the prodige and 
promised to do his work faithfully and 
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well. He knows what the consequences 
of any violation of that pledge would be, 
and therefore I think that he ought to be 
placed on probation, and not superannuated 
while heis yet young and able todischarge 
his duties. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—TI feel very little 
personal interest in the question under con- 
sideration, and but for one thing I would 
be very indifferent whether the report is 
adopted or rejected. However, I would 
ask the House to consider that the Con- 
tingent Committee is a very large body; 
that this subject has gone twice before 
it; that a similar report came in with 
reference to these items some weeks 
ago, and that that report was sent 
back again to the Contingent com- 
mittee; and the Committee, after full 
consideration, has re-reported to the 
same effect as on the first occasion. 
I think the House ought to take it for 
granted that a committee so large as that, 
after considering a question twice, and re- 
porting again to the House—— 


Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—Where it was 
fully discussed. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—Yes; where it was 
fally discussed, have not been hasty or un- 
wise in the conclusion at which they have 
arrived. The question with regard to 
Davis is one possessing some rather deli- 
cate features, and the facts and details of 
it cannot be as well discussed in this House 
as they could bein committee. For my 
own part, Iam not willing to repeat the 
arguements and statements made before 
the committee, and which were un- 
doubtedley true, in reference to this young 
man ; therefore, I do not think the House 
is in as good a position to form a conclu- 
sion on this question as the committee who 
had it under consideration. I wish the 
House to recollect that the Contingent 
Committee is a large committee, and they 
should also know this fact, that on the 
only division in that committee, on this 
report in connection with Davis, there 
were but five of a minority, and that after 
fall discussion of the question. The hon. 
past says we had no evidence. We 

d the best evidence before us of the phy- 
sical incapacity of this messenger. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I did not say 
the committee had no evidence. L said 
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we have evidence of his apparent capacity 
to attend to his duties. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—The evidence be- 
fore the hon. gentleman has proved very 
deceptive on occasion after occasion. That 
is all the length I desire to go on that 
view of the case; but we have had the 
evidence of a medical man of high stand- 
ing, @ member of this House and of the 
committee, Dr. paques that the messenger 
Davis is physically unable to discharge 
his duties, T entire to say that all who 
know Dr. Paquet will feel satisfied thathe 
would not make such a statement before 
the committee, as a professional man, 
unless he had good reasons for doing 80. 
There is another question in connection 
with this subject that I wish to allude to. 
The Chief Messenger, who is not harsh, 
and who is known as a kind-hearted man, 
has recommended, for what I consider good 
cause, the superannuation of this messenger. 
If againstthat recommendation, andagainst 
the recommendation of the large commit- 
tee of this House, Davis is kept on now, 
it will be a triumph for him over the Chief 
Messenger and over the committee. Ido 
not wish the House or the Chief Messenger 
to be placed in a humiliating position in 
connection with so trivial a matter. We 
have regulated our staff on the assumption 
that this young man should be superannu- 
ated,and it would disturb thewhole arrange- 
ment which we have made, and which has 
been going on during the Session, if we 
now refuse to adopt this report. Under 
all the circumstances, I think the House 
should hesitate before rejecting a report of 
a committee such as the Contingent Com- 
mittee on a question of this kind, and for 
various reasons: first, because it would be 
for no good cause ; secondly, because the 
conduct of the young man has not been 
such as it should be, oe we are willing 
to superannuate him when it is shown 
from the testimony of a medical man that 
he was unable from physical incapacity to 
do his work. We were willing totake the 
kindest view of the matter on that evi- 
dence rather than dismiss him for a cause 
which long ago perhaps rendered him 
liable to dismissal. As for taking him on 
again on probation, I don’t want to refer 
to that matter. It has been done before. 
I think the wisest course is to adopt the 
report of the committee. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of (Bill 7) “ An Act farther to 
amend the Dominion Elections Act, Cap. 
8, of the Revised Statutes of Canada.” He 
said: I hope my hon. friend trom Halifax 
will deal tenderly with me now, because I 
am about to propose a similar thing to that 
which he complained of a few minutes ago. 
I am about to ask the House to pass a Bill 
which is intended to remedy a difficulty 
which has arisen under the last Dominion 
Elections Act, and which was caused by 
the fact that by that Act something was 
undone, and we have got to do it again, 
because we find it necessary and expedient, 
and in the public interest to do it, and 
we are not afraid or ashamed to come 
before the House and say we think it 
better to go back to what we had be- 
fore, after giving both systems a fair 
trial. It is with reference to the nomina- 
tions in the district of Gaspé. By the 
original Act the nominations for the dis- 
trict of Gaspé, as well as for the district 
of Algoma, were not necessarily fixed for 
the same day as the nominations in other 
parts of the Provinces. It was thought 
that in Gaspé this exception might be 
done away with—that there might be time 
enough in Gaspé, notwithstanding the 
extent of the county, to have the nomina- 
tion on the same day as the nominations 
in the rest of the Dominion; but unfor- 
tunately it has been found that it is not 
praticable. The county is too large to be 
able to give the requisite notice for the 
polling, and therefore this Bill is intro- 
duced to bring us back to the position we 
occupied before the last Act, to have the 
porpenous in Gaspé fixed for a special 

ate. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B. C.)—Does not 
the same reason apply to the districts of 
Cariboo and Yale, in British Columbia. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I could not tell my 
hon. friend. 


Hon, Mr. MoINNES (B.C.)—Those dis- 
tricts are certainly as large as Gaspé, and 
it is as difficult to have notices distributed 
there in time, 


Hon. Me. POWER—I think they wero 
excepted also. 


Railway [SENATE] Subsidies Bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
must know that the Magdalen Islands are 
included in the Gaspé district. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—It is peculiarly a 
Bill for the House of Commons to deal 
with. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


RAILWAY SUBSIDIES BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (43) “ An Act 
to amend the Act 52 Vic., Cap. 4, intituled: 
‘An Act to authorize the granting of Subsi- 
dies in Land to certain Railway Com- 
panies.’ ” 


(In the Committee). 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I promised an ex- 
planation with regard to this Bill when it 
was read the second time, which explana- 
tion Iam now ina position to give. It 
appears that these two companies are au- 
thorised to construct a railway from the 
Canadian Pacific Railway to a point south 
of it, each having a portion of the railway 
to construct. The North-Western Coal 
and Navigation Company (Limited) has 
already coustructed the tirst portion, and 
the Alberta Railway and Coal Company is 
authorised to construct the second portion. 
They are both under the control of the 
same parties, practically, and have in fact 
power to amalgamate afterwards; but in 
the meantime, the North-Western Coal 
and Navigation Company, to which this 
land was given, has no power to con- 
struct the piece of railway in aid of 
which the the grant was made, while the 
Albert Railway and Coal Company was 
incorporated for the purpose of making 
that section, and it was to that company 
the subsidy was promised. Now, the 
error, if it was an error, which occurred 
in the office of the Department of the In- 
terior, or in the office of the draughtsman 
who drew the Bill—it is not known exactly 
how it occurred—was not rectified, be- 
cause Sir Alexander Galt, who is the main 
promoter of the scheme, and through 
whose energy the first portion of the 
railway has already been constructed, left 
Canada immediately upon the passing of 
the Bill, and before the subsidy which had 
been promised to this railway had been 
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t of record in the Act. He, therefore, 
ew nothing about the mistake. Ifhe 
had been here, undoubtedly it would 
have been corrected. No one else 
outside of the draughtsman or the 
ple connected with the Government 
Der ment knew that the error had occur- 
red, or knew anything about it, and he did 
not discover it until after the Session was 
over. Upon his ascertaining that the error 
had been committed he represented the 
case to the Government, and au Order in 
Council was passed last October correcting 
the mistake, and it is to enable that Order 
in Council to be put in force that the pre- 
sent Bill is introduced to substitute the 
name of the company which is to build 
the road and has the power to build the 
road for the name of the company which 
is not to build the road and has no power 
to doit. 


Hon. Mr. MURPHY, from the commit- 
tee, reported the Bill without amendment. 


The Bill was read the third time, and 
passed 
ERIE AND HURON RAILWAY CO.’S 
BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.), in the 
absence of Mr. VIDAL, moved the second 
reading of Bill (57) “An Act respecting 
the Erie and Huron Railway Company.” 
He said: This Bill is an ordinary railway 
Bill, asking for power to extend the railwa 
from Dresden, in the county of Bothwell, 
to Oil Springs, Petrolia and Sarnia. I do 
not think the Bill contains any unusual 
clauses—at least, if it does I am not aware 
of it, and my hon. friend gave me to under- 
stand before he left for home that he thought 
there would be no objection to it. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


THE RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


WITHDRAWN. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Second reading Bill (L) “ An Act to amend 
the Railway Act as respects running 
powers,” 

Hon. Me. BOULTON said, With the per- 
mission of the “House, I shall withdraw 
this Bill. 
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The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was withdrawn. 


TRADE MARKS AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resolved iteelf into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on Bill (18) “ An Act to 
amend the Act respecting Trade Marks and 
Industrial Designs.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Is is intended here 
to give the Echequer Court exclusive juris- 
diction in these matters ? 

Hon.Mr. ABBOTT— Yes ; the Exchequer 
Court, which is a much better tribunal to 
decide important questions of law, is substi- 
tuted for the Minister. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—It is not exclusive 
jurisdiction under the 3rd section. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Only on one 
subject. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment. 


The Bill was then read the third time 
and passed. 


THIRD READING. 


Bill (H) “An Act for the relief of 
Christiana Filman Glover.” (Mr. Clemow.) 


DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL INFOR- 
MATION BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (T) “ An Act to prevent . 
the disclosure of Official Documents and 
Information.” He said : This is a Bill, intro- 
duced for the purpose of preventing and 

unishing misconduct in the disclosure, 

y persons in positions of trust, of impor- 
tant information respecting public matters, 
which comes to them by virtue of the trust 
reposed in them. It is a subject which has 
attracted a good deal of attention in Eng- 
land and Europe the last three or four 

ears in connection with some extraordin- 
ary disclosures which were made there 
of public documents of the very highest 
national importance. I am _ informed 
that this Bill is ver nearly an 
exact copy of the English Act passed 
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on the subject, and I hope the House 
will agree with me in thinking 
that it covers every possible case, 
and is not of undue severity in ite provis- 
ions, It has no other object than what I 
have stated. It appears to be somewhat 
long, but it is necessary to specify every 
particular offence that can be committed 
within the purview of the Act. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—The Bill is all right 
in ap al eae on as the details are numerous, 
and are such as require rather careful 
looking into, I hope the leader of the 
House will not ask for committee before 
Tuesday. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


SUMMERSIDE BANK BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mk. HOWLAN moved.the second 
reading of Bill (72) “An Act respecting 
the Summerside Bank.” He said: This 
Bill is for the purpose of enabling the 
Summerside Bank, whose charter expires 
on the 1st of May coming, to extend its 
operations until the Ist of July, 1891, so 

at by that time it may come under the 
new banking law. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate adjourned at 5.10 p.m. 


| THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, March ‘Ith, 1890. 


Toe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine preceedings, 


WELLAND CANAL INVESTIGAION. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM rose to— 


Enquire of the Government if A. F. Wood, Esq., 

mmissioner on the Welland Canal Investigation, 
has made a further report, and, if so, will the Govern- 
ment lay the same on the Table of this House ? 

He said: I gave notice of this enquiry 
on the 4th of this month. Hon. gentlemen 
will recollect that on the 3rd instant there 
was a report laid on the Table of this 


Welland Canal [SENATE] Investigation. 


House, made by A. F. Wood, Esq., Com- 
missioner on the Welland Canal Investi- 
gation. I am led to believe there was a 
further report, and that is why I make 
this enquiry of the Government. If there 
is a second report, I want to ask that it 
be laid on the Table of this House. To 
my great surprise I found, on the evening 
of the 4th, in one of the newspapers dart 
lished in Toronto, DAS PRRDOItES to be a 
report made by Mr. . Jholditin 
my hand, and, to my mind, it is eurprising 
that the press of the country should get 
such a document before it is laid on the 
Table of this House. Of course, there 
was one report laid before Parliament, 
but not this one, and, with the permission 
of the House, IL shall read it : 

“OTTAWA, March 8.—The reper of Commissioner 
A. F. Wood, who was appoin to investigate into 
the management of the Welland Canal last summer, 
was presented to the Senate to-day.” 

This report was not “presented to the 
Senate to-day :” 


“The evidence is Nery Tomas, and the report 
bears indications that Mr. Wood has made a search- 
ing and painstaking enquiry. He makes the follow- 
ing suggestions as to changes in the present man- 
agement of the canal, which he considers essential, 
not only in the interests of the public service, but in 
the interests of economy : 

‘* «The investigation disclosed an unnecessary mul- 
tiplication of offices. In my opinion, there are too 
many ‘overseers ;’ more foremen than necessary ; 
no use for the harbor masters, and the office of sture- 
keeper, as now utilised, unnecessary. 

‘** A report, ordered by me, from the canal office, 
and forming part of the evidence, gives four overseers 
to the ‘new’ canal, and two to the ‘old ’—six in 

It gives sixteen foremen. 

‘***One superintendent is enough for a canal twenty- 
seven miles ong, if he confines himself to the duties 
of that office.’’ 


I don’t think my friend, the commissioner, 
knows the length of the Welland Canal, or 
he would not have put it at that. When 
he makes such a report to the Govern- 
ment he is endeavoring to teach ducks 
how toswim. I can tell the length of the 
Welland Canal as well as I can tell the 
number of fingers on my hand. Instead 
of the Welland Canal being twenty-seven 
miles long, it is, more than fifty miles 


| long, taking all its branches, 


‘** As the 8 is being operated on the Wel- 
land Canal . Ellis occupies very much the 
position of the head of a de py tate six super- 
intendents under him ; each over a division, of which 
pt are four on the ‘new canal,’ and two on the 
€ ra) , 


‘““*These superintendents, called ‘overseers,’ look 
after the ‘ divisions,’ and communicate with the ‘ head ’ 
superintendent, at his office, in the canal office build- 
ings, and are often brought there on very trivial busi- 
ness, His office hours are from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. 
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“«If the gi thane veau devotes himself to the 
actual work of his office, coming in contact with the 
men and work two or three times per week vor doing 
whi now receives an allowance of r 
annum for horse are the ‘overseers’ could confine 
themselves to their legitimate duties on the canal, 
and two would be sufficient on the ‘new,’ and one 
on the ‘old’ canal 

*** And as evidence that I am correct in 80 stating, I 
would call attention to the fact that J. G. Demare, 
‘overseer’ of Not ete which ae one of er 
moet coon ler ae n put in gen charge o 
the whole of the ‘new’ canal, at ‘addition, and 
attends to both satisfactorily. In his ‘second’ 
office he is doing what the superintendent should do 
personally.’” 


This is news to me, though I live along 
the canal, and, I believe, it is nows to 
every man, woman and child in the 
country. This man, Demare, has forced 
himself, because he is a pet of Mr. Ellis’, 
to think that he has charge over the canal ; 
but, when the commissioner reports this 
to the House, he states what is not cor- 
rect. He is the man of whom I spoke the 
other day as being so skilful and ener- 

tic in his own interests. Mr. Page said, 
in the witness stand, that Mr. Demare was 
skilful and energetic. I think I explained 
to the House the other day how skilled 
and energetic he was, and I am not going 
to trouble hon. gentlemen by ie esta 3 it 
to-day. When this document is laid before 
the House I shall some day consider the 
whole report—commissioner, officials and 
all, I shall do so, if it takes two days, or 
a week. I am willing to devote my time 
to it, in the interests of the country, 
until those barnacles are all scraped from 
the bottom of the ship. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—You will not 
succeed. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I will; be- 
cause, I do not take up a cause until I am 
satisfied that it is a good one. Over two 
years ago I brought this matter to the 
notice of the House and of the Government. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—You will not 
succeed. 


Hon. Mr. McocCALLUM—TI believe I 
shall succeed. I am satisfied that the 
Government is anxious to do only what is 
right in this business, and that they will 
make those people “walk the plank :” 

“**"Phere are too many foremen. The report re- 
ferred to gives sixteen. Some of these nuw in the 

canal are not competent for the duties 


employ of 
of such a position. The evidence disclosed a want of 
definite duties to these men. One-half the number, 
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composed of active, energetic men, suited to act in that 
capacity with well-defined duties, would be more 
effective for the purposes for which they are employ- 
ed, in my opinion, than the present staff. It was 
difficult in the evidence given to fix blame for irregu- 
larities, for the reason that the work of the foremen 
clashed with each other, and responsibility was easily 
shifted on to other shoulders.’ ” 


I fix the responsibility where it ought to 
be, on behalf of the people of this country. 
I put it on the right shoulders, and if the 
Governmentwill publish the evidence taken 
at that enquiry every man in the Dom- 
inion will see that I put the responsibility 
on the right shoulders. I said the other 
day, from my place in this Chamber, that 
I hoped no other publie work in this 
country is conducted in the way the Wel- 
land Canal has been, and I gave the names 
of the parties who comprise a ring formed, 
not for the good of the country, but for 
their own individual benefit: 
Den which on be Rule ton Ge tis eee ak 
each end of the canal and not interfere with their 
resent duties, providing they are not required to 
eave their work and wait on the superintendent at. 


the canal office, where they are now frequently kept 
for hours, often, I think, needlessly.’ ” 


The commissioner gives his opinion of 
harbor-masters. I differ from him there. 
Harbor-masters should be sailors, and 
should know how to handle vessels. A 
man may do very well as a foreman on the 
canal, and know nothing of how to handle 
a vessel in the harbor. There is another 
way that can be done away with, and that 
is by not imposing the duties of harbor- 
master on the overseer of the canal : 

‘The storekeeper’s office, as now carried out, is no 
use to the service, either for the work performed or as 
a check. He has only a portion of the supplies under 


his charge. He should either have full c if such 
an office is decided necessary, or the office abolished.’ 


He is the gentleman that I said the other 
day was of as much use on the canal as a 
fifth wheel is to a coach. You can see that 
the commissioner is coming down in his 
report. Ifthe Government will get him 
to make one or two more reports he will 
come down to the evidence, and I have not 
the slightest doubt if they pay him he will 
make one or two more. He is coming 
down now. You will see that the last one 
is coming more to what I stated in the 
House, and if they pay him for one or two 
more he will agree with me exactly. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—How much 
will it require ? 


# 
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Hon. Me. MoCALLUM—I do not know; 
I guess he charges pretty high. 


““An active qualified clerk, directly responsible to 
the pupecmtendent and whose duty it should be to 
look after him) would be far more efficient.” 


Not one in whose books the red figures 
are in mourning to cover up railway fares 
for which the people of this country pay 
$205, while the actual cost was only $32: 


‘‘ A better system of checks for ‘time and ‘sup- 
plies’ is necessary, and should extend to ‘livery ser- 
vice,’ railroad fares—in fact, to every branch of the 
canal service, and there should be some person res- 
ponsible to see that it is properly performed. 

‘* As the present system is carried out, the superin- 
tendent has undertaken at various times expensive 
works, such as the post office, Custom house and dock 
at Port Colborne, and large bridges, such as ‘ Dish- 
ers’ and ‘Shiners’ without authority from the De- 
partment, and without consulting the Chief Engin- 
eer. Iam satisfied from enquiry that it was never 
intended to put the superintendent of the Welland 
canal in the position of an administrative officer. 
Clearly his duties are executive, and should be con- 
fined to them. 

‘The present system seems to have grown up from 
the necessity of an increased force during the construc- 
tion of the new canal—repairs and construction run- 
ning close together, and not since reduced.” 


I do not see why it should. It did not 
grow from that atall, because the construc- 
tion of the canal was carried on under 
contract, independent of the management 
of the canal altogether. The commissioner 
is wrong there, as he is in a good man 
instances. He is mistaken more than half 
of the time: 


‘In brief, I think the superintendent should re- 
sume the duties appertaining to that office, comin 
personally in contact two or t times per week wit 
the men and work, at least (for which he has an allow- 
ance now of $300), and confine himself strictly to the 
duties of that office. 

‘* Reduce the number of overseers to three on the 
new canal and one on the old canal. If necessary, make 
a deputy of one of the three on the new canal to assist 
(not to take the place of) the superintendent. Have 
the overseer at each end of the canal disch the 
duties of harbor-masters, whose office should be 
abolished.” 


Mark the contrast! He said before that 
one superintendent is enough for the canal, 
but here he recommends adeputy. There 
are plenty of lock-tenders on the canal 
that know more than Mr. Ellis does, 
though he is managing the canal, and this 
man took advantage of it. He was “skil- 
ful and energetic” for his own interest, 
and, of course, assumed more than he 
should in the management of the work. 
The commissioner comes to this conclu- 
sion, how I do not know, except that he 
,had a pleasure trip through the Welland 


Canal, and had this man Demare to be his 
guide and attendant. The report con- 
tinues : 


‘ Reduce the staff of foremen ; have only active 
and efficient men in such positions. Abolish the 
storekeeper’s office ; introduce a better system of 
checks and extend it tothe whole service. In fact, 
have a live system of internal m ent, em- 
bracing the spirit of the changes I have indicated, 
and I am prepared to say there will be, not only a 
direct saving of from $8,000 to $10,000 annually, and 
an indirect savi ually as large, but the service 
will be more effective in the public interest.” 


Now, what did I say the other day? I 
said that with proper management on the 
Welland Canal the country could save 
$12,000 a year in expenditure, and could 
save as much more that is now lost through 
mismanagement, making in all $24,000. 
The commissioner and I almost agree on 
that. He says that the saving would be 
from $16,000 to $20,000; I say it would be 
from $20,000 to $24,000; and I claim that 
I know as much as the commissioner does 
about the Welland Canal: 


‘ An unnecessary multiplicity of offices always has a 
tendency to weaken any service, and on the Welland 
Canal such is the result beyond a doubt. 

‘ A superintendent, to be effective, must feel the 
pulse of the work over which he is an overseer, by 
continually seis contact with the men and 
work. On the Welland Canal there will be plenty to 
occupy his time and attention if he discharges his 
duties faithfully, without meddling with what be- 
longs to another branch of the service. 

‘ While the present general management meets, as I 
have before stated, the demands of ship and com- 
mercial men so far as the transit of and vessels 
are concerned, at the same time there can be no 
doubt in my opinion but that it is accomplished at 
pra much expense and unnecessary waste of time and 


r. 

‘The Chief Engineer and Deputy Minister of Canals 
are men of 1 experience, and I respectfully submit 
these suggestions for re-o ization for your con- 


sideration, with a proper deference to their ras 
but fully impressed with the importance of 
in the present management.” 


It is true that Mr. Wood has not signed 
this report, but how does it come to get to 
the press before being submitted to this 
House? Who gave it to the Empire? 
Was it Mr. Wood or the Department? I 
do not want to quarrel with the news 
papers, but they appear to have a know- 
edge about these things sooner than 
Parliament. On the occasion of the first 
report, in fact the day that the commis 
sioner gave it in, the Hmpire contained 
the following :— 


_ “Mr. A. F. Wood, M.P.P., was here to-day, hand- 
ing in his report on the recent Welland Canal in- 
vestigation. It is understood that the result of the 
enquiry exonerates Mr. Ellis from the charges pre- 
ferred against him.” 
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Where did the cola ti get that informa- 
tion ? It happens that the correspondent 
was mistaken that time, and he may be 
mistaken now, in representing this as a 
second report from Mr. Wood. If the Gov- 
ernment would take my suggestion, I 
would advise them to get Mr. Wood to 
make one or two more reports, and he 
will get somewhere near the truth. In his 
former report he said the charges were 
frivolous. Let him look at what I have 
stated to this House—and I stand by every 
word I said then—and show where I was 
incorrect. I know that I spoke a long 
time and tired the patience of my brother 
senators, but they will admit that I was 
warranted in all that I said when they con- 
sider the amount of public money that is 
wasted on the Welland Canal, and when I 
say that I know, from facts that have 
come to my knowledge since, that I did 
not get at 5 per cent. of the truth. I can 
tell the leader of the Government in this 
House that the sooner the Department 
acts in the direction I have indicated the 
better it will be for the country. I can 
tell him further, that since this investiga- 
tion has taken place the officials have 
been wasting the public money and des 
troying public property. Ihave evidence 
to show it. I hope that even without 
moving for this report the Government 
will lay it on the Table, and will have the 
evidence published, so that the people can 
see what has been taking place on the 
Welland Canal. They may say that it will in- 
volve expense, that it will cost money; but I 
can tell them to-day that the Welland Canal 
investigation hassaved more money already 
than it has cost, and if for no other reason 
than to be a warning to evil-doers here- 
after, the evidence and the ju should 
be published and distributed through the 
country. The Government have nothing 
to hide in this matter. I am perfectly 
satisfied that they want to show the world 
what is going on, and ata will give evi- 
dence of their good faith by so doing. 
They never can satisfy the people along 
the Welland Canal that they do not want 
to smother up things when they lay one 
report on the Table to-day and give an- 
other report to the press to-morrow. Let 
them lay the whole matter before the peo- 
ple, so that they can judge between my 
statements in the Senate and the commis- 
sioner’s report, and I am ready to stand 
by public opinion on this matter. 
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Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I hope my hon. 
friend will dismiss from his own mind, 
and will also assist me in removing the 
impression from the minds of hon. mem- 
bers, that the Government is acting, or 
feels in any way different from what he 
says it ought to act and feel. The Govern- 
ment has nothing to conceal in this matter ; 
it has no feeling on the subject at all. It 
desires solely to do justice, and if this 
official has been guilty of wrong-doing, of 
course they will punish him for it. I said 
so when my hon. friend brought this 
matter np a ees ago; I say so still, but 
my hon. friend has been, I venture to say, 
without offence to him, a little premature 
in this discussion. When my hon. friend 
made the remarks with which he favored 
the House some time ago, the report was 
not then before the Senate. It was almost 
impossible for members to know of what 
he was speaking, and they certainly could 
not apply what he was saying to the sub- 
stance of the report, because the report 
had not been laid before the House, and 
none of the members had seen it. My 
hon. friend now complains, as a serious 
wrong—and in that respect, to some ex- 
tent, what he says is plausible—that this 
report first appeared in the public press 
before it was submitted to this House— 
this so-called second report. Now, the 
facts concerning that so-called second re- 

ort are these : when the first report was 
aid before this House there was no know- 
ledge on the part of the Government that 
there was any second report. In fact, 
when the commissioner made his report, 
which was laid before this House, he be- 
came functus officio. He had no right to 
make any other report; he was not called 
apo to do so, if this be a report at all, 
which is somewhat questionable from my 
hon. friend’s statement, since it seems 
to be an unsigned memorandum made 
after the report was submitted to the Gov- 
ernment—if it be a report at all, I would 
say with regard to it that the Government 
have only lately received it, and they are 
now considering what they will do with it. 
It is now under theirconsideration, whether 
they will take any notice of it at all, and 
if they consider that it is proper that it 
should be dealt with as an official report, 
it will at once be laid on the Table of this 
House. My hon. friend seems to think 
that the Hmpire had some special means of 
getting a knowledge on this subject. 
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Hon. MR. McCALLUM—I gave my 
Trexsons. 


Hon. Mra. ABBOTT—When the first re- 
port came out it was published in all the 
newspapers, except the Empire. 


Hon. Ma. MoCALLUM--That was after 
it was laid on the Table here. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—lIn this case the 
Empire was the only paper that published 
it. Now the Hmpire did not receive that 
report from the Government or any of 
their officials, so far as the Government 
know. The Empire acquired it in some 
way, but in chat way I do not know. 
We have no idea in what way it came into 
their possession at all. Some enquiry has 
been made, but it has not been ascertained 
how it came into possession of this paper, 
and therefore no slight was intonded to 
the House and no slight has occurred. The 
simple answer to my hon. friend’s question 
is this: that this official has made what 
he calls a supplementary or second report, 
which report was made after his functions 
had ceased—after he had performed all 
that his commission required him to do, 
by sending in his report, and the evidence 
taken. The Government are yet consider- 
ing what to do with this report. If they 
determine to treat it as an official report 
it will be laid before the House. In a few 
days the decision will be arrived at on the 
subject. When these reports are before the 
House, or when it is determined to disre- 
Sept the second report, or whatever may 

e the official decision, and the papers are 
before tbe House for discussion of the sub- 
ject, of course it will be my duty, if the 
matter is brought up, to discuss it with 
my hon. friend, and if this gentleman whom 
he accuses of smupropaesy of a very gross 
character has really been guilty and 
deserves punishment, he will most cer- 
tainly receive it without fear or favor. 


Hon. Me. McCALLU M—My hon. friend 
says that I was premature in this matter. 
He did not know the provocation—— 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT— What I meant to 
say was, that a discussion on the merits of 
this question was pore a little prema- 
ture—I qualified what I was saying as 
much as | could—because the House was 
not in possession of these reports or 
papers. 
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Hon. Mn. McCALLUM—tThe report has 
been laid before the House, and members 
have had the same chance of getting it 
that I had. Does my hon. friend say that 
there is a second report ? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I say that there 
is a paper which was sent in by this official 
after he was functus officio, and the Gov- 
ernment are considering whether they will 
treat it as an official report and deal with 
it, or whether they will pay no attention 
to it whatever. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—tThe leader of 
the Government can understand that when 
he says I am premature in this matter he 
forgets that I have waited a long time. I 
brought this matter before the Govern- 
ment two years ago, and last year I made 
my statement in this House. The investi- 

tion closed on the 13th of November 
ast, and the report is before them now. 
I am satisfied that there is another report 
from the commissioner, whether the Gov- 
ernment asked him to make it or not. It 
is strange that he should make a report if 
they did not ask him to do so, and if 
he made a report for which the public 
money has been paid, it is a public docu- 
ment, and should be laid before this 
House, I, therefore, urge strongly upon 
the leader of the Government to bring 
down this second report and the evidence 
taken during the investigation, and let it 
be given to the public. I do not for a mo- 
ment say that the Government hasanything 
to hide in this matter. ‘The hon. leader of 
the House speaks as though only one indi- 
vidual is involved in this matter. If he will 
look at the evidence he will see that there 
are half a dozen officials in the ring. I 
want to see the public works of this country 
carried on efficiently and honestly. I must 
discuss this second report further, because 
it is contrary to the evidence where it says 
that Mr. Ellis did not hide anything from 
the Government. If the House will look 
at the explanatory letter from Mr. Ellis to 
the Government, on the 13th of May last, 
they can see that while he was building a 
bridge over Shiner’s Creek, at a cost to the 
country of over $1,000, he hid it from the 
Government. He built this bridge for the 
township to please a member of Parlia- 
ment, and hid the fact from the Govern- 
ment. Yet the commissioner has the 
audacity to say in his report that Mr. 
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Ellis did not hide anything from the Gov- 
ernment, and he says many other things 
ofa like character. He passes over im- 
portant evidence which he should have 
taken into consideration. His first report 
states that Mr. Ellis did wrong, but that 
he did not mean to do it. How does the 
commissioner know whether these officials 
meant to do wrong or not? We should 
have the evidence before us,and then we 
can judge for ourselves what they meant 
to do. In his report, the commissioner 
says that the loss to the country is very 
trifling, but I have shown that Mr. Ellis 
took for his own benefit over $3,000, and 
that he squandered altogether over $37,000 
of the public money that we know of, and 
I did not get at 5 per cent. of the loss, 
Therefore, I ask the leader of the House 
to have the whole of the evidence and the 
reports printed, to be an example to all 
evil-doers hereafter. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bill (69) “An Act respecting the St. 
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway 
Co.” (Mr. McCallum.) 

Bill (55) “An Act to incorporate the 
Shore Line Railway Bridge Co.” (Mr. 
Botsford.) 

Bill (64) ‘An Act to incorporate the 
Interprovincial Bridge Co.” (Mr. Cle- 
mow. 

Bill (64) ‘An Act to incorporate the 
Moncton and Prince Edward Island Rail- 
way and Ferry Co.” (Mr. Poirier.) 


A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—I rise to call the 
attention of the House to a paragraph 
pusuebed in the Ævening Journal which 

as reference to myself. The matter is 
not of much importance, but one does not 
like to see himself pilloried in the press 
maak I shall read the paragraph to which 

refer : 


“SENATE AND COMMONS. 


“The Senate sat with closed doors yesterday after- 
noon, the subject of debate being the new rules res- 
ing the galleries made by the House of Commons. 
Tuesday night Senator ford introduced three 
ladies into the gallery in which he used to be privi- 
leged. The Usher requested him to place them in the 
Senator’s gallery, and he then found the Senate only 
had thirty seats in the Commons gallery. Senator 
Miller also made a similar mistake and was corrected. 
It is understood the Senate will demand more ample 
and ere suitable accommodation.” ; 
4 
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Now, I may say in self-defence, that a 
greater untruth could not be uttered in refe- 
rence to any member of this House than 
this when applied to me; for although over 
twenty years a member of the Senate, I can 
say unhesitatingly that I never once violat- 
ed the rules of the gallery in the House of 
Commons, and perhaps very few members 
of the Senate can say as much for them- 
selves. What I feel rather annoyed about 
is this. The discussion took place with 
closed doors. The paper must have manu- 
factured that statement, or it must have 
received the false information from some 
member or some officer of the House. While 
I am loth to believe that any member of the 
House would wilfully misrepresent me in 
the manner in which I am misrepresented 
in that paragraph, or that any officer 
of the House would do so; still, I find 
it very difficult to escape from the 
dilemma of fixing the author as some one, 
I fear a Senator, within the Chamber at 
the time of the debate. There is a marked 
difference in the way Senator Sanford and 
myself are referred to in the quotation, 
although he had really been guilty of a 
violation of the rules. He admitted his 
guilt, and is not corrected; but the 
harshest language is applied to me in 
the same paragraph. The House is awaro 
that all my remarks, in the discussion 
which took place with closed doors, strongly 
insisted on the observance of the rules of 
the Senate and that every word in the 
Journal's paragraph referring to me is an 
unmitigated untruth, concocted and circu- 
lated by some individual on whose corns I 
had trodden. 


Hon. Me. POIRIER—While we are on 
the question of privilege, I should like to 
know what are the positive instructions 
with regard to those galleries. I was this 
afternoon—— 


THE SPEAK ER—The hon. gentleman is 
out of order. 


The matter then dropped. 


QU’APPELLE, LONG LAKE AND SAS- 
KATCHEWAN RAILROAD AND 
En EL 

ILL. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved the second 
reading of (Bill 36) “The Qu’Apelle, 
Long Lake and Saskatchewan Railroad 
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and Steamboat Company,and the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company Agreement.” 

He said: e object of this Bill is to 
confirm an agreement entered into between 
the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and Saskat- 
chewan Railroad and Steamboat Company 
' and the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany. There has been an agreement for 
the running of the road after it is built by 
the former company, and while there is 
no doubt about that company having the 
power to make the agreement, there is 
some doubt about the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company having the power, and 
this Bill is to confirm the agreement. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
‘ was read the second time. 


The Senate adjourned at 4:15 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, March 10th, 1890. 


Toe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


KEEFER DIVORCE BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY moved the adoption 
of the report of the Select Committee on 
Divorce on Bill (G) “An Act for the 
relief of Hugh Forbes Keefer.”. He said: 
It may be convenient to the House that I 
should, as chairman of the committee, tell 
exactly what the situation of this matter 
is, and what are the points that will arise 
for the consideration of the House. These 
parties married in the year 1871 and lived 

eacefully together until the year 1880. 

n the spring of that year the petitioner— 
the husband—removed, in the course of 
his business, to a portion of the United 
States, in order to get employment, and 
remained there five months, returning in 
the autumn of the same year. He remained 
until April of the following year, 1881, and 
then went off seeking employment, ulti- 
mately reune British Columbia on the 
Ist January, 1882. While there he received 
information of the birth of a child, which 
he says, in the course of the evidence, he 
was quite satisfied he was not the father 
of, and I assume that this action was pre- 
dicated on that supposition; because I find 
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by the Bill that the complainant says: “ In 
or about the year 1883 the said Rebecca 
Ann Keefer deserted her said husband, and 
has not since resided with the said Hugh 
Forbes Keefer ; that after she deserted her 
said husband as aforesaid he discovered, as 
the fact was, that the said Rebecca Ann 
Keefer had been leading an irregular 
life, and had committed adultery in or 
about the year 1883, and on divers occa- 
sions subsequently to the said last men: 
tioned year.’ 

Acting upon that supposition the peti- 
tioner sent a sum of money to his wife to 
pay off debts, with the intimation that that 
was the last she was to see of him. Things 
went on in that way until ultimately, in 
the year 1883, there being no correspon- 
dence between the parties whatever—I 
may say there was no cohabitation between 
them—when the applicant learned that a 
divorce had been applied for by his wife, 
in the State of New York, from himself, on 
the ground of adultery committed by him. 
Papers were served on him, but he paid 
no attention to them, and took no action 
whatever, although he denies the fact that 
he was guilty of adultery. No proceed- 
ings on that application for divorce were 
brought before the committee, for the rea- 
son, as he says, that the papers he received 
were burnt in the great tire in Vancouver, 
and that is a satisfactory reason, perhaps, 
why he could not produce the papers. It 
will be seen, by referring to the report, that 
subsequently to his having ascertained in 
1883 to his own satisfaction that hi: wife 
was living an irregular life, and particu- 
larly with a person whose namo is men- 
tioned in these proceedin he man Simp- 
son—he took no steps whatever until pro- 
ceedings were taken in this case, and she 
uppears on the scene afterwards as the wife 
of this person, how or under what circum- 
stances there is no evidence before the 
committee; but all this is brought out in 
examination on the part of the promoter 
of the Bill. There was no opposition to 
the Bill. The consideration df this matter 
involves a series of complications, IT am 
sorry to say, and as this isa majority report 
it is but right I should explain what these 
complications are. The position of the 
promoter is this: that she, having lived 
with another man, in the year 1883 and 
subsequently, there can be no question 
about the subsequent acts of adultery, what- 
ever may be theimpression as to the birth 
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of the child, which necessarily involved 
adultery with some person, according to his 
view of the case. The claim is, that 
although there might not have been any 
ground for divorce in the first instance, 
that with regard to the subsequent acts of 
adultery—that is to say, living as the wife 
of another man—it is clearly a case for 
relief. But it ignores altogether the pre- 
ceding circumstances. hese circum- 
stances are the delay in taking action with 
reference to the matter in regard to the 
birth of this child, which he assumes to have 
involved anact of adultery. The delay has 
taken place since the Ist day of January 
1882, when he admits that ho first formed 
the conclusion that that child was not his. 
I think he is under a mistake as regards 
that. At all events, that was his impres- 
sion, and he acted upon that impression, 
and [| assume that it is a mistake, because 
he fixed the date he left himself as April, 
1881, and he got the information of the 
birth of the child by letters which came 
over the plains, and which necessarily took 
some time. I need not go into the matter 
further than to say that the child may 
have been, and probably was, within the 
proper limit. It is stated in the evidence 


—on what authority I do not know—that | P 


the child was born nine months and two 
weeks after the petitioner's separation 
from his wife. Under these circumstances 
there is a doubt that the child is the child 
of the husband. Two years afterwards he 
heard that his wife was living an irregular 
life, and he then sent her $500; and there 
is some importance attached to this by 
the petitioner himself, from the fact that 
there was a mistake in the evidence when 
the question was asked him, was this before 
he heard of the birth of the child; he said 
yes. When he read over his evidence he 
desired to correct that answer, and the 
House will see by referring to the minutes 
that in the attestation of the minutes at 
the very bottom of his deposition he gave 
us his corrected answer, which was that it 
was not before, but after. After all these 
facts, he sleeps upon the matter and lets it 
go until the ROSÉ PAM are taken in the 
court of New York. He does not defend 
the proceedings against himself, and we 
can only assume that the proceedings were 
taken and the divorce granted in conse- 

uence of the application being unopposed. 
he question narrows itself down to this: 
was this delay and the subsequent pro- 

1 


ceeding in any way a condonation, or, can 
it be construed into collusion or connivance 
between the parties? The rule as regards 
delay is laid down very clearly by 
authority. It is laid down in Dixon's 
“ Law and Practice of Divorce,” page 206, 
where it is stated: 


‘Unreasonable delay is another ground for the 
exercise of the discretion of the court. It is such as 
makes it appear that the petitioner is insensible to 
the loss of his wife, and it might also be be said to 
be equivalent to condonation. Again, it has been 
spoken of as meaning culpable delay, somewhat in the 
nature of connivance or acquiescence. What delay is 
unreasonable or capable of explanation is purely a 
hs of fact, and will be decided solely upon the 
evidence.” 


Then it is laid down in MacQueen’s 
Law of Husband and Wife that a delay 
of two years, after knowledge of all the 
facts, requires explanation. It is also laid 
down in the same work that a husband 
may still be guilty of desertion so as to 
connive at her committing adultery even 
though he supports the wife while absent 
from her. On the same page it says, 
where there has been no bargain or con- 
sent, absence may constitute desertion, 
even though an allowance has been made. 
The authorities are very strong upon that 
oint, and the reason of it is stated here 
in larger form : 


‘A husband cannot neglect and throw aside his wife 
and afterwards, if she is unfaithful to him, obtain a 
divorce on the ground of her infidelity. If chastity 
be the duty of the wife, protection is no less the duty 
of the husband. The wife has a right to the comfort 
and support of her husband’s society, the security of 
his house and name, and his protection, as far as cir- 
cumstances permit. If he falls short of this he is not 
wholly blameless if she fall, and though not justifying 
her fall, he has so far compromised himself as to for- 
feit his claim for a divorce.” 

These are plain principles, upon which, 
I fancy, there will be no difference of 
opinion in this House. They are founded 
upon reason, because a husband may, by 
living away from his wife and keeping 
away from her, place her in the position 
that when she is neglected she cannot be 
made responsible if she does fall ; and it is 
a protection to the bond of marriage be- 
tween the parties in itself, that if a hus- 
band acts so, and waits for years and 
years, he need not afterwards come to this 
court for relief. The petitioner says that, 
in the year 1883, he wrote to his wife and 
informed her that if she did not come at 
once and live with him that that was the 
last she should ever see of him. So it 
seems to have been a somewhat mutual 
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bargain that they should live apart. Under 
these circumstances, it is for the House to 
decide what course should be taken. This 
is a majority report, and having acted as 
chairman of the committee, though unfor- 
tunately differing from the majority of the 
committee in the decision they arrived at, 
I may say, in justice to myself, that the 
general rule for condonation, apart from 
the circumstances themselves, is that there 
must not only be a condonation, but there 
must be cohabitation aflerwards. That 
is the general rule. Apart from the special 
circumstances of this case, that would be 
the rule that would govern with regard to 


condonation, and that is the contention of|him she could go. 


the other side. 


Hon. Mz. KAOULBACH—In a matter 
of this kind, involving the severing of the 
most sacred of human ties, we should act 
with great care and deliberation. Our 
decision must stamp one or the other of 
the parties with the prima infamy; and 
we must exercise all the more caution in 
this case in view of the fact that the appli- 
cation has not been opposed by the res- 
pondent, I shall not go over the grounds 
which have bcen stated by my hon. friend 
from Amherst, but I may say that I have 
never known a case where the evidence 
has been placed so imperfectly before the 
Senate—evidence which would have an 
important bearing on the case, and which 
the petitioner could have produced had he 
chosen to do so. The petitioner himself 
states that the last child was born some 
ten or eleven months after his departure 
from home. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That 
was his suspicion. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—He says so 
positively, and he says that he came to the 
conclusion from the time he received the 
last letter from his wife that the child was 
not his, and upon that he condones or con- 
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we have evidence here which cannot be 
very readily got over, that he, in 1883, was 
served with regular papers for a divorce, 
on the ground that he had been guilty of 
adultery with a woman whose name was 
given. That divorce suit was brought in 
the State of New York, which is the only 
state in the Union that grants divorces 
only on the ground that we recognize 
here, The petitioner in this case ad- 
mits that he was served with these pa 
pers, that he never made any opposition, 
and in fact took no notice whatever of the 

roceedings. He said, in giving his evi- 

ence, that if she did not wish to live with 
The evidence shows 
that the respondent in this case obtained 
a divorce from her husband in the State of 
New York on the ground alleged, and that 
she is now living with a man named Simp- 
son as his wife. I ask you if there has not 
been a laxity, a carelessness and an indif- 
ference on his part which would justify us 
in refusing to grant him adivorce? It is 
a question in my mind now whether we 
should, by granting this Bill, declare that 
the divorce granted in the State of New 
York was improperly obtained—whether 
we would not be acting in defiance of a 
court of competent jurisdiction in a State 
where the grounds of divorce that are re- 
cognized are the same as in this country. 
If we grant this Bill, we declare that the 
epondont bas been living in adultery 
since 1883. The petitioner could not have 
been a poor man, because after he believed 
that his wife had been unfaithful to him 
he sent her $500. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—The evi- 
dence is to the contrary. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH.—I will read 
the evidence. At Page 4 his counsel asked 
the question: “ You sent the $500 before 
you heard of the birth of this child?” The 
reply is: “Yes” Then, when he comes to 


nives at it by sending her a large sum of| have the evidence read over to him he says 


money—$50). If he wished to produce 
reliable evidence on that point it was easy 
for him to have obtained from tho register 
of births and deaths the date of the birth 
of the child, but he never got any informa- 
tion of that kind at all. ie is therefore 
clearly guilty of neglect, which must 
enure to his own disadvantage in this case. 
Not only did he leave his wife in the man- 
ner that my hon. friend has described, but 


as to his answer to the first question on 
page 11, as to sending the $500, before 

earing of the birth of the child, which 
answer he declares should be “ No” instead 
of “Yes.” There he corrects the evidence 
himself, and says that he sent this $500 to 
her after he believed she had been untrue 
to him. Therefore, we are justified in re- 
fusing this Bill, because this man has 
connived at his wife’s conduct: he has, by 
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failing to defend the suit in the court of 
New York, admitted that his wife was 
justified in applying for a divorce. If he 
had been innocent, can we imagine that he 
wou!d have allowed the case to go unop- 
posed? Would he not have used every 
means in his power to protest his innocence 
and relieve his wife trom the illusion that 
he was unfaithful to her ? He does nothing 
of the kind; he remains away from her, 
and allows her to get a divorce on the 
ground of his adultery with another 
woman, and the judgment in that case is 
binding on us. Since 1883 he has taken no 
action in this matter until he comes for- 
ward at this late hour and asks this House 
to dissolve his marriage and to stamp the 
respondent with infamy and disgrace. 


Hon. Mr. McKAY—She has married 
again. 


Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—You say, if you 
adopt this report, that she is not married 
to the man with whom she is now living, 
and with whom she has been living since 
1883. The divorce was obtained from a 
court of competent jurisdiction for a cause 
which we would consider sufficient here, 
and he having by his negligence allowed 
his wife to get a divorce on that ground, 
it would be unwise for us to sever the tie 
that exists between the parties. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—We 
have no evidence before us of what was 
done in the divorce court in the United 
States when the wife of the petitioner 
obtained a divorce. We have evidence to 
show that this petitioner could not defend 
that action. He was a poor man at the 
time, living three thousand miles away, 
and after he was first told that his wife 
had been guilty of indiscretions he wrote 
to her asking her to come tohim. She 
replied that she was married whenshe was 
very young, and did not know her own 
mind, and that she had no more affection 
for him. He was not satisfied to let it 
stop even there. Her father was with him 
at Vancouver, and this petitioner gave him 
money to return to Ontario, and see why 
his wife would not come to him. What 
more could the man havedone? After the 
father left for Ontario he heard no more of 
him or from his wife. After spending all 
this money, he had not the means to go to 
New York and defend the divorce case. 
The only ground for opposing this Bill is 


217 


that the petitioner had a suspicion in his 
mind that the child that was horn after his 
departure from Ontario was not his, but 
that suspicion was not confirmed at the 
time he forwarded the money, and could 
not be construed into a condonation of the 
offence. Condouation must be a forgive- 
ness, a restoring of the wife to where she 
was before in his affections: but there was 
nothing of that kind. There was a mere 
suspicion, and the money was sent before 
her guilt was established. As the question 
of condonation has been raised, I will read 
from Dixon on Divorce what condonation 
is : 


‘* Condonation, as append to matrimonial causes, 
had its origin in the lesiastical courts, and it is 
obivious, on an examination of the cases subsequent 
to the Divorce Act, that it still bears its original 
signification. The whole doctrine is a structure of the 
courts, founded on the necessities of the case. It 
means a blotting out of the offence, so as to restore the 
offending party to the position which he or she occu- 

ied before the offence was committed. It is a con- 

itional forgiveness on a full knowledge of all antece- 
dent guilt, the condition pere that the offence shall 
not be repeated. In order to found it, there must be 
a complete knowledge of all the adulterous connection, 
and a condonation subsequent to it. In other a 
it is ‘forgiveness of a conjugal offence, with a f 
knowledge of all the circumstances,’ t. ¢., those relat- 
ing to the guilt of the erring party. 

‘It must be marked by a return to matrimonial 

cohabitation. It is, of course, in the power of the 
party to annex a condition precedent to an offer of 
EondonAtion. If this condition is not complied with 
there is no condonation of the offence, and it cannot 
afterw be pleaded in a suit in which the offence is 
charged 


But even if he had condoned her first 


offence, he did not condone her second 
offence of getting married. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—What was the 
first offence? Was it that child? 


Hon. Me. READ—Yes. 


Hon. Mz. MACDONALD(B.C)—Suppos- 
ing he had condoned the first offence, he did 
not forgive her for her marriage with 
another man, with whom she is now living 
in this Province. 


Hon. Me. MoMILLAN—Did the peti- 
tioner establish that the child was really 
not his? 


Hon. Me. MACDONALD (B. C.)—He 
did not establish it. 


Hon. Me. McMILLAN—He certainly did 
not in the evidence. We know the period 
for which a woman should carry a child is 
two hundred and eighty days, and as I 
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figure it here, it is only five days beyond 
the time. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—I 
never was there—I cannot tell. I think 
the House will have no hesitation in com- 
ing to the conclusion that this man was 
entitled to a divorce. There has been no 
condonation. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It appears to 
me that there is a probability of some of 
the hon. gentlemen arriving at a conclusion 
from what I take to be a misapprehension 
of the doctrine of condonation. The law 
appears to be perfectly clear on that point, 
and there appears to be a tendency to 
ignore what really constitutes condona- 
tion. The hon. gentleman from Victoria 
has just cited Dixon on Divorce. It may 
be considered pardonable on my part 
should TI again refer to that work, with 
the object of making a few comments upon 
the discussion of that doctrine as laid 
down in Dixon. He says: “Condonation 
as applied to matrimonial causes had its 
origin in the ecclesiastical courts, and it 
is obvious, on examination of the cases 
subsequent to the Divorce Act, that it still 
bears its original signification. The whole 
doctrine is a structure of the courts, 
founded on the necessities of the case. It 
" means a blotting out of the offence, so as 
to restore the offending party to the po- 
sition which he or she occupied before the 
offence was committed.” 

In connection with this, let me remark 
that there was asuspicion. The petitioner 
stated that a suspicion entered his mind at 
the time he received this letter that pos- 
sibly the child might not be his. It is 
quiteevident from the subsequent evidence, 
and I think the minds of the committee 
were made perfectly clear on that point, 
that the child was his, and the subsequent 
evidence established that fact. There is 
nothing proven to the contrary, I submit. 
Now, he might have had a very vague sus- 
picion at the time he received this letter 
that the child was not his, but it did not 
resolve itself into such a fact as would 
satisfy a court of law that the child was 
any other than the petitioner’s; so that 
at the utmost, if we take this point as 
against the petitioner, it must resolve itself 
into a suspicion as distinguished from a 
fact. Now, it could not be said that when 
he entertained that suspicion that it blotted 
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out the facts that constitute this case, and 
which make it a very clear case, to my mind, 
that this honorable House should grant 
relief to the petitioner, because the facts 
upon which he relied to establish his case 
were facts which occurred subsequent to 
the reception of that letter. There could 
not be a blotting out or condonation of the 
conduct of his wife, for the simple reason 
that the wife had the audacity to marry 
another man before she was absolved from 
her marriage with the petitioner, and is 
to-day living in Canada married to a man 
named Simpson. It cannot be contended 
by the hon. gentlemen opposing this Bill 
that there should be a condonation of that 
particular act, or that there ever was such 
a condonation. The evidence is clear on 
that point, that if there ever was a con- 
donation of a first offence it was a condona- 
tion based on a suspicion that entered into 
his own mind; and I think it was to his 
credit if he gave his wife the benefit of the 
doubt. It would be a dangerous doctrine 
to lay down, that because a man has a sus- 
piste in his mind he must at once cast 

is wife away from his door, lest it should 
turn out on evidence that that suspicion 
was true, and resolve itself, perchance, into 
a fact, that would, at some long subsequent 
date, preclude him getting the relief to 
which he would be entitled. Such a doc- 
trine would require a man who entertained 
a suspicion of his wife’s infidelity to spurn 
her from his door. That is the doctrine 
we are asked to accept here, as submitted 
by the hon. gentlemen from Lunenburg 
and Amherst. I contend that there was 
no evidence whatever us to the divorce in 
the United States. It must be quite clear 
to hon. gentlemen on that committee that 
they refused to accept any evidence of 
that divorce, and quite properly so. What- 
ever evidence was submitted, there was 
merely a bald statement of facts, and the 
chairman of the committee absolutely re- 
fused to allowevidence to be put in us to that 
divorce, other than a mere statement of 
fact that a divorce was obtained by her, 
and which, I say, is a fact that should at 
once establish the case against her, and 
would justify us in granting relief to the 
petitioner. But now let me proceed with 
the authority which I was reading: “It 
means a blotting out of the offence, so 
as to restore the offending party to the 
position which he or she occupied before 
the offence was committed.” 
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The offence was committed long subse- 
quent to that first suspicion, and the 
suspicion was not the ground on which 
relief is sougnt. The facts on which the 
petitioner comes to this House for relief 
are facts which occurred long subsequent 
to that first suspicion. Dixon continues: “It 
is an additional forgiveness on a full know- 
ledge of all antecedent guilt—.” Now, there 
is no evidence, as hon. gentlemen will see 
from a perusal of the report, that the 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.--I am quite 
correct in saying that the evidence was 
excluded by the chairman of the commit- 
tee as to this particular divorce. Now, as 
to the ground of delay, very great stress 
has been laid on that by the hon. gentleman 
from Lunenburg, but there was a very clear 
and distinct explanation of this delay. We 
find that this petitioner was insolvent in 
1880, ard to such an extent had he failed 
that he had to leave his home in 1881 and 


petitioner had any knowledge whatever of | go out on the Northern Pacific and work, 


antecedent guilt on his wife’s part—“ the 
condition being that the offence shall not 
be repeated. In order to found it there 
must be a complete knowledge of all the 
adulterous connection and a condonation 
subsequent to it.” 

Now, I do not think there is an hon. 
gentleman in this House who will for one 
moment say that this case is one in which 
the doctrine of condonation can be made 
appeal? for here we find it laid down 
and par ticularly emphasized in this book, 
which I take to be the standard work on 
the question, that there must be complete 
knowledge of all the adulterous acts and a 
subsequent forgiveness of them. It is a 
condonation of the conjugal offence with a 
full knowlege of all the circumstances. 
Now, what are the facts? If ever there 
was a case of an audacious contravention 
or violation of law it is in this particular 
case on the part of the petitioner’s wife, 
in the fact of her being married to this 
Mr. Simpson without having obtained a 
divorce in this country, and that she is 
living atthe present time with this Mr. 
Simpson as her husband,—her husband, the 
petitioner, being still a resident of this 
country and not divorced from her—— 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—Having ob- 
tained a divorce. 


Hon. Mz. LOUGHEED—The hon. gen- 
tleman from Lunenburg appears to lay 
considerable stress on the fact that there 
was a divorce in the United States. As 
T understand, this House does not recog- 
nize that divorce one way or the other. So 
far as this House is concerned, the decree 
of divorce obtained in the United States 
is in this chamber so much waste paper, 
and the committee very properly refused 
to consider the evidence of that divorce. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—No evidence 
was tendered. 


as I take it, as a railway navvy. In 1882 
and 1883 we find him drifting to British 
Columbia and there working on the rail- 
way. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH— As a con- 
tractor. 


Hon. Mz. LOUGHEED—There wus no 
evidence before the committee that he had 
any means by which he could prosecute a 
case for obtaining relief. On the contrary, 
he states very emphatically that he was 
not in a position to furnish the necessary 
means to obtain this legislation. Those of 
us who are acquainted with the circum- 
stances of such a man know perfectly 
well that when he was living at a distance 
nearly 3,000 miles from Ottawa he was 
not in a position to provide the necessary 
means, under the circumstances related 
by him as to his satis ae for the pur- 
pose of prosecuting his case. He states 
most emphatically, in evidence, that he 
was not in a position to do so. [take that 
to be a most satisfactory explanation as to 
the delay. Now, let me cite to hon. gen- 
tlemen from the same authority that I 
have already been quoting from : 


‘ Unreasonable delay is another ground for the 
exercise of the discretion of the court. It is such as 
makes it appear that the petitioner is insensible to the 
loss of his wife, and it might almost be said to be 

uivalent to condonation. Again, it has been spoken 
of as meaning culpable delay, somewhat in the nature 
of connivance or acquiescence.” 


Can it be said there is one scintilla of 
evidence as to this man’s conniving at the 
marriage of his wife at the time he left? 
There was not a shadow of doubt that his 
wife had any improper dealings with 
Simpson. This authority continues: 


‘ A husband whose pecuniary circumstances were 
embarrassed tponed proceeding until he could 
bring forward conclusive evidence of his wife’s guilt. 
Delay held reasonable. 

of means to proceed earlier, thongh a long 
time has elapsed since the commission of the acts 
complained of, will be a satisfactory explanation of 
the Aalay; as ; 
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I think that this case comes within the 
particular illustration I have cited; and 
again : 

‘ A desire to avoid public exposure of the scandal 
at a mother’s wish, and a forbearance of twenty years, 
though an unreasonable delay, have not been con- 
sidered sufficient grounds for barvits g a decree. 

‘ An impression that by the elopement of his wife 
to America and residence there a divorce wo 
unnecessary, and mental prostration due to his wife’s 
misconduct, has been held a sufficient explanation of 
the petitioner’s delay. Hence the explanation of the 
delay may be various, and it is manifest that their 
ae or weakness depends entirely upon the facts of 
the case.” 


T assert that there could not be a con- 
donation in this particular case on the 
point of delay, for the simple reason that 
the wife had married another man, and 
there could have been no hope in the peti- 
tioner’s mind that by condonation he could 
have effected a reconciliation with his wife, 
because she was married to another, and 
living with him as her husband. The hon. 
gentleman from Lunenburg has referred in 
the most pathetic terms to the dissolution 
of the marriage tie, and to its sacred char- 
acter. From the evidence here it is quite 
apparent that the sympathy should be 
with the petitioner in this case, for the 
wife entirely ignores the marriage tie, and 
violates the solemn contract of matrimony, 
and marries another, and lives with him 
as her husband. Therefore, I think it 
would not be justifiable in this case to 
refuse the extension of sympathy to this 
petitioner, if such is proper in the con- 
sideration of such a case. He ought to 
have sympathy, so far as sentiment can be 
introduced into a case of this kind, and on 
these grounds I am ofopinion that we are 
perfectly justified in supporting this Bill. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—It seems 
that the only objections to this Bill are 
that in one instance there has been a con- 
donation of the wife’s offence and that 
there has been delay in making this appli- 
cation. The hon. gentlemen who oppose 
this Bill do not altogether agree on these 

oints. Sofaras condonatiou is concerned, 

cannot see how this petitioner has con- 
doned his wife’s guilt, and I fail to see how 
he can be condemned for having delayed his 
Peplios ton, He is a poor man, who failed 
in business and went quarrying stone for 
the Welland Canal. He afterwards went 
away for two years, and finally went 
to work on the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way. During all this time, it is shown 
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by the evidence, he repeatedly sent 
home money to his wife for her sup 
port and for the support of the family. 
After getting a letter from a friend stating 
that she was not behaving herself properly 
in her relations with Simpson, he imme- 
diately telegraphed $500 to bring her and 


uld be| the children to him. Connivance would 


be a bar to divorce, but it is quite evident 
that this man did not connive at his wife's 
offence. Ifshe was in the way of tempta- 
tion he did all in his power to remove her 
from the temptation. Consequently, there 
is nothing to be said on the subject of 
condonation. Then, as to the delay, we 
have this very Session granted a divorce 
for an offence committed sixteen years 
ago, and there was not a word said about 
the delay of the petitioner in making 
application to this House for relief—the 
same committee, the same chairman— 
and sixteen years after the event the 
action was carried through. This man, in 
the year 1883, heard that his wife was 
applying for a divorce. That was late in 
the fall of that year. Six years have 
elapsed since. He was 3,000 miles away, 
and had to earn the money to enter this 
suit, and certainly he should not be bar- 
red from getting a divorce when he made 
enough money to apply to this court, 
which is no trifling matter. He pro- 
secuted his claim, to my mind, at as early 
a date as it was possible to do, and it 
should be no bar to him that there was 
delay. I am quite prepared to support the 
report of the committee, and I hope the 
House will do the same. 


Hon. Me. CLEMOW—I think the prin 
cipal cause of the difficulty in this matter 
is the charge of condonation. As I under- 
stood the evidence, when he remitted the 
money to his wife he had no knowledge 
that she was acting improperly. It was 
long subsequent to this that he received 8 
letter from some of his friends in this 
country that his wife was unfaithful, and 
it was then he opened his eyes to the fact 
that she was not a suitable companion for 
him, and be telegraphed her that from 
that time out he would have nothing more 
to do with her. At the time he sent the 
$500 to his wife he had no knowledge that 
she was acting improperly, and to my 
mind it would not amount to condonation 
in this case. He has been employed in 
different parts of the country, had been 
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burnt out and lost all his papers, and had 
a great many difficulties to contend with. 
I do not think it should bea bar to getting 
relief in this action that there was delay. 
He seemed to have a great desire to sup- 
port his wife, until he heard from his 
aister that she was acting in an improper 
manner. It was brought out in evidence 
that he had only heard incidentally that 
she had applied for a divorce. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—Not incident- 
ally. There was a legal process served 
upon him, charging him with adultery. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—He admits that. 
But about that time the great fire in Van. 
couver took place, and all his papers were 
burned, and I do not know that he was 
aware of the contents of those papers. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—He swears 
that he did know—that he had read them. 


Hon. Mz. CLEMOW—Possibly he had, 
but paid very littk attention to them, as 
he had found out at that time that she had 
acted improperly. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—He admitted 
the charge. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—No; 
he denied the charge against himself. 


Hon. MR. CLEMOW—I do not think he 
admitted any specific knowledge of the 
contents of those papers, and as far as I 
understand from what he said upon that 
occasion, he simply admitted there were 
papers served on him. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—He admitted 
that the papers were served upon him, 
and that a divorce suit was to be prosecuted 
in New York. He also admitted that the 
papers served upon him charged him with 
adultery with a certain woman, and that 
he knew she had gota divorce; but he 
denied before us in committee that he was 
guilty himself of adultery. 


Hon, Mr. CLEMOW—That denial ought 
to go as far in his favor as the knowledge 
of the service of those papers should go 
against him. We know, from the evidence, 
that the woman committed adultery, and 
the petitioner should get relief. 


Hon. Me. McCLELAN—As a member 
of the committee to whom this matter 
was referred, I endeavored to give close 
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attention to the case, and I was unable to 
come to any other conclusion than that to 
which the majority of the committee came 
—that the Bill should be granted. Al- 
though there was some little objection 
taken to some points, it did not occur to 
me that it was sufficiently strong to justify 
the committee in refusing to grant the 
Bill. As to the charge of condonation, it 
appeared to me that the husband, situated 
as he was, so many thousand miles away, 
and hearing rumors of scandal from 
something that was written to him, it was 
eminently proper for the husband to do 
under the circumstances what he did do, 
with a view to rescuing his wife from the 
dangers which appeared to beset her, and 
if possible put her in a position where 
she would be beyond suspicion; and I 
do not think the steps he took on that occa- 
sion would amount to condonation of her 
offence. It was not that he was cognizant 
of certain facts, but that his suspicions 
merely were aroused, and although he had 
his suspicions he was quite willing to 
supply all the spare money he had in order 
that his wife might be removed to where 
he was, and they might live happily 
together. Subsequently, as he told us, his 
means became more limited, and he was 
not able to defend the case brought against 
him in New York, but he was afterwards 
enabled to spare means to prosecute the 
divorce, which subsequent events proved 
to him was necessary. Consequently, 
this should not be brought against him as 
any objection against the passing of' this 
Bill. It has been stated by the hon. gentle- 
man from Lunenburg that the divorce 
obtained by the wife in the United States 
was not recognized by the committee in 
any way, because it has become pretty well 
established, in this Chamber at any rate, 
that divorces obtained in the different 
states of the Union are not such divorces 
as can be recognized as legal and proper 
here, so that the evidence of that proceed- 
ing was not developed before the com- 
mittee to any extent. The mere fact was 
brought out, and nothing more. Not only 
did we fail to secure any evidence to support 
the view that the husband had committed 
adultery, as was alleged, but we had his 
own evidence completely contradicting the 
charge, and we have other evidence in- 
ferentially to the same effect. I call the 
attention of hon. members to the evidence 
given by J. P. Tisdale, who is a brother of 
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this woman, and who gave testimony as to 
her living with Simpson. The question 
put by the hon. gentleman from Victoria 
was: ‘‘ Did your sister give you any reason 
for getting a divorce?” The answer was: 
“T had no communication with her at all.” 

‘“Q. She never told you why she got a divorce ? 

“A. No: she gave me the divorce papers. Ihad no 
Seg She cane oot a, und for seeking a divorce ? 

one I rue ske to her on the subject at all. We 
were living some distance from each other.” 

That would indicate that if there had 
been any serious matter for divorce proven 
against her husband it would have been, 
under the circumstances of the case, com- 
municated to her brother. But it was not 
s0 communicated, and therefore I say we 
have not only the direct statement made 
by him that the charge was false, but we 
have also the conclusion which we can 
inferentially draw from the testimony 
given by the brother of this woman, that 
the charge was unfounded, that adultery 
was not the reason why she got what she 
called a divorce in the State of New York. 
So, looking at all the points developed in 
this case, 1 may say that, so far as my 
humble judgment goes, it is as clear a case 
as any that has ever come before us in 
which relief should be granted. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I do not propose 
to argue the matter in any way, but I 
think it would be well for the House to 
look at the evidence, rather than to the 
arguments which are advanced, and which 
I deem to be rather contradictory. In 
answer to the question as to the birth of 
this child, a question put by the petition- 
ers own counsel, as follows: “Since you 
left your wife the last-time (that was in 
the fen ae 1881) had you any intima- 
tion of other children being born?” He 
Bays: 

; ‘ A. Yes; there was another child born after I left 


er. 
“Q. How long after you left? 
“A. Ten or eleven months after my leaving home. 
‘*Q. Have you ever disclaimed the paternity of 
that child? 
‘A. Yes. 
‘Q. For what reason ? 
_‘* A. Well, on account of the child being born the 
time it was. I knew that unless it was something out 
of the ordinary, that I was not the father of the child.” 


Then one of the members of the com- 
mittee seems not to have been satisfied 
with the answer to that question, and the 
question is put by Mr. Ogilvie: 

**Q. You cannot fix the month. How can you tell 
that the child was born ten months after you left ? 


æ 


** A. Because when I got news of the birth of the 
child I knew the dates then. You see my letters that 
I had were all burned at the fire in Vancouver, and I 
was away, too, at the time.” 

That is his answer. Now, as to the other 
point, the evidence has not been adverted 
to. It is an answer to a question put by 
myself, and will be found on page 2 of 
the evidence. After he had stated that he 
had sent $250 to pay outstanding accounts, 
he was asked : 

‘6 Q. That was in the summer of 1882, was it ? 

‘6 A. 1883, I think. Then a little while afterwards 
I got an intimation from a friend at Thorold that my 
wife was not behaving herself in a very proper manner 
with a Mr. Simpson there, and I telegraphed her 
$500 t h the bank, and told her to take the 
children and come out at once, and if she did not, that 
that was the last she would see of me.” 

That is the evidence, and it will be for 
the House to decide upon the evidence. 


Hon. Me. OGILVIE—I think that the 
last remark from the hon. gentleman from 
Amherst is the best proof that we could 
have that the petitioner did not condone 
any offence, but was trying to save his 
wife if he could do so. It was not only 
his wife that was being supported by this 
money that he sent: the children had to 
be supported as well, and that was one of 
the reasons. Then the hon. gentleman 
from Lunenburg seems to have directed 
the principal part of his remarks to that 
divorce from Neve York, and he gave great 
weight to that incident. Hon. gentlemen 
who were sitting in this House three or 
four years ago would have thought the 
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg had got 
enough of New York divorce at that time, 
when we had a week’s fight over it, and 
it was then the opinion of this House and 
the vote of this House that we should pay 
no attention to foreign divorce at all. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—No. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I beg the hon. 

entlemen’s pardon; I say, yes, it was. 
When the different States of the Union 
will not recognize divorce among them- 
selves, I should like to know why we 
should recognize their divorces in this 
country ? That was the understandin 
come to then, and hon. gentlemen shoul 
remember that divorce in the State of New 
York has no recognition here; and as truly 
remarked by my hon. friend opposite, we 
pay no attention to it. The gentlemen who 

id sign this report were unanimous, and 
some of them spoke out very clearly, and 
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said that they never saw a clearer case for 
divorce—that this petitioner did more 
than most men would have done under the 
circumstances, He is a poor man, working 
on sub-contracts out in British Columbia. 
It was not very easy then to go round by 
San Francisco and up here to Ottawa to 

et a divorce if he had not the money. He 

id the best he could as soon as he got the 
means. Every member of the committee 
but two thought it was a perfectly clear 
caso, and I hope that this House will con- 
sider it a clear case also. 


The motion was agreed to, and the report 
was adopted, on a division. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


SECOND BEADING. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON moved the second 
reading of Bill (U) “An Act to amend an 
Act concerning Marriage with a Deceased 
Wife's Sister.” He said: In moving the 
second reading of the Bill I should apolo- 
gise to this House for introducing a mea- 
sure of this kind, that I did not leave it in 
the hands of the lawyers. But lawyers, 
although very necessary in framing Bills, 
sometimes muddle them, and make them 
less clear than they should be. I think 
this Bill is so clear that it speaks for it 
self. I will read it: 

** Whereas, by An Act 
of Her Majesty’s he Va 
‘An Act ponceraing iage with a Deceased Wife’s 
Sister,’ all laws prohibiting a marriage between a man 
and his d wife’s sister were repealed; and 
whereas it is desirable likewise to remove all prohibi- 
tion against marriage between a man and his deceased 
wife’s sister’s daughter: Therefore Her Majesty, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate and 
House of Commons of Canada, enacts as follows :— 


** 1. All laws prohibiting marriage between a man 
hter of his deceased wife’s sister are 


in the forty-fifth year 
pter forty-two, intituled : 


and the da 
hereby repealed, both as to past and future marri 
and as past marriages, as if such laws 


never existed. 

2. This Act shall not affect, in any manner, any 
case decided by or pending before any court of jus- 
tice ; nors it affect any rights actually acquired 
by the issue of the first marriage prevous to the pass- 
ing of this Act, nor shall this Act affect any such 
marriage when either of the parties has afterward 
during the life of the other, lawfully inlermarriod 
with any other person.” 


It appeared to me to follow, as a matter 
of course, when we passed the Deceased 
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Wife’s Sister Bill, which enabled a man 
to marry his deceased wife’s sister, that 
he could marry the daughter of his de- 
ceased wife’s sister; but I found on 
enquiry of legal authorities that this is not 
the case—that in order to make it lawful 
to marry a deceased wife's sister’s daughter 
another Act would have to be passed. Why 
this provision was not ac Hi asic in the 
former Act Ido not know, but I suppose 
it was because people’s passions were 80 
aroused in the controversy that they over- 
looked this important fact. Now that we 
can look at it calmly and dispassionately, 
this Bill being introduced by a layman in- 
stead of a lawyer, we will take a common 
sense view of the matter and decideit accord- 
ing to the facts of the case. As the law at 
pron stands, a man feeling that he can 
egally marry his deceased wife's sister 
thinks he is equally free to marry his 
deceased wife’s sister’s daughter, and the 
daughter knowing that he could marry 
her mother thinks the same. They marry, 
and what is the result? <A short time 
after the woman finds that instead of 
being a wife she is a mistress and that 
her children are illegitimate. Some hon. 
gentlemen may say that this may be 
got over by such people going over to 
the United States, and getting married 
there. That is a marriage in the eye of 
God, but it is certainly not a marriage in 
the eye of the law. The wifemay at an 
moment have it cast up to her that she is 
not a legal wife, and her children may be 
told by their schoolfellows, at any time, 
that they are bastards. I think it is our 
duty to remove this anomoly in the law, 
and I trust this matter will be considered 
calmly and quietly, without letting any 
other feelings interfere with the justice of 
the case. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TI may say I 
quite agree with my hon. friend as regards 
the law as it at present exists, and I infer 
from what he says that this is a relief Bill 
for people who have entered imprudently 
into the marriage contract. he hon. 
gentleman is wrong in saying that this 
matter was not considered when the De- 
ceased Wife’s Sister Bill was before the 
House. I opposed that Bill, and I brought 
this very question up as being the natural 
consequence of it—that poople would next 
want to marry their own nieces. This is 
the legitimate outcome of the adoption of 
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‘what I consider to be a vicious principle, a 
result of departing from long-established 
‘usage in relation to the marriage tie. It is 
another step showing the vicious principle 
of the measure we adopted a few years ago. 
It destroys all the triendly relationships 
between the family of the wife and the 
family of the husband. The House having 
passed a law to permit a man to marry his 
‘own sister-in-law, I have no doubt that 
they will also come to the conclusion that, 
as a natural consequence of that step, they 
must legalize marriage with a deceased 
wife's niece. I am opposed to it on prin- 
ciple, but I presume my hon. friend will 
get his Bill through. 


Hon. MR. POWER—I hope my hon. col- 
league will not be irritated with me when 
I take the liberty of saying that I our 
agree with his view in regard to this Bill, 
and that he will not think I prejudice the 
chances of his measure by making this 
Statement. I voted with the hon. gontle- 
man from Lunenburg when the Bill to 
legalize marriage with a deceased wife's 
sister was before the House, but I think 
my hon. colleague from Halifax is quite 
right in saying that to be just and logical 
we should go a little further than we did 
then, and that we should legislate in the 
direction of this Bill. I rose, however, 
chiefly for the purpose of suggesting to my 
hon. colleague that his Bill does not go 
quite far enough. I think, instead of say- 
ing the daughter of a deceased wife's sister, 
the Bill should say the niece of the de- 
ceased wife, because why should not a 
man be allowed to marry the daughter of 
his deceased wife’s brother as well as the 
daughter of the deceased wife's sister ? 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I will be very happy 
to have the hon. gentleman’s support in this 
matter, but the reason I did not adopt the 
suggestion made by the hon. gentleman 
was this: the Bill we passed in relation 
to a deceased wife’s sister did not permit 
a woman to marry the brother of her 
deceased husband, and'that was my reason 
for leaving the children of the deceased 
wife’s brother out of the question. 


Hon. M8. MILLER—I do not desire to 
prolong the discussion on this question, and 
do not consider it necessary, as I take it 
for granted that this Bill is the logical 
outcome of the Act passed some years ago 
to legalize a man’s marriage with his 
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deceased wife’s sister. I do not think there 
could be any objection to marriage with 
the daughter of the deceased wife's sister, 
who is one degree further removed from 
the deceased wife than the sister ; there- 
fore, whatever objection there might be, 
there can be none with regard to consan- 
guinity. There could be only an objection 
on the ground of affinity, being within the 
prohibited degrees. I do not intend to 
argue the case, as my hon. friend from 
Halifax has stated pretty much what I feel 
on this question. 1 think it is an absurdity 
that our law should stand as it is—that a 
man should be permitted to marry the sister 
of his deceased wife and not the daughter. 


The motion was agreed to ona division, 
and the Bill was read the second time. 


THE PATENT ACT AMENDMENT 
BIULL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (17) “An Act to amend ‘The 
Patent Act.’” He said: The principle of 
this Bill is to take from the Minister the 
decision of legal questions arising upon 
patents, and conferring the power of mak- 
ing those decisions upon the courts. At 
present, if a dispute arises as to the validity 
of a patent or as to the validity of its con- 
tinuance, it is the Minister who has to hear 
and decide the question. It is thought 
that that is more a subject for considera- 
tion by the court, and it is proposed to give 
it to the court, as we did the other day 
with respect to trade marks. The second 
object of the Bill is merely to correct some 
verbal omissions and alterations in the 
existing law. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 
DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT BILL. 
THIRD BEADING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (7) “An Act 
further to amend ‘ The Dominion Elections 
Act, ” Chapter eight of the Revised Statutes 
of Canada. 


Hon. Mz.CLEMOW from the committee, 
reported the Bill without amendment. 


The report was received and adopted. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am sorry that 
the hon. gentleman from New West- 
minster is not in his place. He asked me 
a question about this Bill when it came up 
for second reading, as to the time allowed 
for notification in British Columbia. I pro- 

ose to inform him that the provision of the 

lection Act granted for British Columbia 
the most extended time—the same time 
which is allowed for two or three other con- 
stituencies in the remainder of the Dom- 
inion, which cannot get their notices out in 
the usual time between nomination and 
iia I move the third reading of the 

ill. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


ESCAPES FROM INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS IN ONTARIO. 


SECOND READING POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day having been called- 
—Second reading Bill (8) “An Act respec, 
ting Escapes from Industrial Schoois in 
the Province of Ontario.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
Order of the Day be discharged,as the Bill 
was not printed. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should like to 
ask the leader of the House if his atten- 
tion has been directed to the fact that in 
the Dominion there are other industrial 
schools besides those in Ontario, and if 
there is to be a general Act, which will 
apply to all the industrial schools in the 
Provinces. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I may state that 
that question has already arisen, and is 
being considered, and there are one or two 
ethers of importance, and it is the con- 
sideration of these questions that has pre- 
vented the Bill from being now in shape 
to be proceeded with in the House before 
Thursday next. 


The Order of the Day was discharged. 


SECOND READINGS. 


The following Bills were read the second 
time without debate :— 

Bill (71) “An Act to incorporate the 
Brandon and South Western Railway 
Company.” (Mr. Boulton.) 
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Bill (69) “ An Act respecting the St, 
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway 
Company.” (Mr. McCallum.) 

Bill (64) “An Act to incorporate the 
Moncton and Prince Edward Island Rail- 
way and Ferry Company.” (Mr. Poirier.) 


INTERPROVINCIAL BRIDGE COM- 
PANY BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second 
reading of Bill (64) “ An Act to incorpor- 
ate the Interprovincial Bridge Company.” 
He said: This is a Bill to authorize the 
construction of a bridge to connect the 
cities of Ottawa and Hull. It will be for. 
railways as well as for general passenger. 
traffic. I may say that a new principle is. 
incorporated in this Bill, inasmuch as it 
gives power to all railways, both present 
and future, to use this bridge on equal 
terms; and, therefore, it will be no mono- 
poy and will obviate the necessity of 

uilding several other bridges across the, 
Ottawa River. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am very glad to. 
hear from the promoter of this Bill that 
the company have adopted a new panes, 
and that they propose to allow all railway 
companies to use their bridge on equal 
terms; but I think that there are one or 
two considerations which arise in connec- 
tion with this Bill that deserve a little 
attention before it is read the second time, 
and the House is thereby committed to its 
principle. Hon. gentlemen will remember 
that legislation was passed by the State of 
New York, and also by the Province of 
Ontario, some years ago, to prevent the 
utilization of the Niagara Falls for the pur- 
pose of commerce or manufacture, and I 
think that this Bill brings up a similar 

uestion to the proposal to utilize the 

iagara Falls for manufacturing purposes, 
By the third clause of this Billit proposes 
that : 

‘*3. The company may erect, construct, work, 
maintain, manage and use a railway bridge, with the 
n approaches, over the Ottawa River, from 
some point in the city of Ottawa between Metcalfe 
square and the ferry landing at the foot of St. Patrick 
street, or from sume point on the Rideau Canal, 
within the limits of the city of Ottawa, to some point 
in the city of Hull.” | 


I think it would be a piece of vandalism 
to build a railway bridge from the foot of 
the canal here to the city of Hull. In 
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addition to its being an exceedingly objec- 
tionable thing to have the trains running 
so close to the Parliament buildinge, be- 
tween here and Major Hill, or between the 
Parliament buildings and Nepean Point, 
it would disfigure the landscape just at 
the seat of Government, and this is a fea- 
ture that we should think over before de- 
ciding what we shall do. There is now a 
good railway bridge from the Hull side of 
the river to Ottawa, and if another bridge 
is necessary it might be constructed alittle 
farther down the river, so that it would 
not come right in between those buildings 
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the idea was to build a bridge at Rockliffe, 
but it was found that the expense of the 
approaches and the difficulties were 80 
great that it was abandoned. I think I 
can satisfy hon. gentlemen that this bridge 
will not interfere with the beauty of the 
scenery or the convenience of the Parlia- 
ment grounds or buildings. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bill (80) “ An Act respecting the Grand 


and the grounds on the other side of| Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Rail- 


the canal, which are almost adjuncts to the 
Parliament grounds. While 1 do not pro- 
pose to oppose the Bill, I give notice that 
when it comes before the committee that 
I shall move that it be so amended as to 
provide that no bridge shall be erected 
within the Government grounds here. 
the commercial interests of Ottawa require 
another bridge it should be constructed a 
little farther down the river, where it will 
do just as much good to the promoters as 
at the mouth of the canal, and where it 
will not disfigure the landscape or inter- 
fere with the Parliament buildings 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—It seems to me 
that the people of the city of Ottawa have 
. considered this matter themselves, and 
should know where the best place to locate 
the bridge is to be had. 


- Hon. MR. POWER—It is not a matter 
in which the citizens of Ottawa are alone 
interested. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think the 
roadway being so much lower than the 
Parliament grounds and buildings, that 
they will never suffer any inconvenience 
from the railway or bridge. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW —The proposed 
location for the bridge is at Nepean Point, 
below the canal. tt is the most con- 
venient point at which to accommodate rail- 
ways on the other side of the river, and 
there is a clause in the Bill which provides 
that before we can enter upon the public 
property we require to have the consent 
of the Government, and I fancy the inter- 
ests of the people will be protected. As 
it is the only eligible site on which a 
bridge can be constructed, I don’t see how 
it should not be adopted. Some years ago 


If|for the relief of Samuel May.” 


way Company.” (Mr. McKindsey.) 

ill (61) “An Act to amend the Act 
incorporating the Lake Manitoba and Canal 
Company.” (Mr. Lougheed.) 

Bill (16) “An Act to confer on the 
Commissioner of Patents certain powers 


McKindsey.) a 

Bill (84) “An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Victoria and Sault Ste. 
Marie Junction Railway Company.” (Mr. 
McKindsey.) 


The Senate adjourned at 5:05 p.m. 


THE SENATE, 
Ottawa, Tuesday, March 11th, 1890. 
THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock. 
Prayers and routine proceedings. 


DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL DOCU- 
MENTS BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (T) ‘“ An Act 
to prevent the Disclosure of Official Doca- 
ments and Information.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the 1st clause— 


Hon. Mr. POWER said: As this is a 
new Bill, and one of considerable import- 
ance, and as, no doubt, most of the mem- 
bers of the House are not familiar with it, 
each clause should be explained by the 
hon. gentleman who has charge of the 
measure. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The fact is, the 
explanation is really in the clause itself. 
The principle of the Bill is simply to make 
a punishable offence of the disclosure of 
official information of which an employé 
of the Government comes into possession 
by virtue of his office. That is the whole 
objet of the Bill. There is considerable 
verbiage in the Bill, necessarily, to cover 
every transaction. It is as nearly as pos- 
sible a copy of the English Bill lately 
passed on this subject, which received a 
great deal of attention and was very care- 
fully prepared. Ou reading this Bill it 
seems to me to bear on the face of it proof 
of the greatest attention to make it apply 
to every branch or every species of offence 
against the principle of secrecy which 
every person in a position of trust should 
observe. I do not know that I can explain 
anything further than that. The first 
clause defines what constitutes the offence. 
That clause really appears to extend to 
persons who are intruding themselves into 
places where they have no right to be, and 
thereby obtaining such information. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It appears to me 
that while the general purpose of the Bill 
may be a good one, it still requires a little 
more light on the subject. The first para- 
graph says: “ Every person who, for the 
purpose of wrongfully obtaining informa- 
tion.” The question 1s, what does “ wrong- 
fully’ mean here? That is a question 
which suggests itself to me at once. The 
term “wrongfully ” is not defined any- 
where, but I presume it must mean a per- 
son does a thing wrongfully if he does itin 
contravention of any provision of the Bill. 
The word “wrongfully” is not defined. 
Tako the fourth Pilar of that first 
section, and the effect will be this: “ Who- 
ever, when outside any fortress, arsenal, 
factory, dock-yard or camp in Canada 
belonging to Her Majesty, takes or attempts 
to take, without authority given by or on 
behalf of Her Majesty, any sketch or plan 
of that fortress, arsenal, factory, dock-yard 
or camp," such an offender is guilty of a mis- 
demeanor. Now in the city from which 1 
come there are a number of Imperial fortifi- 
<ations, and under this provision of the Bill 
an artist who sat down to sketch the mar- 
tello tower down at Mount Pleasant Park 
or sketch Fort Ogilvie, or Fort Cambridge, 
or who sketched the citadel from the out- 
side, would be guilty of a misdemeanor. 
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oe Me. MILLER— Ifhe did it wrong- 
fully. 


Hon. Mz. POWER— Apparently, he 
does it wrongfully unless he previously 
got permission. Now, nearly every sum- 
mer American artists come to Halifax, and 
they sketch the different parts of the pen- 
insula upon which the city stands, includ- 
ing the fortifications, and our own native 
artists do the same thing, these people 
having no intention of making any im- 
proper use of those sketches. But under 
this fourth paragraph every one of these 
men would be guilty of a misdemeanor 
and liable to the penalties inflicted by this 
Bill. 1 think hon. gentlemen will see 
that the language of this particular para- 
graph at any rate would need to be a little 
more guarded than it is. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will perceive that these American artists 
who come to take sketches of the fortifica- 
tions at Halifax may or may not do so 
with an evil intent, but in taking these 
sketches they do what they are not per- 
mitted to do in sketching their own fort- 
resses. Recently I visited an American 
fortress, and I found on the front doors of 
that fortress an extract from a law notify- 
ing the public that they must not take a 
sketch of it or photograph it, or sketch or 
photograph any part of it, and that any- 
one doing 80 is liable to be prosecuted 
criminally. That would be the case with 
these American artists if they undertook 
to sketch a fort in their own country. It 
is à very simple matter, if an artist wishes 
to take a sketch of a public building or 
fortification, to get permission. It is per- 
fectly obvious that while the artist, in 
taking a sketch, might be perfectly in- 
nocent of any evil intent, he might be do- 
ing something as injurious to the welfare 
of the country as anyone could imagine 
anything to be. These sketches might 
be taken for the express purpose of plac- 
ing them in the hands of a hostile Govern- 
ment as ameans of gaining access to our 
ortifications. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I think there is 
complete protection afforded for the class 
of people that the hon. gentleman refers to 
by the use of the word “ wrongfully.” The 
onus of proof would be on the prosecutor. 


Hon. Me. DEVER—Who would be the 
judge ? | 
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Hon. Me. MILLER—The person before 
whom the case would be tried; but the 
onus of proof under this Bill would be with 
the prosecutor. He would have to show 
that the sketch was taken wrongfully. 
Under the law of the United States, as 
mentioned by the leader of the House, 
there is no protection at all afforded to any 
person such as is provided by this Bill, and 
therefore there can be no reasonable objec- 
tion to the clause. I think that such a law 
as this is highly necessary. It is onl 
surprising to me that we did not place suc 
a law on the Statute-book long ago. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—There is such a 
law on the Statute-book of every country 
in Europe. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—The same law 
exists in every country in Europe. Only 
the other day I was conversing with an 
artist who had recently been in France, 
and he told me that when he made an 
attempt to sketch the fortifications in a 
town he was not allowed to do so without 
ointed 


pee from a certain officer a 
0 make 


r the purpose. I think we shou 
a similar provision in our own laws. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I can confirm 
what our hon. leader has said. A few 
ears ago [ was visiting a lurge fortress 
in Minnesota, the name of which I have 
forgotten, and the first thing that con- 
fronted me was a notice that 1 was not to 
take any sketches ; and more than that, the 
officer who went uround with me, when I 
showed him my letters, stated that he was 
very glad to show me the fortress, but 
said there were certain things he could not 
show me. He thought I was a colonel in 
the army, because I showed him my com- 
mission as a colonel in the volunteers, and 
he took me round and pointed out what he 
pleased, but no more. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I presume the 
leader of the House does not think that 1 
am opposing his Bill. I am calling at- 
tention to a provision in the first clause 
which I think is of doubtful propriety. If 
the doctrine laid down by the hon. member 
from Richmond is correct, that the onus 
of proof that the sketch was obtained for 
a wrongful purpose is with the Govern- 
ment, I think the objection to the Bill will 
be very considerably diminished. If the 
Government have proof that the person 


intended to make a oe use of the 
sketch there would be no objection to such 
legislation. The portion of the first clause 
to which I object is the paragraph that I 
have read. it is perfectly right that no 
one should be allowed to go into a fortress 
and take a sketch, but to say that an artist 
cannot sit down and sketch a military 
tower or fort from the outside without 
being liable to prosecution for a misde- 
meanor seems to me to be going too far. 
It occurs to me that it would be wiser to 
strike out this provision. The other 
clauses are not objectionable. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—The case of 
the amateur sketchers in whom my hon. 
friend from Halifax appears to be inter- 
ested is protected by this clause. [f their 
object is of a bona fide character they can 
get permission from the authorities to 
allow them to sketch. It seems to me 
that the very place where a fortress like 
that of Halifax requires to be defended is 
from the outside. If it is to be attacked 
it is from the outside, and it is from there 
tbat the mischief would be done. 


The clause was adopted. 


On the 2nd clause,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said that the blanks 
could be filled in the House of Commons. 


Hon. Me. MILLER said he thought that 
the Senate had the power to fix the penalty, 
and should do so. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said he would let 
the clause stand until the third reading, 
and would in the meantime make enquiry 
on the subject. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.), from the 
committee, reported the Bill without 
amendment. | 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
Bill be read the third time to-morrow. 


Hon. MR. MILLER—I would like to 
say to the leader of the House that it is 
only proper that he should make careful 
onquiry with regard to filling that part of 
the blank fixing the penalty and the term 
of imprisonment, because if we possess the 
power it is not right that we should give 
it up. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—It is for beeper 
pose I have postponed the third reading 
of the Bill until to-morrow. 





SECOND READING POSTPONED. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—Before the 
next Order of the Day is called, I wish to 
say that I was absent from the House 
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SECOND READINGS. 


Bill (55) “ An Act to incorporate the 
Shore Line Railway Bridge Company.” 
(Mr. Botsford.) 

Bill (80) “ An Act respecting the Grand 


when the order for the second reading of Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Rail- 


the Bill to provide for the use of the Gaelic 
language in official proceedings was called. 
I bad no idea that we contd reach the 
Orders of the Day so quickly. I, there- 
fore, move that the Bill be restored to the 
Order Paper, and that i: be read tho second 
time on the 18th inst. 


Hon. Mr, MILLER—The hon. gentle- 
man is out of order in interrupting the 
Orders of the Day with a motion of this 
kind, Then he is out of order in makin 
& motion without notice. I do not thin 
that the House would object if my hon. 
friend would move to have the Order re- 
stored to the Paper after we are through 
with the Orders of the Day, but to move 
it now would be to confuse the minutes. 


Tot SPEAKER—The hon. poe 
can move it after the Orders of the Day are 
through with, but I do not think that a 
notice is required. 

Hon. Me. MILLER—The Bill has been 
dropped. 

Hon. Mk DEVER—By whom ? 

Hon. Me. MILLER—By the House. 

Hon. Mr. DEVER—By accident. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I say when a Bill 
is dropped once, a regular notice of motion 
has to be made to place it on the Orders. 
That is as clear as anything can be. 


Hon. Me. MoINNES (B.C.)—I am the 
last member of this House who would vio- 
late any of our rules. At the same time, | 
thought I should call the attention of the 
House to the manner in which the Bill 
had been dropped, and ask to have it placed 
on the Orders for the second reading on 
Tuesday next. 


Hon. Me. POW ER—The hon. gentleman 
can make that mation when we are through 
with the Orders of the Day. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—The hon. gentle- 


+ Company.” (Mr. Vidal.) 

ill (61) “An Act to incorporate the 
Lake Manitoba Railway and Canal Com- 
pany.” (Mr, Lougheed.) 


SAMUEL MAY RELIEF BIULL. 
SECOND READING POSTPONED. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved the second reading of Bill (16) “An 
Act to confer on the Commissioner of 
Patents certain powers for the relief of 
Samuel May.” He said: The Bill on its 
face states the object to be attained. It 
appears that Mr. May had expended a large 
amount of money in plant and buildings for 
the purpose of manufacturing this patent- 
ed article, and through the neglect of bis 
solicitor to pay the necessary patent fees 
the patent lapsed. The object of this Bill 
is to have it restored. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I think the House 
should consider well before passing this 
Bill. The grounds on which this applica- 
tion for legislation is made are set forth 
in the preamble. It appears that in July 
1883, this patent was applied for and 
granted for a period of five years. I call 
attention to section 22 of the Patent Act, 
which regulates such applications: 


‘*22. The term limited for the duration of eve 
tent of invention issued by the Patent Office sh 
be fifteen years ; but at the time of the application 
therefor it shall be at the cpu of the applicant to 
pay the full fee required for the term of fifteen years, 
or the partial fee required for the term of five years, 

or the partial fee required for the term of ten years : 
‘2. If a partial fee only is paid, the proportion of 
the fee pas shall be stated in the patent, and the 
patent shall, notwithstanding anything therein or in 
this Act contained, cease at the end of the term for 
which the partial fee has been paid, unless at or 
before the expiration of the said term the holder of 
the patent pays the fee required for the further term 
of five or ten years, and obtains from the Patent 
Office a certificate of such payment in the form which 
i adopted.” 


is, from time to time, 

Now, thatis very plain. The party comes 
here and says that his solicitor neglected, 
foe a period of three months, to pay the 


man can make it with the permission of|fee, and he now asks us to grant him a 


the House, and no doubt there will be no 
objection to it. I simply wished to pre- 
serve the regularity of our minutes. 

15 


atent for the full period of fifteen years 
rom the date of the original application. 
He asks us to do so on the ground that his 
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solicitor has failed to attend to his business. 
If we pass this Bill it will certainly be a 
bad precedent, and I do not know how it 
will be possible to maintain a patent office 
business if we are to be called on from time 
to time, under special circumstances, to 
grant these extensions by Acts of Parlia- 
ment, contrary to the principle laid 
down in the Patent Act. If there be 
any ground for the interference of Par- 
liament in cases of this kind it cer- 
tainly should be found in the Patent 
Act. There should be some power given 
to the Commissioner in that Act to decide 
on such applications. There is no such 
power, and this application, although it 
professes to stand on special grounds, is 
iret that sort of application which I think 

arliament ought not to grant. It is not 
from an ignorant, uneducated person, who 
might not, perhaps, be cognizant of the 
law, and whose acts ought not therefore 
to be too strictly scrutinized; but in this 
case the ground of the application is the 
neglect of the solicitor employed todo the 
work. He is suppused to be a man cog- 
nizant of the law; and if he does not know 
the law or neglects his duty he is liable 
to the person who employs him. I think 
it does not require much consideration to 
show that if this application is to be 
granted we shall have this House flooded 
with such legislation. The patentee has 
had the benefit of his patent for five years, 
and even if we refuse to pass this Bill he 
will not be deprived of anything. He will 
still have his plant and buildings. There 
is another matter to be considered—the 
effect which this legislation must necessa- 
rily have upon the persons who have been 
acting upon the idea that this patent 
expired in July, 1888. We are asked to 
validate this patent and to give this legisla- 
tion a retrospective effect. Since this patent 
lapsed persons may have made use of the 
invention, and if we validate the patent 
from the time when it was granted these 
parties will be subject to prosecution. 
There is a provision in the second section 
which carefully secures all the rights 
acquired by those who purchased the right 
to use the invention, and that shows the 
necessity of carefully looking at this legis- 
lation; because I take it for granted that 
if such a case should be made out as to call 
for the intervention of Parliament they 
certainly should protect the rights of 
other people who acquired them r this 


patent had expired, as well as the rights 
of those who paid for the assignment of 
the patent. | make a special appeal to 
the leader of the House, whose business it 
is to see that legislation is carried on in 
this House on some definite principle. 
This is a mere matter of administration. 
The authorities seem to have been doin 

their duty, and Ido not see why we should, 
by passing this Bill, establish a bad prece- 

ent. | 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) — I 
have no interest whatever in this Bill. It 
was simply handed to me to present to the 
House, and I was not aware that any seri- 
ous opposition would be made to it. 
Therefore, I am not prepared to meet the 
objections which my hon, friend has 
raised. I simply ask that an opportunity be 
given to get an explanation. the House 
will permit the Bill to be read the second 
time now, and referred to the Committee 
on Standing Orders and Private Bills, 
the gentleman interested in it can 
appear before that committee and 
make explanations, and if they are not 
satisfactory the Bill could be thrown out 
on the third reading. If the House will 
permit that course to be pursued I think 
the public interests will not suffer, and it 
will only be showing fair play to the parties 
interested in the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TI shall cer- 
tainly oppose any such motion as the hon. 
gentleman suggests. In fact, we would be 
committing ourselves to the principle of 
this Bill, which certainly, in my opinion, is 
very vicious, Hesays thatthe matter can 
be investigated before the Committee on 
Standing Orders and Private Bills. Now, 
what has the committee to investigate? 
The facts are stated in the preamble of the 
Bill, and nothing further can be elicited by 
the committee. On the face of this Bill 
it is vicious. We are asked, after a patent 
has lapsed and other persons have engaged 
in the making of the patented article, to 
exclude them from its operation. People 
engaged in a business watch for the ex- 
piration of patents affecting it and quickly 
adopt the invention whenever they can do 
so. This Bill notonly asks that the patent 
shall be revived, but that any person who 
paid for the privilege of using the patented 
article shall also he protected, but that 
anybody who has gone to the expense of 
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manufacturing these instruments, on the 
supposition that the patent expired last 
July, shall be prevented from carrying on 
his opeiations— in fact, that he shall 
be liable for damages for continuing his 
operations. I say that this Bill, on the 
face of it, gives all the information that 
the hon. gentleman could furnish if it 
reached the committee. If we agree to 
the second reading we shall be stultifying 
ourselves by sending it to a committee. 
Not only would the passage of this Bill be 
injurious to those who are interested in 
the patent, but it would be a dangerous 
precedent to establish. Persons having 
patents might let them expire if they 
thought they were of no value, and then 
afterwards, if any advantage could be de- 
rived from doing so, they would apply for 
such legislation as this. I shall oppose 
the second reading of the Bill. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—I do not read the 
Bill as my hon. friend from Lunenburg 
does. This man took out a patent, in 
1883, for fifteen years. Thepatent lapsed 
through failure of the solicitor to pay his 
fees at the end of five years. Now he asks 
to be restored to the position that he oc- 
cupied in 1883. As I read the Bill, if any- 
body between July, 1888, and the time that 
this Bill becomes law, has undertaken to 
manufacture this patented article, ‘he can 
go on manufacturing it. His rights would 
not be destroyed in the slightest degree by 
this legislation. 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—Oh, no. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT —The recital is incon- 
sistent with the enacting clause. The 
second clause reads in this way: “ Any 
person who has, within the period between 
the 12th day of July, one thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-eight, and the ex- 
tension or renewal hereunder—” that is, 
from the time this Act receives the Royal 
assent—“of the said letters patent, ac- 
quired any interest or right in respect of 
such improvements or invention shall con- 
tinue to enjoy the same as if this Act had 
not been passed.” Now, it is a well settled 
principle that anybody who, within a cer- 
tain period within which a patent may be 
taken out, commences to manufacture, is 
permitted to continue to manufacture. He 
manufactures, notwithstanding the grant- 
ing of the patent. He has the privilege 
of ro but I maintain, under 

1 
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this Bill, that if three or four persons 
have commenced the manufacture of 
this article during the time between 
which this patent lapsed and this Bill goes 
into operation they can continue to do so, 
und if there is any doubt about the lan- 
guage of the Bill, the committee to whom 
it is to be referred can make it perfectly 
clear and plain, so that no person who has 
obtained any sort of right under this Bill 
shall be disturbed in that right. I con- 
sider the position of the patentee can be 
made perfectly consistent with the rights 
of those who have commenced to manu- 
facture, and in that way we do no sub- 
stantial harm toanybody. We give the 
petentee anything that is left. We 

o not disturb those who have com- 
menced to manufacture, because the 
patentee has been guilty of laches in not 
looking after the extension of his patent. 
If the Bill is at all doubtful on that point 
the Committee on Standing Orders and 
Private Bills will take good care that it is 
made perfectly clear that such is the in- 
tention of the Act; because, one would be 
misled, no doubt, by reading the preamble, 
which does not agree with the enacting 
clause. If hon. gentlemen are drawing 
their conclusions simply from reading the 
preamble, then I think they are quite right 
in opposing this Bill; but if they interpret 
the clause as | interpret it (and I think it 
is the only correct interpretation to be put 
on it), then we will do ample justice to 
those who have commenced in the interim 
to manufacture, and to the patentee as well. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—My hon. friend 
has not read the first section. It says that 
this is an application which is to start 
from this date. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—As against persons 
who are manufacturing. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The first section 
says: “The Commissioner of Patents may 
receive from the said Samuel May the ap- 
plication and usual fee for a renewal or 
extension of the said letters patent for the 
remainder of the term of fifteen years from 
the date thereof,’—that is, fifteen years 
from the Ist of July, 1883. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—And the final words 
of the clause are: “in as full and amplea 
manner as if application therefor had 
been duly made within five years from the 
date of the issue of said letters patent.” 
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Hon. Me. SCOTT—It is a well under- 
stood principle of construing statutes that 
the subsequent clauses control, and there 
is a special protection for the parties who 
have commenced to manufacture. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It says anybody 
who has acquired the right. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—He may acquire the 
right without the leave or consent of the 
patentee. The committee can make that 
perfectly plain. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I regret very much 
that I feel compelled to suggest that this 
subject is too dangerous a one for the 
House to break upon precedent in order 
to meet the views of the petitioner. The 
law, as my hon. friend from Ottawa says, 
makes an exception in favor of any person 
who has acquired by use a right to manu- 
facture whatever it is that was patented 
by these letters patent; but it does not 
make provision for the case of persons 
who may have made pe arations to use 
it at some expense, and who have not been 
able to complete them; but my objection 
to the Bill does not rest on that ground. 
The Patent Act provides a means by whicha 

erson may continue his patent in force for 
fifteen years. The patent is an encroach- 
ment on the rights of the public in the 
first instance, and it, of course, ought to 
be construed with reasonable strictness in 
favor of the public. The general patent 
law, which governs all cases, provides in 
effect that if a patentee neglects to make 
the payments which the Act prescribes 
within the ‘time fixed by law the inven- 
tion becomes the property of the public. 
In the present case the payment ought to 
have been made in March, as I judge from 
the Bill, and it was not offered until Octo- 
ber; so for six months this improvement 
and invention became the property of the 

ublic, to deal with as they thought proper. 

he application which is made by the peti- 
tioner is to re-vest in him, after the expi- 
ration of six mounths, those rights which 
were vested in the public since last March. 
The general pepe on which we should 
refuse to pass this Bill is that the patent 
law must be preserved intact; otherwise, 
there will be no end to the infringement 
of it, and no end to the number of cases in 
which we shall be called upon to pass Acts, 
in order to remove the disability which has 
been created by the neglect of the patentee. 





This principle has been affirmed sostrongly 
during the past years that I think we 
ought not to ignore that fact. There 
have been applications to Parliament 
ever since this Patent Act was passed, 
repeatedly asking, in cases very much 
harder than this, for relief, and it has inva- 
riably be refused. On the last occasion 
when a Bill of this description was intro- 
duced it was objected to, and the six months’ 
hoist was unanimously agreed to in another 
place. I refer to that because, although what 
may be decided iu another place is not at 
all binding upon us, the reasons which 
were given there seemed to me 80 strong, 
so unanswerable, so incontrovertible, that 
I venture to refer to what was said 
on that occasion as something to which 
we must at all events accord a considerable 
degree of weight. The principal objecters 
to the passage of the Bill were Messrs. 
Blake, Mackenzie, the late lamented 
Thomas White, Pope and three or four 
other gentlemen whose opinions are en- 
titled to the greatest respect, but who, 
perhaps, did not fill so large a place in 
the eye of the public as those I have 
mentioned. Without any exception, and 
without any objection in the end, the six 
months’ hoist was agreed to by the House, 
practice /y upon the grounds which I 

ave just stated, that the law must be 
obeyed, that Parliament cannot prop- 
erly be applied to for the purpose of 
relieving people who neglect to per- 
form the conditions on which they hold 
their rights as against the public; that it 
would be a precedent of a most dangerous 
character, and would tend to embarrass 
Parliament with constant applications for 
relief to an extent which would in the end 
make the law a dead letter. No reason 
has been given for this Bill, except that of 
the omission to pay the fees. If we should 
pass this Bill every person who neglects 
to renew his patent might at any period of 
time—because six months is a considerable 
time—come to this House and cite this 
legislation as a precedent for the passage 
of an Act relieving him. One of the most 
distinguished of the gentlemen I have 
mentioned, on the occasion I have referred 
to, said: 

‘ Many of these cases are no doubt very hard. We 
have heard of cases where persons holding patents had 
instructed their agent to apply, but the agent had b 
some mistake n tte his duty, ora mail was delay 


and we were obliged to say in such cases that the 
party must have recourse against his agent for neglect- 
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ing his duty, but that they could not come to Parlia- 
ment, because, if the door were once opened for such 
cases the law would be always evaded. What we have 
done in one Seasion we will be asked to do in the next 

ion, and there will be a great many more cases 
than there were at first. Every one of us who has sat 
here for any length of time knows that in any case 
where we have passed a bad Act or granted an excep- 
tional indulgence it is quoted time and again, and 
always as a precedent for doing something worse and 
opening the door wider.” 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—How did the House 
of Commons happen to pass this Bill ? 


Hon. Mrz. ABBOTT — My friend the 
Minister of Justice called my attention to 
this: it appears that the Bill passed 
through the House of Commons without 
being observed, and it is left to us to per- 
form the function—which I am happy to 
say we do most successfully perform, on a 
great many occasions, notwithstanding 
what people say about us—of correcting 
the legislation of the other House. My 
attention was called to this Bill by the 
Minister of Justice, who expressed a strong 
opinion, similar to that of Mr. Blake, Mr. 

ackenzie and these other gentlemen to 
whom I have referred, on the subject, and 
stated his extreme regret that it had 
passed, and his hopes that such a Bill 
would not be permitted by the Senate to 
become law. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
should like to have the second reading of 
the Bill 
opportunity to communicate with the 
gentleman who placed it in my hands. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I should think that 
that would be quite proper. 


Hon. Me. MacINNES (Burlington) mov- 
ed that the Order of the Day be discharged, 
and that the Bill be read the second time 
on Thursday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


VICTORIA AND SAULT STE. MARIE 
RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved the second reading of Bill (84) “An 
Act to amend the Act to incorporate the 
Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction 
Railway Company.” He said: This is 
simply an ordinary Bill for the extension 
of a short line to a line on which a large 
sum of money has been expended. The 


stponed until I have had an|J 


object of the Bill is to give powers to build 
a railway to connect with it, 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


THE GAELIC LANGUAGE BILL. 
RESTORED TO THE ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) moved 
that Bill (P) “An Act to provide for the 
use of the Gaelic Language in Official Pro- 
ceedings” be restored to the Order Paper, 
and that the second reading take place on 
the 19th instant. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY— Perhaps it would 
be better to take the sense ot the House 
as to its being read the second time this 
day three months. I will move that in 
amendment. 


Hon, Mr. PROWSE— I shall oppose the 
roposition to take up this matter on a 
uture occasion, because, I take it, the 
object of my hon. friend is simply to have 
a joke, and I think the dignity of this 
House would be —— 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B C.)—I rise to a 
question of order. The hon. gentleman 
has no right to impute motives. He hys 
no right to suy that my object in bringing 
this Bill before the House is to have a 
joke. Itis no joke, and hon. gentlemen 
who take that position will, perhaps be- 
fore long, learn that it is not. The least 
that can be done is to allow the Bill to go 
to the second reading, and after the ex- 
planation that I propose to make the sense 
of the House can be taken. If it is the 
opinion of the majority that the Bill shall 
not become law I will bow to the decision— 
but to take advantage of a mere technical 
objection, simpy because I was beyond the 
bar of the House when the Order was 
called, to defeat the Bill, is something that 
is unfair, and without precedent in this 
House—at all events, since I became a 
member of it. If lam not allowed to go 
on with this Bill I shall move a substan- 
tive resolution, by which I can get the 
sense of the House and have my views 
placed on record. It is unfair, unjust, and 
contrary to the precedents in this House 
to take such a course as that which has 
been proposed by the hon. members from 
Amherst and Prince Edward Island. I 
rose to the question of order. The hon. 
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gentleman has no right whatever to im- 
pute such a motive to me as a desire to 
play a practical joke on the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I rise toa question 
of order. The hon. gentleman who had 
charge of the Bill was granted permission 
to move that it be placed on the Orders of 
the Day. Now, it is not competent for 
any gentleman, when the hon. member 
moves that resolution, to discuss the sub- 
stance or the principle of the Bill. It may 
be competent to vote down the resolution 
which the hon. gentleman has moved, but 
it is not competent, under that resolution, 
to discuss the principle of the Bill, which 
can only be done at the second reading of 
the Bill itself. I may say, I think it is 
quite unprecedented, after the House has 
accorded to an hon. gentleman the right 
to make his motion to have the Bill re- 


placed on the Orders of the Day, that that | P 


pov eee should be refused. Of course, the 
on, gontleman van get his Bill before the 
House in a shorter time by re-introducing 
it in a somewhat different form. 


Toe SPEAKER—If a Bill stands on the 
Order Paper for the second reading, and 
the hon. gentleman who has charge of the 
Bill is not here, and enquiry is made if 
anybody is to take charge of it, and there 
is no answer, there is no other course but 
to pronounce the Bill dropped. It is also 
equally clear that the hon. gentleman has 
a right, without notice, after the Orders of 
the Day are disposed of, to move that this 
order be restored to the Order Paper. It 
is not competent to discuss the subject of 
the Bill on that motion. 


The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (88) “An Act to incorporate the 
North Canadian and Atlantic Railway and 
Steamship Company.” (Mr. Bolduc.) 

Bill (60) “An Act to incorporate the 
Rainy River Boom Company.” (Mr. Mac- 
Innes.) 

Bill (75) “An Act respecting the Cal- 
gary Water Power Company, “Limited.” 
(Mr. Lougheed.) 


The Senate ajourne 1 at 4.30 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday March 12th, 1890. 


Toe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported from the 
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and 
Harbors, were read a third time and passed, 
without any debate. 

Bill (72) “An Act to incorporate the 
Brandon and South-Western Railway Com- 

any.” (Mr. Miller.) 

Bill (36) “ An Act to confirm an a 
ment between the Qu’Appelle, Long e 
and Saskatchewan Steamboat Company 
and the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
any.” (Mr. McKindsey.) 

Bill (49) ““An Act respecting the New 
Brunswick Railway Company.” (Mr. 
Wark.) 

Bill (64) “An Act to incorporate the 
Moncton and Prince Edward Island Rail- 
way and Ferry Company.” (Mr. Wark.) 


ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA 
RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 


REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Commit- 
tee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, 
reported Bill (69) “ An Act respecting the 
St. Catharines and Niagara Railway Com- 
pany,” with certain amendments. He 
said: I might explain that the clause 
which has been struck out by the commit- 
tee was a clause affecting the relative 

ositions of the company and the city of 
St Catharines in regard to a large amount 
of bonds, to the extent of $80,000. It has 
crept into the Bill, upparently by mistake, 
in another place, and we were called apon 
to correct Mat mistake by striking it out 
at the instance of the promoters of the Bill 
and also at the instance of persons affected 
by itin St. Catharines. Perhaps from the 
peculiar position of the Bill these amend- 
ments and the Bill generally can be con- 
sidered before the third reading at a future 
day, as I havo had an intimation that there 
is another important clause required to be 
added, because the Bill as it stands will 
affect pending litigation. That, of course, 
we would have corrected had it been 
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brought to our notice while the Bill was 
in committee. This explanation, perhaps, 
will be considered sufficient reason for 
moving that the report of the committee 
be considered to-morrow instead of to-day, 


The report was received. 
ERIE AND HURON RAILWAY CO.’S 
BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, 
reported Bill (57) ‘“ An Act respecting the 
Erie and Huron Railway Company,” with 
certain amendments. He said: These 
amendments occur in the clause which 
gives the company an extension of two 
years for the commencement and com- 
pletion of the work, and it became 
necessary in consequence of an oversight 
in sending the Bill up to us with that 
clause, without the usual guards which are 
provided in such cases, and certainly by 
the provision of the General Railway Act, 
and we have simply added to this ex- 
tension of time the same principle which 
is the general law of the land with regard 
to all railways, and which appears not to 
have occurred to any of the persons who 
were engaged in the consideration of this 
Bill in another place. It simply provides 
that if the company do not complete their 
work, and if they go on under this, that 
the clause shall cease to have effect and 
they shall not be able to go on with any 
further work, so that it will simply legal- 
ize what is done up to the aid of that 
expiration of time, leaving the company 
in exactly the same position, and using 
exactly the identical words of the Railway 
Act. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved that the 
amendment be concurred in. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was read the third time and 


IMMIGRATION IN THE NORTH- 
WEST TERRITORIES. 


MOTION, 


Hon. MR. LOUGHEED rose to— 


Direct the attention of this honorable House to 
the great advantages that would accrue to the entire 
Dominion through the adoption by the Dominion 
Government of a system of immigration ted to 
speedily settle the vacant lands of Manitoba and the 


———— 


North-West Territories ; and enquire what steps the 
Government intend to take towards the adoption of 
such a system ? 


He said: I might say in this connection, 
that the North-West Territories have not 
the same powers as the other Provinces 
to deal with this question. The Territories 
have not the absolute coutrol of the Federal 
fund and cannot divert any portion of it 
in this particular direction, except through 
the Federal Government. They further- 
more have not the power to pledge the 
credit of the Territories in the same manner 
that the Provinces have to pledge the credit 
of their particular Province. It therefore 
becomes necessary that this course should 
be pursued by a representative from the 
Territories, so that the importance of this 
question might be brought before this 
honorable House. I would just observe in 
the first place that I justify my advocacy of 
this subject upon a couple of general prin- 
ciples which Î think will be assented to by 
this honorable House. In the first place, to 
have a nation we must have population, and, 
in the second place,the importance or great- 
ness of that nation depends upon the 
numerical strength of its population. Itis 
unnecessary for me to say that the nations 
of other countries prove this fact. If we 
look at the nations of other continents the 
fact is patent of the correctness of the gen- 
eral proposition which I have laid down, 
that in proportion to the increase of popu- 
lation will be found the sum of the great- 
ness of that nation and of its national 
security; in proportion to the increase of 

pulation you will find a corresponding 
increase of all those elements which go to 
constitute national greatness; in propor- 
tion to the increase of population cities will 
grow, lands will be tilled ana the nation will 
become prosperous ; in proportion to the in- 
crease Of population railways will be built, 
industries will spring up, established ones 
will be expanded, ships will be made to 
plough the ocean highway and capital will 
vie with capital in opening up national re- 
sources, In fact, new vitality will be given 
to the body politic by the adoption of such 
a scheme of emigration as that which I 
am about to advocate. 1 am aware that 
there has prevailed, up to the present time, 
a comparative indifference in the minds of 
the people of Canada, in regard to this 
very important subject. Iam not going to 
say that one Administration or another has 
been lax in its duty in respect to this very 
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important matter. I think public opinion 
in eastern Canada is entirely to blame for 
the laxity or indifference which has pre- 
vailed up to the present time, in not urg- 
ing the adopting of as vigorous an emigra- 
tion policy as we find in other countries 
on this continent as well as Australia. 
To prove the force of the contention 
which I have just submitted, I would 
direct the attention of the House to 
what other countries upon this ‘continent 
as well as Australia are doing in this direc- 
tion. I would refer first to the Argentine 
Republic in the way of what it has been 
doing and is doing to-day in the way of im- 
migration. The Argentine Republic has, as 
you are doubtless aware, not by one-half the 
same area of land as we in Canada possess. 
The area of the Argentine Republic is 
1,619,500 square miles. The population at 
the last census—which I believe was taken 
quite recently —was 3,800,000. Theentire 
revenue does not exceed by véry much the 
revenue of our Dominion, yet we find the 
Argentine Republic spending over a mil- 
lion dollars per year to encourage immigra- 
tion. From the last report we learn that 
an appropriation was made by the Parlia- 
ment for fifty thousand assisted passages 
from the British Islands, Germany, Nor- 
way, Sweden and Denmark; and in the 
year 1889 a volume of immigration amouutt- 
ing to 250,000 souls went into the Argen- 
tine Republic. So important has that 
become that I find in a Blue Book issued 
by the Imperial Parliament particular 
attention is directed to the operations of 
the Argentine Repulic as a field for emi- 
gration. The volume which I hold in my 
hand is the correspondence respecting emi- 
gration to the Argentine Republic from 
the Imperial officers in the country. I find 
on page 1 of this report which has been 
prepared by the Imperial Parliament the 
following statement :— 


‘The Commissary-General of ea Dar Senor 
Navarro, has been sent to Europe, ,000 having 
been voted for his expenses, and a credit of $1,000,000 
opened to him for the purpose of attracting emi ts 
belonging to the northern races of Europe. He has 
been authorized to grant 50,000 assisted es. At 
the same time, Senor Lanus, the inspector of infor- 
mation offices, who resides in Paris, has been in- 
structed to furnish 20,000 assisted es for 
France alone. By this means, the Minister of For- 
eign Affairs trusts that the number of emi ts 
landing on the shores of the Argentine Republic in 
1888 will be at least 200,000.” 


I would direct your attention also to a 
paragraph which I find in the same cor- 
respondence, upon page 5 of the report: 
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‘Independently of the direct advantages to be de- 
rived. by British shipping from the conveyance of 
emigrants to the Argentine Republic, the owners of 
the large amount of capital invested in the country 
cannot fail to derive great benefit from the rapid in- 
crease of the population due to immigration. It is 
ab ba recognized that the chief element wanting 

or the development of the vast natural resources of 
the Republic is labor. During the last four years 
the immigration has averaged about 120.000 persons, 
almost exclusively belonging to the productive classes. 
It is calculated that at least 200,000 immigrants will 
land in this country during the current year, and that 
the annual average for the next decennial period will 
not fall short of 230,000 souls. The present popula- 
tion of the country is about 3,500,000, and it may be 
assumed, after making due allowance for occasional 
interruptions of the progressive increase of immigra- 
tion, that the po tion at the end of the century 
will be upwards of seven millions.” 


In the same report I find this state 
ment: | 
‘* During the four years 





1885-88, over 476,000 im- 
migrants arrived in the Republic or nearly 35 per 
cent. of the total immigration of 1,374,787 for the 
thirty-two years, 1857-88. It isof course not to be ex- 
pected that the full effect of the Argentine pro- 
paganda, including the subsidiary - passages to which 

alluded on a former occasion, will be felt for some 
time to come ; but I'am assured on the best author) 
that 40,000 immigrants, chiefly Belgian, Dutch, Nort 
German and Swedes, are confidently expected to 
arrive during the year 1889, the efforts of the Argen- 
tine agents having begun to bear fruit in all parts of 
norton Europe, excepting, perhaps, in the British 

8 8,” 


I find also on page 46 of this correspond- 
ence a statement which I apprehend 
must be true; otherwise, I cannot conceive 
that with the authority of the Imperial 
Parliament it would be inserted in one of 
their own Blue Books. It is areport from an 
extract taken from the Buenos Ayres 
Standard of 31st April, 1889: 


Immigration is flowing into the country in such 
vast numbers that the total of fresh arrivals for 1889 
is already calculated to reach 250,000 souls. The 
magnitude of this current can be readily gauge 
when we consider that the total population of the 
Republic is not supposed to exceed 4,000,000. Com- 
paratively speaking, therefore, the current of pre 
tion to the Argentine Republic may be reckoned as 
the largest ever known in any country, eclipsing the 
relative proportions of the hegira to the United 
States. As we have remarked in previous issues, 
British immigrants are beginning to form an impor- 
tant factor in these numbers, and we warn our coun- 
trymen beforehand: it is absurd to come to these 
shores in thousands, nay even in hundreds, at a time. 
At the rate of 100 families per month, satisfactory 
prospects may be offered to them, but coming in 
thousands, they are doomed to meet with drawbacks 
and sufferings they never expected in a young and 
progressive country like this. All the late British 
arrivals have been settled on a colony in the south, 
but it is not every day that a Gartland starts up to 
found a colony for the benefit of British arrivals, and 
a thal a agents in Great Britain should bear this 
in mind.” 


I have to apologize to the House for 
readiny so much from this particular cor- 
respondence, but as it is issued by the 
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Imperial Parliament I apprehend it is the 
very best authority I can cite to this 
honorable House in support of the con- 
tention which I am about to submit, that 
our Parliament should certainly take more 
active measures towards the inauguration 
of such a policy as has been adopted by 
the Argentine Republic. We have labored 
under the delusion, as [ might well put it, 
for a long time, that many of the South 
American States have been quite indifferent 
in the matter of immigration, and have not 
exhibited that degree of energy in ad- 
vancing civilization which we find in more 
northern countries. But even in Mexico 
we find a most vigorous policy of immi- 
gration being adopted. On very good au- 
thority I learn that Mexico is now institu- 
ting a vigorous propaganda in Great Bri- 
tain, and upon the continent of Europe is 
extending its ramifications in all directions 
for the purpose of inducing emigration to 
that country, and I tind that the following 
inducements have been held out by the 
Mexican Government to those who should 
choose to go to that country ; 


“The terms offered are $50 each for every colonist 
above twelve years of age who is settled in the colony 
for six months, and a bonus of $200 per year for five 
years for each family, and $40 for each individual for 
the same period who is not a member of a family. In 
addition, various implements, machines, w ns and 
horses, and colonists’ effects, will be om to enter 
the country free of duty.” 


I find also that in Australia a most 
vigorous immigration policy has been 
adopted. I find that for the years 
1883, 1884, 1885 and 1886 the Australian 
colonies have spent at least $1,600,000 a 
a for immigration for the last ten years. 

he volume of emigration to the Australian 
colonies has been 206,000 people per year. 


This seems unprecedented, when compared. 


with the limited number which have come 
into our Dominion. For the last ten years 
in Australia 206,000 souls have been com- 
ing in per year. I find in Chili, where they 
have an area infinitely smaller than our 
own—only 124,000 square miles—and the 
revenue about the same as our own, but 
with a population of only 2,527,320, and 
where only 18 per cent. of the land is of 
an arable nature, they are most active on 
the continent of Europe in directing the 
stream of emigration towards their shores. 
I find that in the last five years 520,000 
emigrants have gone in per year into the 
United States, and in addition to the large 
inducements which have been held out by 
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the Federal Government of the United 
States towards immigration I find that all 
the States of the Union are exerting them- 
selves in the most emphatic way towards 
controlling this tide of emigration, which 
is pouring in to those States, not only the 
South American States already mentioned, 
but Uruguay, Paraguay and other South 
American States, inclusive of Brazil, are 
roue equally vigorous efforts to 
capture European emigration which is 
coming to the continent. Under these 
circumstances, I therefore think that 
Canada, possessing infinitely greater ad- 
vantages than any of the Sonth American 
States to which I have just alluded and 
infinitely greater advantages than any 
of the Australian colonies, has shown a lax- 
ity and indifference up to the present time, 
and should at once adopt, to say the least, a 
policy equally vigorous as that of any 
of the South American States or Australian 
colonies. Not only have the countries on 
this continent been active in this direc- 
tion, but we find a greater activity pre- 
vailing in Great Britain on this particular 
subject than we have been giving it our- 
selves. It may appear somewhat strange 
that Great Britain should trouble herself 
in this matter, and that she should make 
large expenditures in the matter of 
AE while we have been compara- 
tively inactive in the matter. I find from 
the Blue Books issued by the Imperial 
Parliament that a select committee was 
appointed by the Parliament of that 
country to enquire into the matter of 
immigration into the various countries 
upon this continent, as well as into 
Australia; and the first scheme which 
aprente to have received attention from 
that committee is the one which has been 
recently launched, known as the Crofters’ 
Scheme. Most of the hon. gentlemen ure 
doubtless aware that very recently a num- 
ber of Crofter families have been sent 
from Scotland into our North-West Terri- 
tories, and very close investigation appears 
to have been made into the result of that 
movement, for the purpose of, | take it, if 
possible, of enlarging the movement, of 
expanding it and extending it to many 
thousands of Crofter families whom the 
British Government consider it advisable 
to direct to this Dominion. 

Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—How many 
Crofter families have gone into the North- 
West Territories up to now ? 
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Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—Seventy-nine 
families, under this movement, according 
to this report. But I may say that this 
movement has been introduced more as a 
test than anything else, with a view of 
following it up on a large scale. I would 
call hon. gentlemen’s attention to the 
report of the Committee on Colonization, in 
section 26 of which is given a short résumé 
of the scheme, and, with the permission of 
the House, I shall read it: 


‘‘The Governement are now prepared (that is, the 
Imperial Government) to recommend Parliament to 
advance a sum of £10,000 to start a colonisation scheme 
for the crofters and cottars of the congested districts 
of the western highlands and islands, upon the condi- 
tion that £2,000 is provided by private subscription. 

“It is pro that in the event of the £2,000 
being raised the total sum of £12,000 should form an 
emigration fund, and be administered in the following 
manner :— 

‘1. That three or four trustees or commissioners 
should be appointed as a Board to represent: (1) the 
Imperial Government; (2) the Canadian Govern- 
ment ; (3) the private subscribers ; and (4) the impor- 
tant land companies, whose gratuitous co-operation 
and assistance have been promised, subject only to 
reimbursement of actual authorised outlay ; and that 
this Board shall be intrusted with the responsibility 
of carrying out the scheme in accordance with the 
intention of the Government. 

“2. That the Board shall be empowered to obtain 
such clerical or other assistance (possibly two paid 
emigration agents, one in this country and one in 
Canada) as may be necessary in the selection and final 
settlement of the emigrants. 

‘8. That in the event of the families being selected 
and arrangements made for their reaching the port 
of embarkation, the emigration officers of the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway will take charge of the emi- 
grants at Glasgow or elsewhere, carrying thom to their 

destination in the North-West Territories for a 
fixed low rate of passage-money. : 

‘*4, That, in order to meet the cost of emigration, 
and to comply with the provisions of the Dominion 
Land Acts, a sum not exceeding £120 shall be ad- 
vanced for each family, of which five-sixths shall be 
advanced by the Imperial Government and one-sixth 
by ae subscription, and expended in accordance 
with a scheme drawn up and approved by the Min- 
ister of the Interior in terms of the aforesaid Acts. 

**5, That the Board constituted as above will under- 
take, by means of their agents, to settle the emi ts 
on the Government land, to provide temporanly for 
their wants, and to collect the instalments of capital 
and interest from them in the manner hereinafter 
mentioned, they having the benefit of the knowledge 
and experience both of the Canadian Government 
land ae and of the gratuitous co-operation of 
the officers of the Canadian Pacific Railway, the 
Hudson Bay Company, and the Canadian North- 
West Land Company. 

‘6. That the Canadian Government will give free 
arent lands of 160 acres to each family, and also ren- 

er every assistance through the High Commissioner 
in London, and through their immigration agents in 
Canada, in connection with the selection of the land 
for the immigrants, and their preliminary settleinent. 
The Canadian Government will require that the emi- 
grants selected shall be formally approved by an 
officer on their behalf. 

‘7. That the money grants shall be for a period of 
twelve years, bearing no interest during the first four 
years, but the before-mentioned Board will collect 
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the principal and interest from the settlers during the 


last eight years by an annuity which, on an advance . 


of £120, would amount to £20 17s. 8d. annum. This 
is equivalent to an average interest of about £4 6e. per 
annum suring the whole period of twelve years. 

‘8. That the foregoing Board will take, by way of 

security for the sum of £120, or lesser sum, 80 ad- 
vanced, a mortgage on the 160 acres of free grant 
lands of the Dominion Government, including a lien 
on the chattels, the mortgage being secured in favor 
of the Buard by legal agreement.” 
Now, in pursuance of that particular 
scheme, seventy-nine Crofter families have 
already been located in the North-West 
Territories, and [ find from the report given 
by Sir Charles Tupper when he was last in 
Canada—and contained in this report, at 
section 978—that these Crofters expressed 
the greatest sstisfaction and content at 
their location and prosperity. I will read 
you the sections I refer to: 

‘Then, I suppose, until those re arrive, you 
are not in a position to say whether those people have 
any complaints to make or not, and whether they are 
satisfied or otherwise? A. I know that Sir Charles 
Tupper, who is my chief, visited the settlement this 
year and heard no complaints whatever. He found the 

ple in a very satisfactory condition and very hope- 
ul of their prospects; they made no complaints t 
him although he went amongst them.” . 
Let me say in this connection that I see 
there have been circulated very recently 
most damaging reports with respect to the 
condition of those crofter families. I find on 
the very best authority which I have receiv- 
ed from the North-West that these reports 
are utterly untrue and foundationless, and 
have been made for a malicious purpose, 
and have been designed beyond a doubt by 
persons who seek to direct this particular 
tide of emigration to the countries outside 
of this Dominion. Late reports received 
up to a few weeks ago are of the most sat- 
isfactory character, and of a most encour- 
aging nature. This scheme of the crofters 
indicates on the part of the people of Great 
Britain a very strong desire to assist em 
gration to this Dominion, and to assist it 
in such 4 practical way that the British 
people are prepared to put their hands in 
their pockets and assist a movement of 
this kind; and I say that when we see 
such a practical demonstration of their 
desire to assist this Dominion in promot 
ing emigration to our shores it is high 
time that we co-operated with them and 
assisted ourselves in amore vigorous fashion 
than we have boen been accustomed to doup 
to the present time. Here we find not oaly 
the Imperial Parliament paying out 
£10,000 sterling to assist this movement, 
but we find private individuals in the 
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mother country putting their hands into 
their own private purse to assist this move- 
ment. I say it should inspire us to hope and 
activity in this country, and that we 
should not be reluctant to adopt a most 
vigorous emigration policy. I would now 
direct the attention of hon. members to a 
discussion which took place before this 
committee as to the advisability and as to 
the practicability of expanding this parti- 
cular scheme, so that it might reach even 
gigantic dimensions. The opinion of this 
committee appears to have been that colo- 
nization is preferable to any other system 
for the emigration of people in Great 
Britain. Colonization as distinguished from 
immigration should be the scheme selected 
by the Imperial Government—a scheme 
that would be assisted by them and by the 
people of Great Britain. I find this dis- 
cussed in sections of the report which I 
shall ask hon. members indulgence while 
I read them to the House. Section 893 
gives a statement by Mr. Culmer, who was 
examined before this committee, and who 
is Secretary of the Colonization Board; 
and in reply to the question: 

“*Do you believe in emigration pure and simple as 
apart from colonization ?” 
replies : 

‘“I believe in it up to a certain extent, but I do not 
think that emigration is practicable as a large 
scheme. ” 

** Q.—Do you think colonization is? 

‘* A.—I think colonization is. 

‘ Pe Ups the lines which you have started ? 

“ A.—Very much upon the lines which we have 
started—probably with some amendments, which 
would be suggested by the experience on the Board.” 
I may say, in explanation, in case the point 
should occur to any of the gentlemen here, 
that the distinction between the two 
schemes is this: that in the matter of 
colonization steps are taken to see that the 
emigrants are lovated in this country upon 
a certain amount of farm lands. In the 
matter of emigration they simply assist 
the emigrants with a sufficient amount of 
money to land them in this country, and 
do not undertake, after that duty is per- 
formed, to exercise any further supervision 
over them. That appears to be the dis- 
tinction between the two schemes, as far 
as [I can understand it. Under section 
1088 of this report I find this subject 
discussed in the following manner in the 
examination of Sir G. W. Hubert, who, at 
that time, was Under Secretary for the 
Colonies :— 
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** Do you see your way to getting over the objec- 
tion that has been always raised by the Government, 
whether in respect to Newfoundland or any other 
place ’—-No; unless the Government can be induced 
to change their opinion. I should say myself that it 
would be expedient for this Government to face a 
certain loss. I look upon it that whether in the case of 
colonization or emigration, only a proportion will in 
either case be repaid of the advances that are made, 
but I think it would be worth while on all grounds 
for this Government to make an advance, even on 
the distinct understanding that it would not get it all 
back. It would pe part of it back ; and for that 
ek which it did not get back it would do a great 

eal of service to the people here and in the colonies, 
Within limits, and if it is carefully supervised, I 
think it is desirabie to promise colonization even 
although you may make a loss. I do not believe these 
colonization associations will succeed very well any- 
where, except under the conditions of having first- 
rate land, communications, a good climate and 
the probability of such a devolopment as will raise the 
value of the land from a few dollars to £6 or £8 
or £10 value in afew years? I can conceive of a 
colonization scheme, if remunerative, Ge tn A 
advanccs in a very first-rate location, but such p 
are hardly to be got now, either on British or Ameri- 
can soil. There may be some such places, but they are 
very difficult to find. | 

‘ You would face a certain loss on the part of the 
British Government, in order to promote emigra- 
tion ?— Yes; within limits. 

“‘ Within what sort of limits ?—I think it would be 
very well worth while to advance £500,000 on a Neen 
scheme, expecting to lose £250,000 of it. I think it 
would give great relief in the congested districts, and 
therefore be worth doing.” 


That is to say, that if the Colonial Govern- 
ment would not guarantee an advance for 
the purpose of assisting those emigrants, 
that the Imperial Government themselves 
should assume a certain loss in assisting 
this tide of emigration. Then, section 1111, 
speaking of the question of guarantee, Sir 
R. G. W. Herbert is asked if he would 
acquiesce in dispensing with the guarantee, 
and advancing the money without it, and 
he replies : 

‘Ithink you must notexpect any reliable guarantee ; 
therefore I should hold that it is only in exception- 
able times of pressure, and in those p which are 
pecepronally congested, that it should be had resource 
to. am not saying that, in my opinion, this isa 
moment in the condition of the country at which the 
necessity is very strong, but still I think the condition 
of the country is such as to make a scheme worth 
trying.” 

Then, in section 1115 he is asked: 


‘Do you think there would be any objection to 
the Roue. Wovermment making fila tu assist 
companies if they got a tee from the companies 
as to the repayment of the loan °—If the company 
were s0 constituted and had such uncalled capital as 
to be absolutely able to meet the guarantee, the State 
need be under no apprehension in making the 
advance.” 


Again, in section 1151 :— 


‘* Now, I should like to ask you a question as to 
your opinion that it might, under certain circum- 
stances, be worth while to raise £500,000, facing the 
loss of £250,000 for the purpose of colonization ; I 
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would like to ask you, had you present in your mind 
in making that statement the results in this respect of 
increasing our export markets at all ?—Yes; I con- 
sider that is one of the means in which the outlay 
would be indirectly recouped to this country.” 
Then, at section 1419, upon the same point, 
on which another gentleman is examined— 
I refer to Major Rutledge-Fair, who I be- 
lieve is one of the officers of the British 
Government, and I may say is thoroughly 
familiar with Canada as a field for carry- 
ing out this scheme, is asked :— 


‘ You believe that the colonisation to Canada is far 
and away the best scheme we have had ?—-I do; and I 
believe the colonisation in the North-West, from what 
I saw of it, could be very well worked out under care- 
ful management.” 


This gentleman had inspected the crofter 
scheme, and, having looked carefully into 
it, declared that he thought the Govern- 
ment would be warranted in making the 
advance. Then, again, in section 2770 of 
the same report I find the following :— 


‘* But the colonisation money you would expect to 
be returned ?—I would expect the money that was 
expended in providing a family with a home and 
with stock to be returned ; and I think it would be 
returned. If it were under proper management (of 
course the me NE is avery thing), and a proper 


selection of the families were made, I think it would 
be returned. 
** And you would rd with equanimity, would 


ou, the State practically becoming the landlord of a 
number of people who were settled in Canada ? 

—I think it might be done.” 
Sir H. Owne corroborates what has been 
said on this point by preceding witnesses, 
and I find throughout the whole report it 
is pregnant with the ideas which Late 
already read to this House, and which 
would receive ‘the strongest confirmation 
of the public of Great Britain as well as of 
the most eminent statesmen there. This 
select committee appears to have been 
thoroughly imbued with the practicability 
of this scheme. Now, the question of this 
Government guaranteeing to the Imperial 
Government the re-payment of the large 
sum of money hich might be advanced 
by the latter has received considerable 
consideration heretofore, and has occupied 
the attention of this Government, and also 
the attention of the Imperial authorities, 
and we have already come very nearly 
having one of the most successful immigra- 
tion schemes that has ever been launched 
in this country carried out, only for this 
rock of guarantee upon which the parties 
split, and in this connection I submit to this 
honorable House that it would well repa 
Parliament the assumption of such a liabil- 
ity as would be necessary to guarantee re- 
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payment to the Imperial Government of a 
very large loan for this purpose. I would 
direct the attention of hon. gentlemen to 
the scheme, in which Sir Geo, Stephen 
appears to be one of the most promi- 
nent parties, and which came almost to 
a very successful termination, but owin 

to this principal difficulty it failed. In 
section 1005 of this report I find this 
dealt with, speuking of various schemes. 
I might say that this committee had before 
them ten or twelve schemes of a very 
important nature dealing with this par- 
ticular subject, but I am not going to 
weary this House by referring to the whole 
of them. 1 would direct your attention, how- 
ever, to one in which we are particularly 
interested, and one if, which carried out, 
would have been an extremely fortunate 
thing for this Dominion. The Under Sec- 
retary of State for the Colonies is now 
being examined: 


‘““The next scheme you spoke of was a scheme sug- 
ested by Sir George Stephen ?—Yes ; by Sir George 
Stephen: who was then Mr. Stephen. He did not 
ropose it on behalf of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
mpany, but he undertook to make the offer on the 
part of the North-Western Land Company of Can- 
ada. What was the date of that?’—That was also in 
1883. It had reference to emigration from Ireland. 
His proposal was that that the Treasury should ad- 
vance £1,000,000 tothe North-Western Land Com- 
pany of Canada, and that by the expenditure of that 
£1,000,000 some 10,000 families, amounting in the 
whole to some 50,000 people, might be taken out to 
Canada; that the company should give 160 acres of 
land with a house, a cow, and agricultural imple- 
ments, seeds, and everything to start the colonisa- 
tion, to each family, and that the loan should run for 
ten years without any interest, the company 
all risks and responsibility for recovering from the 
colonisers and repaying the loan. The company 
would take a lien to the amount of £100 on each 
block of 160 acres, which would be given to the set- 
tler at 6 per cent., and the settler might acquire the 
land by the payment of that £100 with interest, at 
any time during his tenure of it. He held that the 
removal of each family would cost the Gover- 
nment no more than the interest on £100 for 
ten years; that is £2 10s. a year, or £25 over the ten 
years. This scheme received a great deal of con- 
sideration from the Government. 


responsible for recovering the advances from the 
settlers, both principal and interest, and the Dominion 
Government declined to do that. They said they 
would readily give the land required, but they had 
insuperable objections to the Government 

directly or indirectly the creditor of the settlers. 
They thought that if they did undertake to recover 
those advances there would bea great deal of political 
influence used by settlers torelieve them from i 
the repayment, and that in fact the company 

be more likely to be able to put effective À 
upon the settlers than the Government, for political 
reasons, would be able to do. The Colonial ce re- 
commended the scheme strongly, because it was felt 
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that it could hardly fail to result in the emigration of 
much more than 50,000 people. Though t 


whole 
amount might not be repaid, a greater number than 
50,000 could 


p have been taken out of Ireland by it. 

**1012. As the first condition under which the mat- 
ter was to be considered, was not there a requirement 
of a guarantee by the Canadian Government which 
fell through, and that falling through the other 
details of this scheme were not sivopesied with any 
further ?—They were not proceeded with any further 
in the absence of an undertaking from the Dominion 
Government.” 


Now, discussing this question of 

rantee, Ido not assume that I am able to 
handle the subject by any means with that 
degree of ability which should be brought 
to the consideration of it, but I think that 
as cheme could be very well brought into 
operation by the Dominion Government 
by which they could guarantee such an 
advance as I have intimated. As to the 
Government becoming a creditor of the 
settler, the Government at the present time 
is very largely the creditor of the settler 
for every acre of land that is bought 
in the North-West and for every pre-emp- 
tion that is taken up. For every home- 
stead located the Government is the cre- 
ditor of that homestead settler to the 
extent of that settler paying up the duties 
which by law he is called upon to pay 
before he gets a patent for his land, and 
so I take it that purchasers from the Gov- 


ernment of what the Government 
may have to sell in the matter 
of lands, timber, minerals, or what- 


ever else it may be. So that while per- 
haps more directly under such a scheme 
as this the Government would have to 
become the creditôr of the settler, yet I 
say at the present time in numerous cases 
the Government is already the creditor of 
the settler, and I do not think it has been 
found up to the present time to cause 80 
many abuses as to warrant the Govern- 
ment in pursuing any other policy than 
the one that they have followed with the 
settler. I think therefore that it is unfor- 
tunate for the Dominion that this scheme, 
so large in its proportions, and which 
might have been attended with such 
magnificent resalts, should have failed, for 
the simple reason that the Government of 
this country was not prepared to guarantee 
to the Imperial Government the collection 
of this one million pounds sterling that 
would have been advanced to the settlers 
proposed to be sent out, That money 
would have been secured on the land 
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placed thereupon. You will recollect 
that this is not asked as a gift, 
it ig not asked without any consideration 
being given, for it is merely such a guar- 
antee as is already given, in fact, to a certain 
railway enterprise, and is required for the 
purpuse of bringing out large bodies of 
settlers such as I have alluded to. If the 
Government do not care about directly 
assuming the responsibility of becoming 
the creditor of the settler in this respect 
there are various ways in which this alleged 
objectionable mode might be avoided. 
The Government might appoint certain 
trustees with whom the settler could deal, 
and in this way the matter would be 
entirely taken from the domain of Parlia- 
ment, and the settler would have to deal 
directly with these trustees. I can conceive 
of such a scheme as that being possible, so 
that no friction need occur Patron the 
Government and the settlers. 


Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE--T should like 
to ask my hon. friend what security the 
Government would have over the settler 
should he choose to cross the lines and go 
the United States? That is one point. 
The second is, has my hon. friend learned 
of the amount the Government of Canada 
have paid since Confederation to encourage 
immigration, and the result of that expen- 
diture? These would be important matters 
to come in with the argument which my 
hon. friend is addressing to this House. 


Hon. MR. LOUGHEED—I am pleased 
that the hon. member from Toronto has 
directed my attention to these points, and 
I shall be very glad to answer them. In 
the first place, the security to which I have 
alluded is a sivt.ar security to that taken 
by those who advanced this £12,000 
to the crofters who have settled in the 
North-West Territories. A mortgage has 
been taken from those settlers upon the 
land and also upon all personal effects 
which have been given to the settler out 
of this grant of £120 to each family. 
The £120 are not given to each family 
before they leave the point of embark- 
ation, but the money is expended judi- 
ciously in acquiring for them a certain 
amount of stock, buildings, and certain 
accommodations on the homestead which 
are given him by the Government. 


Hon. MR. POWER—And in paying his 


given them, and on the improvements | landlord in Scotland. 
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I do not think 
my hon. friend is warranted in making 
that assertion. Inthe provision made by 
the Imperial Government it certainly was 
not contemplated that any of the money 
should be diverted to that particular pur- 
pose and I fail to understand why the 
ion. gentleman from Halifax should make 
such a statement. A well defined scheme 
was devised by the Imperial Parliament: 
money was appropriated and placed in the 
hands of trustees, who are able men and 
who, I tuke it, have seen that that money 
was applied as contemplated by Parlia- 
ment, and so far as I know every dollar of 
that money has been expended in the 
manner which was intended. 


. Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—Did 
not the landlords help the crofters to emi- 
grate ? 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes; the land- 
lords paid out of their own pockets £2,000 
sterling, for the purpose of assisting 
this handful of crofters to come out 
and settle in this’ country. The hon. 
gentleman from Toronto has asked what 
amount of money has been spent by the 
Dominion Government since Confederation 
in promoting immigration. I am aware 
that the Dominion Government have up to 
the present time spent a large amount of 
money for that purpose, but for the last 
few years they have not seen fit to appro- 
priate so large an amount as they previ- 
ously did,and I regret very much tosay that 
the expenditure of that money has not been 
productive to the extent that one would 
naturally have expected. Whether the 
scheme has been at fault, or the adminis- 
tration of the system adopted for that par- 
ticular purpose has been defective, | am 
not prepared to say. One thing [do know 
is, that there is a very small tide of immigra- 
tion into this country, and not at all com- 
mensurate with the immense resources we 
poe During the last ten years it has 

een estimated that about fifty thousand 
je per year have come into the 

ominion, and, as | understand, somewhere 
between two and three hundred thousand 
dollars a year has been devoted to the 
encouragement of immigration for the last 
ten years. I would direct the attention 
of the hon. gentleman, and particularly of 
. the Government, to the fact that, notwith- 
standing this expenditure, which appears 
to me to have been a reasonably large one 
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for such a purpose, yet satisfactory results 
are not apparent in Manitoba and the 
North-West Territories. We find the popu- 
lation of Manitoba and the North-West 
Territories at the present time scarcely ex- 
ceeds a quarter of a million, and at tne 
outside does not exceed 300,000. Most of 
the settlers in Manitoba and the North- 
West Territories have not emigrated from 
Europe, but simply migrated from Eastern 
Canada, It is estimated on good authority 
that not more than 33 per cent. of 
the settlers in Manitoba and the North- 
West Territories have come from European 
countries, Taking 35 per cent. as the 
number, we have only some one handred 
thousand settlers from Europe; therefore, 
no matter how much money has been 
spent, no matter what efforts have been 
put forth up to the present time, those 
results have not been satisfactory, and 
either a different system should be decided 
apn or other means taken for the purpose 
of seeing if we cannot increase the volume 
of emigration and have some such influx 
of settlers into the North-West Territories 
as the Argentine Republic or the Aus 
tralian colonies have. In the Argentine 
Republic, as I have stated, 250,000 persons 
emigrated to that country last year, andit 
is expected that the influx will continue to 
be equally large for the next ten years. For 
the last ten years Australia has received 
206,000 emigrants every year. From the 
very closest investigation, as I shall point 
out to you afterwards, none of these places 
possess the same facilities or capabilities 
or the same promise for immigration as 
Canada; none have the resources equal 
to those which we possess. Our capa 
bilities are far greater than those of 
either of the countries to which I have 
alluded. I do not by any means make any 
attack upon the administration of immigra- 
tion by our Government to the present 
time; I attribute it to the fact that public 
opinion has not been concentrated upon 
this subject in these times to the extent 
that it should. The subject has not 
received the public attention that it 
deserves; it has not received that close 
attention to which it is entitled, and by 
which such a scheme as I have been 
sperking of might be evolved from enquiry 
and investigation onso important a subject. 
Not only has the attention of the Imperial 
Government been directed towards crofter 
emigration, but I would ask hon, gentle 
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men to bear with me for a short time |the £150,000 which was given as a free 


while I refer to the infinitely greater 
volume of emigration from Ireland, and 
also the Brent efforts put forward by the 
Imperial Government to aid in relieving 
the congestion of population in that coun- 
try. I would refer to section 2038 of this 
report. When we come to consider the 
efforts which are put forth by the Imperial 
Government to assist in carrying out the 
various schemes, it seems incredible almost 
that they should take such a deep interest 
in them. I find that £200,000 have been 
lying there waiting for some company or 
colonial Government sufficiently energetic 
to take hold of that money and spend it in 
aid of emigration, and yet that money lies 
there idle in the coffers of Great Britain, 
waiting for somebody to administer it un- 
der the proper conditions, and assist 
emigrants to where they could satisfac- 
torily locate. Major Rutledge-Fair was 
examined. He was Local Government 
Board Inspector of Ireland. He was 
asked : 

“€ You told the committee about the Arrears of Rent 
een Act, 1882, and the Tramways and Public 


panies (Ireland) Act, 1883, and the Land Law 
Ireland) Act, 1881. Can you tell the committee what 
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ant. I think 
gration, and £15,000 here, the unexpended balance of 
the first £200,000 should be ren) Rept separate from 
the rest, because it was only to be lent. The other 
£200,000 was a free grant.” 

Now, it would appear almost incredible, 
as I before stated, that the Imperial Gov- 
ernment should be so lavish in their assist- 
ance, but it shows the disposition of that 
Government to deal with this subject in 
a generous and handsome manner. I 
therefore think it becomes the duty of this 
Dominion, as far as possible, to come into 
touch with the Imperial Government on 
this question and take advantage of those 
various inducements which are being held 
out by the Imperial Government to assist 
in the matter of emigration. <A large 
volume of emigration leaves Ireland 
yearly, and there is no reason why that 
volume should not be attracted toward 
our shores. I would desire to shortly 
deal with this question as to the volume 
of emigration leaving Ireland. The wit- 
ness is asked : 

‘** But are you satisfied, notwithstanding the oPpo- 
sition of the leaders, that the feeling of the Irish 
people is strongly in favor of emigration ?—There can- 
not be a doubt of it ; you see it everywhere; I should 
think 79,000 people left Ireland last year, and 


been done under any of these Acts ?—Under the | 60,000 this year.” 


Act of 1881 there has been nothing done ; that was an 
Act empowering the Land Commissioners to advance 
a sum not exceeding £200,000 sterling to any com- 
pany. They might contract on behalf of any state or 
colony, or with any public body or public company 
with whose constitution and security the Land Com- 
missioners might be satisfied, for the advance by way 
of loan of a sum not exceeding £200,000 to assist emi- 
gration, especially of families from the rer and 
more thickly popuiae? districts of Ireland. Nothing 
whatever has been done under that enactment. 
“Can you tell the committee whether anything has 
done under any of the other Acts to which allu- 
sion has been made ?—The Arrears of Rent Act of 
1882 and the Tramways Act of 1883 enabled grants 
tu be made from a sum of £150,000, which was voted 
for emigration purposes. Of that sum £131,000 has 
been expended.” 


Then, in another case, the same witness 
said : 

‘ There was a free grant of £100,000, was there not, 
from the Government ?—£150,000 it reached even- 


tually ; it was £100,000 under the first Act and 
£30,000 under the second Act ; it was £100,000 under 


the Arrears of Rent Act, and £50,000 under the Tram- bi 


ways Act. There was to have been a second £100,000 

under the Tramways Act, but gentlemen interested in 

migration had £50,000 of it diverted to migration pur- 

; and I understand that not one penny of the 

,000 so diverted to migration has ever yet been 
spent. It is simply lying there.” 


And again, answering this question : 


“‘ Therefore, at this moment, there is money lying 
idle to the extent of £265,000 ?— Yes ; £200,000 under 
the Act of 1881, £50,000 voted under the head of mi- 


re 


And under another section I find the 
average emigration from Ireland for the 
last ten years is something extraordin- 
arily large : 

‘“ You have told the committee already that the 
number of persons emigrated last year was 79,000, 
and that the number this year was 60,000 ?—T do not 
know exactly what they have been ; I can only judge. 
It is a question which [ follow up with a great deal 
of interest ; and observing the weekly returns which 
have been published in the pe I think there has 
been a decrease this year ; d not say to what 
extent it is, but I shall be surprised to hear that 
emigration this year has been anything else than 
decreasing. In the year when the guardians and Mr. 
Tuke were at work, in 1883, the emigration was 
I cannot put my hand on the section, but 
the statement is made here that the vo- 
lume of emigration from Ireland for the 
last ten years reached about 70,000 souls a 
ear. A great deal of that has been to the 
United States and Australia. I find a 
statement here that out of this immense 
emigration for one year only 700 were 
assisted : 

‘ But the great mass of emi ts go without any 
help whatever, do they not ?— Ves the t mass of 
the emigrants do go without any help whatever. The 
only persons out of the 79,000 who were sent out of 


whom I had any izance as having been sent out 
by assistance were the 720.” 
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Where did these emigrants go? They 
certainly did not reach this country. By 
some inducement they must have been dis- 
posed to go elsewhere, and therefore I say 
that it is for this reason I beg to draw the 
attention of this honorable House to the ne- 
cessity of our endeavoring to capture this 
immenseemigration from the British Islands 
to foreign countries. I find here also a 
roposed scheme for emigration from 
reland which might be taken advantage 
of by this Dominion, in which a large 
amount of money is proposed to be ex- 
pended, or the expenditure of which is 
suggested, and which possibly might be 
carried out to a very successful consum- 
ation. This question is propounded to the 
witness :— 


‘But I want to know have you made any estimate 
of what it might cost the United Kingdom to effect a 
great fiow of population so as to bring about the 
results which have been obtained in Belmullet, with- 
out reference to individual cases ?— About £5,000,000 

‘ Do you think that if £5,000,000 were spent the 
result would be permanent and satisfactory ?—I think 
so; I think it would relieve a great deal of the over- 
crowding, the holdings would increased, and the 
prosperity of those who would be sent would be enor- 
mously increased. : ie : 

‘“ How many people would that money emigrate ? 
— Five hundred thousand.” 


Here I say is an important scheme 
for the atttention of our Government 
to be directed to, and would possibly 
result in the Imperial Government 
carrying out the proposition, thus giving 
an enormous impetus to this country. 
find that from the examination of vari- 
ous Witnesses before this committce the 
Select Committee thoroughly satisfied 
themselves upon the point that there 
was no field equal to Canada for emigra- 
tion and the most emphatic opinions 
were expressed by all those witnesses, 
many of whom were very familiar with 
Canada. Someofthem had come out here 
for the purpose of inspecting it, I presume, 
with the view of reporting on the agricul- 
tural capabilities of the Dominion. They 
reported most favorably regarding Canada, 
and as between all the countries I have 
mentioned — Australia and the South 
American States—and Canada, it is con- 
sidered there is no comparison. Many 
of the hon. gentlemen have no conce 
tion of the magnitude of the North- 
West Territories and Manitoba. I find 
that in the four districts—Manitoba, 
Saskatchewan, Alberta and Assiniboia— 
we have 250,000,000 acres of land, which 


* | continent, 


would make 1,500,000 farms of 160 
acres each. We have already 80,000. 
000 acres surveyed, which would make 
500,000 farms of 160 acres each. Whatare 
we going to do with these immense pos- 
sessions that we have in that country, un- 
less some gigantic scheme, such as I have 
indicated, is instituted and carried into 
operation by our Government. Is that 
land to lie there unoccupied for a century 
tocome? Are we to trust to voluntary 
emigration from Europe, without our put- 
ting forth some extended effort? At the 
present time there is no country on this 
continent, or elsewhere, that is called upon 
to the same extent as we are to put forth 
most vigorous efforts towards the accom- 
plishment of this purpose. There can be 
no doubts as to the capabilities of Manitoba 
and the North-West Territories in the 
matter of agricultural land. It is con- 
sidered the most fertile country upon the 
It is traversed by the most 
magnificent rivers, clear as crystal. Our 
grasses are the most nutritious, both in 
their nature and in their quantity. We 
have most magnificent forests within i 
reach of railway communication, enoug 
to build homes for a whole nation if cut 
into lumber. 


Hon. Me. MoINNES (B.C.)—That is in 
British Columbia, you mean ? 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I will give 
every prominence to the suggestion made 
by the hon. gentleman. In British Colum- 
bia, in the forests of the Rocky Moun- 
tains and in the northern districts of the 
North-West Territories, there is enough 
timber within easy reach of railway com- 
munication to meet all demands. That of 
British Columbia is the most magnificent 
timber to be found on this continent. In 
the matter of minerals, it is considered by 
all that our mineral wealth is equal to that 
of the United States. In the North-West 
Territories alone we have a tract of land 
covering 300 miles in each direction, in 
which coal may be found cropping out at 
all points—coal enough to heat this conti- 
nent for centuries to come, if only devel- 
oped. Our mineral possessions in the pre- 
cious and baser metals are of incalculable 
value, and only await the pick of the miner 
and the fire of the smelter. Now, just at 
this juncture I would anticipate an objec- 
tion which is very often e by the peo- 
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ple of eastern Canada as to the expenditure 
of money in the North-West country. I 
know that there is a feeling prevalent 
among many in eastern Canada that they 
in times past have put their hands in their 
pockets and bought that country—paid for 
it, and paid for all improvements up to the 
present time, as well as for the administra- 
tion of Government there. For that we 
in the North-West are profoundy thankful, 
we are profoundly grateful for the 
generosity of eastern Canada up to the 
present time, But I say that generosit 
should be carried infinitely further than it 
is. I say itis the duty of every don Can- 
adian—live he as far east as Cape Breton— 
to do all he can for the purpose of develop- 
ing this magnificent Dominion of ours, 
irrespective of the locality where the dol- 
lar is spent. If that country is developed 
every foot of land in Canada profits by it; 
bats would venture the opinion that that 
country already has paid for the vast ex- 
penditure which has been incurred in con- 
nection with it. In the first place, the 
acquisition of that Territory made Con- 
federation possible as it stands to-day. 
True, you had a form of Confederation in 
1868, but you had not then acquired in that 
scheme British Columbia, Manitoba and 
the North-West Territories. It was not 
then possible to link the northern half of 
this great continont by bands of steel from 
the Pacific to the Atlantic. I assert thai 
the acquisition of that country—no mattor 
what you paid for it—no matter what you 
are paying to-day for administration in it 
—has been already repaid long ago in 
making Confederation as it stands to-day 
the grand ibility which we have expe- 
rienced. We contribute to the revenue the 
same as other citizens of Canada. We 
contribute the same amount per capita, 
as you do in the east. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—More; a 
great deal more. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am putting 
it on the lowest basis. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—We pay 
noarly twice as much per capita. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I will leave 
my hon. friend from New Westminster to 
deal with the subject. If he can convince 
this House that we are paying five times 
as much it will make my case all the 
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stronger. However, we pay as much at 
least per capita as you do in the eastern 
Provinces. We are, therefore, not relying 
upon the support of the eastern Provinces, 
but are contributing to the administration 
of Government the same as they do. A 
great deal is said in different quarters at 
the present time as to the exodus to 
Dakota and Minnesota, and other States of 
the neighboring Republic. 1 think it 
must be obvious to every hon. gentleman 
present that there is some reason for that 
statement, but in a qualified sense. But 
the reason for that exodus has not, up to 
the present time, been placed on the right 
shoulders. I do not say that any one 
Administration is responsible; but I 
deny the fact that the policy pursued 
by any Government up to the present 
time has been responsible for that fact, 
but it lies with the people ofeastern Canada 
entirely. Public opinion up to the present 
time in the eastern Provinces has been 
asleep to this question. Your surplus 
population in eastern Canada in being 
crowded out naturally look for some coun- 
try into which they can go, to gratify 
their love for enterprise and their ambition, 
and hence their reason for emigrating to 
the Western States, where they finda new 
country with a development amazingly 
rapid. They find half a million of emi- 
grants jones into that country every 
year. They find themselves close to large 
centres of population and trade. It is not 
that they take exception to the adminis- 
tration of the Government in this country, 
because I say under the heavens there is 
no freer or grander system of Government : 
than we have here. It is not that they 
take exception to the policy of govern- 
mental administration in this country, but 
for the simple reason. that they find there 
a new country opening up speedily, where 
enterprise is budding forth in an incom- 
parable manner, and where they imagine 
they can rise to positions of affluence more 
quickly than here. If we expended the 
game money, energy and enterprise in 
opening up our North-West we would 
not have hundreds of thousands of 
Canadians to-day contributing to the 
commerce, enterprise and prosperity 
of the United States, and purchasing in 
the New England States those articles 
which today they should be purchasing 
from Ontario, Quebec and the Maritime 
Provinces of Canada. I say it is entirely 








openin 
should be placed in a position of equality 
with the Western States, which are being 
so rapidly developed. And, furthermore, 
if our National Police is to be the success 
which we contemplated it would be, and 
which I think it has proven itself to be, so 
much the greater reason for our develop- 
ing that country and opening up new 
centres of trade, s0 much the greater 
reason for our bringing millions of settlers 
there, who would be consumers of our 
manufactures. The Argentine Republic is 
not a manufacturing State, but a large im- 
porter, and therefore there is not the same 
reason why that country should put forth 
such enterprise as there is in our case, 
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If we had ten millions here to-morrow our 
taxation would be reduced by one-half, 
hc the extra cost of administering the 
vernment of ten millions of people. 
Taxation would thus be almost reduced 
50 per cent. I am not urging that we 
should adopt a system of immigration for 
the purpose of reducing taxation, for the 
taxation of today is not found to be 
burdensome ; but I say we should direct 
or divert that increased contribution to 
taxation to pay for carrying on à system 
of immigration. There is no questioning 
the fact that the more people we have to 
tax the greater the revenue we have, and 
the less cost per head of taxation. Now, 
I suggest this: that to bring in 500,000 
eople from Europe to Manitoba and the 
orth West Territories within the next 


inasmuch as Canada aspires to be amanufac. | two years, which would represent 100,000 
turing and industrial country, and hence! families, we could obtain from the Impe- 


the greater reason why we should have 
population. I want to submit to the peo- 
ple of eastern Canada an investment. I 
put this scheme in the light of an in- 
vestment. We do not ask for gener- 
osity in the matter; we simply ask 
the Government to enter on an invest- 
ment in the matter of emigration. I find 
from Atkinson, one of the most prominent 
statisticians in the United States, and who 
was representative of the United States 
Government to the Bi-metallic Conference 
in Europe—he estimates that each adult 
settler coming into the country would be 
worth $2,000. I think very few will 
dispute Mr, Atkinson’s ability as a statis- 
tician, and I find on enquiry from our 
own statistician, Mr. Johnston, that he 
agrees, to a very eee extent, with the 
conclusion arrived at by Mr. Atkinson, but 
states we may safely put it down that 
to any Government in a new country 
every adult settler is worth $1,500. Tak- 
ing this as the basis of calculation, the 


rial Government, I feel satisfied from 
the feeling as indicated in the report of 
the select committee from which I have 
just quoted, an advance of at least sixty 
| millions of dollars on a guarantee from the 
'DominionGovernment, Takingthe amount 
| that the seventy-nine crofter families have 
‘cost, viz., £120 per family, for a guarantee 
of sixty millions of dollars, we could place 
half a million of people in our North-West 
| —100,000 families of farmers getting 160 
acres each family, starting them as the 
crofters have been started. Taking three 
adults to each family, we would thus have 
300,000, worth, as estimated by statis- 
ticians, $1,500 per head, thus adding an 
asset to the Dominion of $450,000,000 for 
the liability of guarantee assumed by us. 
It may appear incredible when I give you 
those figures, but I have it on the Best 
authority that adults in this country and 
in the United States are worth the figures 
| L have given. Then, taking each family 
‘as having three adults to a family, at 


Dominion is justified in entering upon a! $1,500 dollars a head they are worth four 


large propaganda of immigration. I say 
that a settler has a standard value in the 
market, just the same as gold or silver, or 
wheat. He isa commercial commodity, 
and his value has been fixed quite as ar- 
bitrarily as any commercial commodity 
we have in trade. I find from statistics 
that each soul in Canada contributes $6.25 
per head annually in taxation. Taking 
this into consideration, we have five 
millions of people here to-day, who con- 
tribute per capita $6.25 by way of taxation. 


hundred and fifty millions of dollars to the 
the country. If hon. gentlemen will read 
a treatise recently published by Atkinson 
on this subject, in which it is dealt with 
in the most exhaustive manner, they will 
doubtless be convinced from the facts and 
figures given there that settlers are worth 
tbe sum which I have mentioned. Now, 
this half million of people would pay an 
annual revenue to the country at $6.25 per 
head of $3,125,000. That is the extra 
revenue we would have from those people, 
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provided ey paid the same per capita 
taxation as the rest of the people. This 
would pay the interest at 3 per cent. on the 
money advanced; and I find from the 
report of the select committee that money 
could be probably obtained in Great Britain 
at 22 per cent. I think it was agreed 
upon that if the British Columbia Govern- 
ment, in negotiating a scheme of this kind, 
would put the guarantee in acertain shape, 
that the money might be advanced at 23 
per cent. ' 


Hon. Mz. McINNES (B.C.)—That is the 
crofters’ schome that you have reference 
to? 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes; the cnof- 
ters’ scheme. I find that it would pay the 
interest on this advance of sixty millions 
of dollars, and would leave a balance of 
$1,325,000 per annum on account of asink- 
ing fund, to apply on the principal of the 
guarantee,should the Government be called 
upon to pay any part of it. From the 
figures which I have given, the loss at the 
very utmost—I take the figures of eminent 
gentlemen of Great Britain, who are tho- 
roughly versed on this subject—the Gov- 
ernment would not at the outside lose more 
than one-half of the guarantee, and we 
would have a sinking fund of $1,325,000 
per annum to cover any loss which might 
occur. But let me state another fact, that 
a system of colonization of this kind always 
carries with it its complement of emigra- 
tion as distinguished from colonization 
That is to say, every family of colonists 
would induce an equal amount of emigra- 
tion ; you could bring out a family of emi- 

rants at a very much less cost than a 
amily of colonists. I find from the Blue 
* Books that the immigrants brought out 
by the Dominion Government, up to this 
time, cost us in round figures $4 per head, 
80 that if we brought out 100,000 farming 
families we might calculate that we could 
get 100,000 families of immigrants at the 
same rate we have been paying in the past, 
$4 a head. Now, these 100,000 families, 
five to a family, would be another half 
million of people, and they would contri- 
bute to the revenue at the same rate we 
are paying—$6.25 per head—and conse- 
quently three adults in each family being 
worth to the country $1,500 per head, we 
would find ourselves in possession of an- 
ee i. of $450,000,000. Hon. gentle- 
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men may smile; .I even felt disposed 
myself to consider 't somewhat incredible 
when I first read of it; but by a perusal 
of the figures of eminent statisticians 
it can be proved beyond peradven- 
ture. This is the philosophy introduced 
into this question of immigration in 
the Argentine Republic and elsewhere, 
The Argentine Republic has been conduct- 
ing its policy of immigration based upon 
the principles of this method, and which 
will be found seggested in the correspond- 
ence upon the question of Argentine 
immigration. They estimate that each 
adult is worth so much to the country; 
they argue that each adult contributes so 
much per head to the revenue of the 
country, and that therefore upon this can- 
clusion feel themselves justitied in carry- 
ing out the scheme of immigration to which 
I have alluded. Now, I submit to hon. 
gentlemen that this is the great solution 
of the various public questions which are 
‘pressing themselves on the public mind 
to-day in Canada, and which are demand- 
ing a considerable amount of attention— 
namely, the questions which tend to 
our national future. The great question 
with which we are dealing to day 
is how shall Canada make herself great 
and important, and how shall we attain 
that position of significance among other 
nations commensurate with the natrual 
advantages which Se acai We find 
the public mind agitated on this question. 
It will be conceded that abroad inCanada 
to-day there is a restless feeling as to what 
our future shall be—Imperial Federation, 
independence or political union with the 
United States; these have their advo- 
cates and their followers, and are beginnin 

to loom up in the political horizon, an 

must at an early date receive the attention 
of Parliament. But, hon. gentlemen, 
do you suppose for a moment that if we 
had five millions of settlers upon these 
western plains there would be any uncer- 
tain sound throughout the Dominion to- 
day as to what our national future would 
be ? Do you suppose if we had as many 
people in that western country as there 
are in eastern Canada to-day that there 
would be any doubt as to our future being 
an uncertain quantity? Would Canadians 
then think of any political system orscheme 
other than building up on the northern half 
of this mighty continent a Canadian nation 
worthy of the great races from whose 
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loins we have sprung ?: I say until such a 
scheme or system as I have intimated is 
carried out by this Dominion that this 
retless feeling will continue to prevail, 
which will not be quieted, but upon the 
adoption of such a scheme as that to which 
I have directed your attention, the pulse 
of Canada will beat with new vitality— 
with the hope borne of future greatness, 
and with an impulse quickened by the 
possibilities that await us. Those Cana- 
dian statesmen who acquired for this Do- 
minion that vast tract of country in 1869 
manifested then a sagacity worthy of the 
highest and wisest statesmanship of this 
19th century. They then saw eastern Ca- 
nada lying alongside of a great nation 
south of us, whose march of progress 
in its leaps and bounds are without 
parallel in any age; they then 
saw that if we required to maintain 
our national life we required the acquisi- 
tion of conditions that would be equal, as 
far as possible, to the conditions of the 
nation south of us. By the development 
of the great plains of the North-West those 
conditions alone were to be obtained. Here 
was a tract of land as large as Europe, as 
rich in its soil as any garden Jands on the 
continent, as wealthy in natural resources 
as could be possessed by any people. Here, 
lying dormant, ready to be called into life 
at the bidding of national enterprise, was 
to be found every condition to make a 
wealthy and a prosperous nation. This 
was what was Randed down to us by the 
statesmen of 1869, and with wise forecast 
they could see that vast country being 
develuped by Canadian enterprise, and the 
foundation of a great nation being laid on 
those fertile western plains. To-day, we 
have that vast country ponnectad by 
means of a trans-continental highway 
with both oceans, and I say the time has 
now arrived when Canadian enterprise 
should put forth its right arm and direct 
the surplus millions of Europe towards 
settling on the virgin soil of those great 
prairies. I am proud to say that there are 
vo-day at the helm of state men who 


‘ helped to acquire for this country those 


magnificent western possessions. I cannot 
conceive any nobler ambition for those 
statesmen than, by the introduction of such 
a policy as I have endeavored weakly to 
outline, to have the satisfaction of saying, 
in the noon-day of their political life, they 
acquired that vast country, unequalled in 


geographical extent and agricultural fer- 
tility upon this continent; they acquired 
a boundless plain with scarcely a vestige 
of civilization upon its face, and now, in 
the eventide of their political life, by wise 
and progressive statesmanship, they behold 
it the adopted country of millions ofsettlers, 
the home of advanced civilization, and the 
seat of the future hope and inspiration of 
Canada’s prosperity and greatness. In con- 
clusion, hon. gentlemen, I beg to ask the 
question placed upon the Notice Paper, as 
to what is the intention of the Govern- 
ment ? 


Hon, Me. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman 
has given an extremely interesting speech, 
a very eloquent one, I may say, but he has 
propounded some extraordinary theories 
on this question of immigration. The hon. 
gentleman commenced by telling us that 
he found great fault with the laxity and 
indifference—those were the words he 
used—in the older Provinces, in their 
treatment of the North-West. I think 
that charge was a most ungrateful one. It 
is a charge. that in my judgment, is wholly 
unfounded. Certainly he cannot point to 
any other country on the face of the globe, 
under similar conditions as Canada, that is 
as liberal, and that has incurrred as large 
an expenditure in the opening up of anew 
country as can be shown towards the de- 
velopment of the North-West by the older 
Provinces of the Dominion. In the last 
twenty-five years we have spent certainly 
over $100,000,000 in that country towards 
its growth and development, and assisting 
immigration that we expected would flow 
in there. We have extinguished the In- 
dian title, and have made it possible for new 
settlers to live in that country, being a 
marked contrast with the condition of 
affairs on the other side of the line, where, 
during that interval, fierce struggles have 
prevailed between the pioneers of settle- 
ment and the various Indian tribes whose 
hunting grounds and reserves were being 
encroached upon. We keep up a force, at 
considerable expense, of one thousand 
mounted police, in order to protect the 
settlers and to maintain order in that 
country, and to preserve the settlers in 
earlier days from the encroachments of 
the Indians. We have distributed seed- 
grain in the North-West when the settlers’ 
crops had failed, and we have in a variety 
of ways I need not now allude to, aided the 
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settlement of that country in a manner that 
is wholly unprecedented. If we examine 
into the history of this Dominion, and 
enquire what aid the settlers of On- 
tario had—and I suppose the same thing 
would apply to the other Provinces of the 
Dominion—it will be found that the assist- 
ance given to the settlers of the North- 
West has been altogether out of propor- 
tion to the assistance given to the settlers 
in the early history of the other Provinces 
of Canada. In fact, the North-West has 
been a sort of favored country. We have 
been appealed to from time to time in a 
variety of ways to assist the North-West, 
and those appeals have always been listened 
to. The hon. gentleman has propounded the 
idea that by availing ourselves of a certain 
sum of money we can pick up a population 
in the British Islands and transplant them 
to the North-West—to the Garden of Eden 
he has pictured there. I do not recognise 
the practicability of such a proposition. 
He talks of 100,000 families as he would 
talk of 100,000 cattle. He talks of trans- 
prune those people from the land of their 

irth, whether they like it or not, wholly 
ignoring the fact that many of them de- 
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he said there were 70,000 emigrants left 
the shores of Ireland for the North 
American continent last year, and that 
57,000 of those went to the United States, 
and the balance to Canada. Anyone read- 
ing the history of the last fifty years knows 
how difficult it is to induce Irishmen to 
come to Canada. The reasons are patent 
to everyone, and I need not advert to them 
on this occasion. It all goes to show, 
however, how utterly impossible it is, no 
matter what amount of money you expend, 
to induce people to come to a country to 
which they do not desire to come—not 
that the condition of affairs in Canada 
leads to any such result, but the old anti- 
pathy that prevails is enough to prevent 
rish emigrants from coming to the shores 
of a British colony. It is not the Irish 
alone, but the English and Scotch are 
going to the United States in much larger 
proportions than to Canada. 1 lay down 
the principle that you cannot force immi- 
gration into particular channels—more 
particularly on this continent. Even if 
you do bring out a body of people and 
place them in the North-West, within a 
year they will move off to the United 


cline expatriation—that many of them, if| States if they do not like Canada, the faci- 


they do leave their own land, prefer to go 
to countries more in sympathy with their 
teelings and associations. Those who have 
friends in Australia prefer to go there; 
those who have friends in tho United States 
prefer going there; those who have friends 
in Canada will probably prefer coming 
here: but my experience is that it is only 
the successful settler who is the successful 
immigration agent. The experience of the 
last twenty-five years in this and other 
colonies will bear out my statement. The 
only successful immigration scheme is the 
successful settler. erever & man 18 SUC- 
cessful in a new land he communicates 
with his friends at home, and his letters 
are regarded as a much higher authority 
than the represtatations of agents or lec- 
turers or the pamphlets circulated by 
thousands by the lminigration Department, 
which have no weight or influence what- 
ever. The hon. gentleman has lamented 
thatin Ireland, where emigration has been 
so large, so small a proportion of them 
has come to Canada. My hon. friend 
seems to ignore the history of Ireland ; 
he seems to have forgotten what the 


lities for moving backwards and forwards 
are s0 great. I venture to say that there 
are thousands and thousands of people now 
settled in Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin 
and other States of the Union who have 
been assisted to immigrate to Canada from 
Great Britain and Ireland, who have gone 
bodily out of this country, and the money 
expended on assisting them has been lost 
to our people. In proof of this, [ take the 
figures from our own Blue Books, and the 
Blue Books of the United States, showing 
the proportion of people that left Europe 
and settled in Canada and the neighboring 
Republic. The conditions of things in the 
United States and in Canadaare sufficiently 
alike to enable us to make a carefal com- 
parison, and I think these figures will prove 
that the large sums of money expended by 
the Government have been perfectly futile 
to divert immigration to this country. The 
hon. gentleman said that the United States, 
and even the individual States of the Union, 
had done more to promote immigration to 
that country than we had done in Canada. 
I have heard for the first time that the 
United States have given any money to 


causes are which have Bhat Irishmen |induce immigration. I was under the 


from making Canada t 


eir home. [think] impression that they did not do it—that, on 
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the contrary, of recent years they have 
been adopting prohibition in that direction, 
and that there is some difficulty in immi- 
grants getting into the United States ; that 
they are sending people away from their 
shores, because they do not want them 
when they are not a superior class. More 
particularly is that the case since the law 
with regard to foreign labor has been 
adopted. It is quite a notorious fact—we 
see it day by day—that people are sent 
away from the United States because their 
coming there has been an infringement on 
the Alien Labor Law. The following is 
the table showing the proportion of immi- 
gration into Canada and the United States 
respectively, and the comparative cost: 
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1887...| 490,000! 84,000} À 313,000! 57,000 23,000 


1888. ..|........ | 88,000)... 1183,000| 54,000; 20,000 


The causes of immigration from the old 
world to the new are entirely beyond our 
control; money has nothing to do with it. 


The exodus there is promoted by causes | 


entirely beyond our control. e have 
nothing to do with it. In Russia and Aus- 
tria the conscription largely influences it. 
Good times in Canada or the United States 
is x moving impulse that induces people to 
abandon their holdings in the old world 
to come to the new. It will be seen from 
the table I have submitted showing the 
immigration into the United States and 
Canada since 1876 that we just get our 
regular proportion, whether the number 
runs up to 500,000, or is as low as 150,000, 
_ which shows that the successful emigra- 
tion agent is the prosperous member of 
the family who is in the new world. He 
writes home and tells his people that the 


times are improving, and that it is a 
ood period to emigrate to America. 
f he lives in the United States he 

advises his friends to come there; if he 

lives in Canadahe advises them to come 
here. It is on that principle immigration 
is influenced, and the money we have been 
paying out year by year has been thrown 
away, 80 far as having any influence on the 
immigration from Europe into this coun- 
try. In the years 1876 and 1877 immigra- 
tion fell off in the United States almost to 
nothing. There was a larger emigration 
from the United States, strange to say, in 

one of those years—I think it was in 1877 

—than the immigration into the country. 

It is the only instance from the earliest 

period in the history of the United States 

when that extraordinary event took place. 

It will be seen that in the year 1876 only 

169,000 immigrants came into the United 

States and 25,000 came to Canada. Our 
roportion was one-seventh of the whole. 
y comparing the tables it will be seen, 

taking one year with another, that our pro- 

portion isabout one-fifth. In 1879 the pro- 
ortion was increased in the United States, 
cause times improved in that country 
before they did in Canada; it is quite 
evident that such was the case, for these 
figures confirm what has been so often 

asserted in that respect. In 1879 the im- 

migration increased in the United States 

to 177,000,and in Canada it ran up to 40,000. 

In 1880 the number had jumped from 

177,000 to 457,000 in the United States and 

it had fallen off to 38,000 in Canada. Our 

DERPOrAOS that year was one-twelfth. But 
on. gentlemen will remember that the 

years 1880, 1881, 1882 and 1883 were what 

are called booming years in the United 

States. In 1880 the influence of the im- 

proved condition of things in the United 
tates had not re-acted on Canada, though 

I have always maintained that the United 

States is simply the barometer of Canada 

in what are called good or bad times. We 

had not felt the good effects of it then; we 

only got one-twelfth of the whole immi- 

gration to this continent that year. In 

1881 the number of immigrants to the 

United States rose to 609,000, and ours 

to 47,000. In 1882 their numberstill went 

up, and ours also rose to 112,000. For sub- 
sequent years our proportion has been 
about one-fifth. If hon. gentlemen will 
examine the statement closely they will 
find that the expenditure that we made to 
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induce immigration to Canada did not in 
any way bear upon the proportion of the 
people who came to thiscountry. In 1879 
we spent $176,000 only, yet we got one- 
fourth of the whole immigration that year. 
That was our highest immigration, yet it 
was in the year in which we spent the 
least money. In 1881 our expenditure was 
$206,000 and we got only one-thirteenth of 
the immigrants. In 1882 our expenditure 
was $346,000, for which we got only one- 
seventh of the immigrants. In 1883 our 
expenditure was $420,000, for which we 
got one-fifth of the immigrants. In 1885 
we spent gid $310,000, and got 70,000 im- 
migrante. The diminution in expenditure 
there is due to the fact that assisted pas- 
sages had to be deducted, so that it will be 
seen that the money we spent did not seem 
to affect in any way the proportion of im- 
migrants we got. In 1885 we spent $310,000, 
and got one-fifth of the immigration; 
and so on, until 1888, when we dropped 
the assisted passages, feeling that we were 
not getting the benefit of it; and in 80 
doing I think the Government acted very 
wisely—so that the expenditure that year 
fell to $183,000, while we received actually 
more immigrants, because we got 88,000 
that year, some 4,000 more than we had 
received the previous year, when we spent 
$313,000. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The prospec- 
tive change of Government no doubt had 
its effect. 

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am sorry to sa 


that there was none—no prospects at all 
of it. The people who had been duped by 


the National Policy had not had their eyes. 


opened then. They will next election, 


though. We have spent large amounts of 


money in the British agencies, and the 
amounts spent there have been pretty 
much the same each year, whether we got 
more or less immigrants. The only way 
I can account for the reduction in the ex- 
penditure noticed in 1879 is, I fancy it 
was the change of Government, and there 
was a sweep of immigration agents, and 
the new ones had not been appointed. 
That is the only way I can explain the 
change, for I see it is again up to the nor- 
mal figure. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It may have been 
because a High Commissioner was sub- 
stituted for the Canadian Commissioner. 
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I find that so far as 
the North- West is concerned we huve 
been pretty liberal in the North-West 
agencies, which I assume were organized 
for the purpose of more particularly 
directing the tide of immigration into 
that country. We commenced in 1877 
with an expenditure of $7,000 a year for 
what are called North-West agencies, and 
I find they have steadily crept up until in 
1888 they reached $20,000. It would not 
appear from this statement that we ure 
neglecting the North-West Territories, 
because we are expending more in the 
agencies than we are in any other part of 
the Dominion? Therefore, I cannot agree 
with the theory laid down by my hon. 
friend (it was a very pretty one, no 
doubt) that money could accomplish so 
much, but I think the experience of any 
gentleman who reflects on the subject, and 
reads the history of the country aright, 
will find that it is utterly impossible by 
money alone to affect a change of popula- 
tion from one country to another. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Has my hon. friend 
added up the total number of emigrants 
who came into Canada during those years ? 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—No; I have not the 
total number. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I see that 133,000 
came to Canada in 1883. I was going to 
ask my hon. friend if he has any idea how 
many of those remained in the country ? 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—I have no idea. I 
am speaking only of those who came to 
Canada, who are claimed in the immigra- 
tion returns, That opens up a broad ques- 
tion. Of course, I am not going to enter 
into itnow. My own experience has led me 
to the conclusion that these people come 
and go, that if an emigrant has been 
assisted out to Windsor he is quite likely 
to step over to Detroit, and if he is carried 
to Port Huron he is just as likely to cross 
over to Michigan. We have realized that 
there are losses of that kind. We receive 
some from the United States, but I do not 
think the proportion is at all equivalent 
to that of the departures from Canada. 
The hon. gentleman admits that there 
has been a large emigration from this 
country. Those people must.have known 
that there was a Garden of Eden in our 
North-West that offered the best of 
homes to the settler, yet they persisted in 
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going to the Eastern States. The hon. 
gentleman could not understand the cause 
of their preference. I am not going to 
enter into the reasons why. He says they 
do not appreciate the National Policy; I 
think they do appreciate it, and they have 
left the country to better their fortunes. 
They certainly would not have torn up 
their household gods and gone to another 
country, unless there was a strong and 
urgent reason for making the change. It 
is not necessary to analyze that reason: 
it leads to another subject, but there is the 
patent fact, that they did not go there be- 
cause they believed they would be poorer. 
They went there because they knew that 
they were going to be better off. On 
looking into the tiguresI am rather startled 
at the vast number of British subjects who 
seem to prefer the United States. If it 
goes on much longer there will be a fusion 
between Great Britain and the United 
States. I suppose there are to-day in the 
United States some six or seven millions 
of persons who were British subjects. 
Many of them have become naturglized 
citizens of the Republic, but no doubt a 
great many of them have never taken the 
oath of allegiance. I am including in 
this estimate the [rish, because they form 
a majority of these people. There are 
nearly as many of the Irish people 
in the United States as there are in Ire- 
land. It is claimed that there are over a 
million Canadians in the United States. My 
impression is that the estimate is short of 
the real number. That is one reason, anda 
very strong one, why we should have better 
relations with the neighboring country. 
The hon. gentleman from Calgary made a 
greut mistake when he said that there is 
any party in Canada that desires a poli- 
tical union with the Republic I have yet 
to learn that any considerable number of 
our people have any such desire. I can 
count on my fingers the number of persons 
that I know who look forward to any such 
change, but there are very many who 
desire closer commercial relations with tne 
United States, and their desire will be 
ratified before many years. In that they 
ollow simply in the wake of the mother 
country, which has the freest trade, on her 
part, at all events, with the United States. 
And she has illustrated the wisdom of it 
by the marked success that has attended 
her trade with that country, because to- 
day it is larger than the trade with any 





took up this crofter question. 
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other country, save, perhaps, India, and 
larger on the other side, with Eng- 
land, than with any other nation. The 
figures prove that conclusively, and they 
prove, moreover, thatit isa growing trade, 
and therefore this bugbear that is perpet- 
ually brought under our notice, this dread 
of bringing about closer political relations 
with the United States, has no fuundation 
in fact. If we want to build up a great 
nation here we must have free trade with 
the United States; otherwise, you will de- 

opulate this country. An effort should 
be made to bring back the people who have 
gone to the United States. They did not go 
there because the land is better. We have 
in Ontario a finer country than any State 
in the Union. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—And the people 
are better off. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Perhaps they are; 
but they want to be still better off, as they 
would be if they had free trade with the 
United States. However, that is a very 
broad subject. I have only referred to it 
incidentally, because the hon. gentleman 
from Calgary, in expatiating on—I will not 
say exaggerating—the attractions of the 
North-West, took occasion to say that it 
was the only way to meet the aspirations 
of a political party in Canada that de- 
sired closer politicial relations with 
the United States. I say there is no 
party in Canada that has any such 
desire, because we feel that our system of 
ones is infinitely superior to the 

e have no doubt corruption on our side, 
but they have it to a far greater extent. 
They are a larger country and possess 
greater accimulated wealth. Ido not pro- 
pose to further follow the argument of the 
hon. gentleman in reference to the reports 
that he read to us of opinions expressed on 
this subject in the House of Commons 
with regard to colonization companies. I 
say they are utterly impracticable, and 
this Government or any other Government 
would be mad to entertain them ut any 
time. It would be an utter waste of money. 
A number of charitable, benevolent people 
They did 
so because of the cruel treatment to which 
the crofters were subjected by the land- 
lords. It was because the landlord was 
narrowing the crofter’s holding, depriv- 
ing him of the privileges that he and his 
forefathers had enjoyed—converting the 
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lands where his sheep had pastured into a 
deer park. It was because all this was creat- 
ing a great scandal throughout the British 
Empire that a few benevolent people tookup 
the question of transferring the crofters to 
the Canadian North-West. The number 
of crofters is small, but I have no doubt it 
will be a happy change for them, and the 
success which will reward their efforts in 
that country will be the means of bring- 
ing out a considerable number of them, 
not by means of Government assistance, 
because, as I see by a copy of the Mail, an 
English paper of 21st February, that has 
just now been handed to me, it is proposed 

y the Lord Advocate of Scotland not to 
continue this grant to thecrofters. Inthe 
Imperial Parliament the Lord Advocate 
was asked if it was proposed to send out 
any more crofter families this spring to 
western Canada. The Lord Advocate 
replied : 

“I am informed that a report has been received 
which will be submitted to an early meeting of the 
Colonization Board, the general purport of which is 
that the families are comfortably housed and have 
more or less land ready for crop. A small balance of 
the money voted last session remains unexpended, but 
until the accounts are fully made up it is impossible 
to say what it amounts to. It is not proposed to send 
out any more families this spring, and no steps in this 
direction will be taken until the committee appointed 


to enquire into the State-aided emigration have issued 
their report.” 


In special cases of that kind State aid 
may be of very considerable benefit ; and I 
will give hon. gentleman another illus- 
tration where such aid has been of very 
considerable service. About 1876 a body 
of Icelanders, driven from their country 
by the ice accumulating on the coasts of 
the island, found their way into Ontario, 
They were in great want, and the Govern- 
ment of the day transported them to the 
North-West. The people were entirely 
outof money. They had nothing to keep 
them from starvation. ‘The Government 
of the day, the Mackenzie Administration, 
thought it might be the nucleus of a fature 


“settlement, and so they were planted on 


the shore of Lake Winnipeg. The set- 
tlement was for two or three years ex- 
tremely unfortunate. It will be recol- 
lected that in regard to this matter 
the small-pox attacked them and deci- 
mated the colony. Lord Dufferin, who 
knew something about Iceland, took some 


interest in them, and used his influence 


with the Government in endeavoring to 
&sist them, and so they were assisted for 
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a year or two longer. The consequence 
has been, no doubt, that their reports to 
their friends at home have brought out a 
great many more Icelanders year by year; . 
the colony is increasing to such an extent 
that new colonies are being formed in the 
country, but it is not the Government of 
Canada that is bringing them out. It is 
the success of those Icelanders who are 
settled in the country. Their glowing re- 
ports to their friends a: home, and the 
money they send back, have been the 
means of bringing more Icelanders to 
settle in the North-West. It is another 
illustration of the way in which immigra- 
tion can be carried out. A colony that is 
once successful enlarges simply by the 
communications between the successful 
colonists and their friends abroad. In ig- 
noring the principle of colonization upon a 
general scale, I do not for a moment contend 
that there may not be individual circum- 
stances that would warrant a Government 
assisting a special colony, such as the Men- 
nonites. It was known that the Mennonites 
were going to leave Russia. They objected 
to conscription; they did not want to 
serve in a possible war and the proposition 
was made to the Government of this coun- 
try to aid them. That aid was advanced, 
and, no doubt, has been a success. I do 
not know if the loan has been repaid; but 
apart from their expenses a very consid- 
erable sum of money was given them, in 
order to place them on a good footing in 
the North West, and they were charged 
5 or 6 per cent. on the money advanced. 
Whether they have repaid that loan 
or not I cannot say. People who have 
made up their minds to move, but are 
uncertain whether they are going to 
settle in one part of the globe or another, 
it may be wise to assist. But to say that 
you are going to England, Ireland or Scot- 
and and gather a number of people, and 
say to them: “We want you to come out 
and settle in the North-West, and we will 
pay your expenses travelling there,” I 
maintain is utterly futile, unless there are 
some other inducements than the mere 
money consideration you propose to offer. 


Hon. Mr, ABBOTT—I am very glad 
that my hon. friend from Ottawa abstained 
from entering into those side questions 
which were alluded to, naturally enough, 
but which would only have provoked a 
discussion of a week or two without pro- 
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ducing any practical result. I must say I 
deprecate the continuance of this prac- 
tice that has prevailed in the Senate for 
some time, of having long debates without 
any substantive motion, or any pose 
result to be derived from them. might 
be allowed, perhaps, to express the amuse- 
ment that I feel at any hon. friend’s 
comparing the project of commercial 
union, or unrestricted reciprocity, which 
he and his friends are urging upon the 
country, with what Englan is doing 
towards the United States. Their propo- 
sal is to have free trade with the United 
States, it is true, but not free trade with 
any other country. The proposal to us 
involves, as has been shown on other oc- 
casions, to my satisfaction, but perhaps not 
to my hon. friend’s, that in order to carry 
out the scheme we should have to place 
our commercial and financial system en- 
tiroly under the control of the United 
States. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, no; that has 
never been urged. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not ask m 
hon. friend to agree with me, but I say it 
is contended by myself and a great many 
others that that is the proposition. But if 
it is so, and I think it is so, we are just in 
this different position from England—that 
England throws open her markets to the 
whole world; she trades with every country 
on the same conditions, while we should 
be keeping our markets closed to the world, 
as far as duties can close them, and have 
free trade with the United States alone. 
That is the striking difference between the 

osition of England and that of the United 

tates. In answer to my hon. friend, 
whose speech I listened to with great atten 
tion, and with whom I largely sympathise, 
I have to say, at present the subject of any 
further assistance or any further steps to 
promote immigration, beyond the pro- 
vision of ample facilities at low rates for 
access to the North-West and the provision 
for granting tracts of land to those who go 
there, is under the consideration of the 
Government; but no such scheme has yet 
been decided upon. 


DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL INFOR- 
MATION BILL. 
THIRD READING. 
The Order of the Day being called,— 
Third reading of Bill (T) “ An Act to pre- 
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vent the disclosure of Official Documents 
and Information.” 


Hon. Ma, ABBOTT—I have conferred 
with my colleague on the subject of the 
penalty to be imposed for infringement of 
this Act. I have satisfied myself that it is 
our undoubted privilege to insert in the 
Bill any provision creating an offence 
intended to prevent or punish the com- 
mission of that offence. There can be no 
question on that subject. I therefore 
purpose to fill up the two blanks, the one 
in the first section and the other in the 
second section, with the words “ one 
hundred dollars.” That is the maximum ; 
the minimum is left to the discretion of 
the judge. I move that the Bill be not 
now read the third time, but that it be 
amended in the manner I have proposed. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill, as amended. 


Hon. Mr. POWER moved in amend- 
ment, that the Bill be not now read the 


Y|third time, but that it be amended by 


striking out of the first clause the para- 
graph marked “ti7t.” He said: That is 
the paragraph which makos it a mis- 
demeanor for anyone to take a sketch 
or a photograph from the outside of 
a martello tower or fortification. I think 
that is carrying the thing too far. I 
do not mean to say that they may not 
go as far in other countries, but that is no 
reason why we should do likewise. There 
is no important secret that is likely to be 
divulged to any foreign prince, potentate, 
or power by taking a picture that way. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I cannot agree 
with the hon. member from Halifax. In 
the first place, at the outset, that clause 
enacts thata party must “ wrongfully” be 
doing this. Now, that is a sufficient pro- 
tection. Unless the party is clearly shown 
to be wrongfully doing the act he cannot 
be punished. There is no difficulty, I 
presume, in getting permission to take 
these sketches, if the proper course is 
taken, and if there is no suspicion attach- 
ing to the person making the application. 
I think it is proper that there should besuch 
a restriction. I think it is very important 
that the enemy should not get sketches or 
photographs of our fortifications. Insome 
instances the restriction may appear to be 
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unreasonable, but we cannot legislate for 
exceptional cases: we must enact a general 
law. The Bill has been framed with a good 
deal of care. It is necessarily verbose to 
meet the object intended, and the fact that 
it is based on an Act of the Imperial Par- 
liamont ought to be no small recommenda- 
tion in our eyes, because we know what 
attention is given to these matters in Eng- 
land. I think it would be unfortunate, and 
would greatly deteriorate the value of the 
Bill, if such an amendment were accepted. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—If the amend- 
ment is adopted it will practically render 
the Billinoperative. There is no intention 
to punish a tourist who makes a sketch of 
a fortification, and it must be borne in 
mind that the onus rests on the prosecutor 
to show that the sketch is taken for a 
wrongful purpose. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not know 
that I can add anything to what my bon. 
friend from Richmond has said with 
respect to this motion. The first para- 
graph of the clause appears to me to guard 
most carefully the artist who takes a 
sketch of a fortification for amusement, 
because it says distinctly that he is only 
guilty if be wrongfully obtains informa- 
tion. My hon. friend must remember that 
information of this description in a crisis 
is really of great importance to an attack- 
ing party. My hon. friend will remember 
that in the invasion of France by the 
Germans some years ago their extraordi- 
nary success was considered at the time, and 


was, really, largely due to the amount of 


information they had about every road, 
every local fortification or place of strength 
in the country. At the headquarters of the 
German staff they had drawings of every 
road and fortified place ample to guide them 
in their attack. It is to prevent an injury of 
that description that this Bill is introduced. 
This clause is an exact copy of a section 
of the English Act, and we have received 
a pressing despatch from the British 
Government asking us to take efficient 
steps in the direction indicated in this Bill. 
I think, therefore, that my hon. friend 
ought not to press his amendment, or, at 
least, I hope the House will allow this 
clanse to stand part of the Bill. 

The amendment was declared lost, on a 
division. 

The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed. 
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MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER ACT AMEND- 
MENT BIULL. 


IN COMMITTEE. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mitte of the Whole on Bill (H) ‘ An Act 
to amend ‘An Act concerning Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister.’ ” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the Ist clause— 


Hon. Mr. POWER moved to leave out 
“daughter ” and insert “ neice,” and leave 
out “ wife’s sister ” and insert “wife.” He 
said: There is no reason why a man may 
not marry the daughter of his deceased 
wife’s brother as well as the daughter of 
his deceased wife's sister. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not ap- 
prove of that. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is a decided 
objection. 


Hon. MR. POWER—Since we have de- 
cided that a man may marry his deceased 
wife’s sister, 1 can see no reason why a 
man should not be allowed to marry the 
neice of his deceased wife, whether the 
neice is the daughter of a deceased wife's 
sister or brother. There is no relationship 
by consanguinity at all; it is only b 
affinity. Ido not propose to interfere wit 
the principle, which is of some conse- 
quence, prohibiting the marriage of a 
woman to her deceased husband’s brother. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon. 
gentleman should have given notice of his 
amendment, so that we could thoroughly 
understand what he desires to accomplish. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am opposed to 
the principle altogether. I do not approve 
of marriage with a deceased wife's sister, 
and I am against extending the principle. 
I would suggest that the further consider- 
ation of the Bill be postponed until to- 
morrow. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH moved that the 
committee rise and report progress. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Hon. Mr. LEWIN, from the committee, 


reported that they had made some progress 
with the Bill. 
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SECOND READINGS. 


Bill (88) “An Act to incorporate the 
North Canadian Atlantic Railway and 
Steamship Company.” (Mr. Bolduc.) 

Bill (60) “ An Act to incorporate the 
Rainy River Boom Company.” (Mr. Mac- 
Innes.) 


CALGARY WATER POWER CO’S 
BILL. 


OND READING. 


Hon. Mz. LOUGHEED moved the se- 
cond reading of Bill (75) “An Act respect- 
ing the Calgary Water Power Company, 
Limited.” 

Hon. Mr. POWER—Unless I am mis- 
taken, this Bill is opposed by the people 
of Calgary. In that case, the Bill had 
better stand over until to-morrow. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—This company 
has already been incorporated by the 
North-West Council. We come here for 
the purpose of having the charter con- 
firmed. The opposition to which the hon. 
member from Halifax refers is not to this 
Bill, but to another one. The people of 
Calgary have no reason to oppose this 
measure. . 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (82) “ An Act to confirm an Agree- 
ment between the Montreal and Western 
Railway Company and theCanadian Pacific 
Railway Company.” (Mr. Bolduc.) 


The Senate adjourned at 6:10 p. m. 





THE SENATE, 
Ottawa, Thursday, March 13th, 1890, 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


IMPERIAL FEDERATION. 
MOTION. 
Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved— 


That in the opinion of this House, the time has 
arrived when Canada might be accorded a measure 
of representation in the Imperial Parliament, by giv- 
ing to the Government of the Dominion of Canada, 
and to the (;overnment of each Province in the Dom- 
inion, the appointment of a representative holding a 
seat in the Imperial House of Commons, the repre- 
sentative of the Government of the Dominion also 
holding a seat in the Imperial Privy Council, the 
privileges of such representatives being limited to the 

ischarge of and voting upon such questions as may 
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affect Canadian interests. That this resolution be 
transmitted to His Excellency the Governor General 
in Council, for such constitutional action as he may 
deem it advisable to take in the interests of the 
country. 
He said: In bringing this resolution be- 
fore this honorable House for debate, I feel 
that a degree of responsibility attaches to 
it that does not attach to ordinary resolu- 
tions, because it is dealing with a question 
which involves issues beyond the precincts 
of this House and beyond the precincts of 
this country—not only the destinies of a 
country but the destinies of an Empire 
are contained in the principles it involves. 
My object in bringing this resolution 
forward was to supplement the resolution 
that was passed by the honorable House 
of Commons, expressing the loyalty and 
devotion of the Canadian people to the 
British Crown and to the person of Her 
Most Gracious Majesty. hile I believe 
that that resolution expressed the unani- 
mous sentiments and feelings of the people 
of Canada, it is open to misinterpretation ; 
it might be considered the expression of 
affection and regard that a daughter would 
write to her parent on the eve of receiving 
the attentions of a suitor, or it might be 
the expressions of fidelity and devotion 
that are sometimes made and sometimes 
broken; but when a pure-minded maiden 
(if I might be pardoned for using the 
poe symbol generally applied to our 
air country), when a pure-minded maiden 
gives her hand with her heart, there is 
then no room for the misinterpretation of 
the sentiment she expresses or the dura- 
tion of the bond it implies. In addition, 
hon. gentlemen, it cannot be denied that 
the destiny of Canada is viewed from a 
number of standpoints. Imperial Federa- 
tion is advocated; we have Annexation dis- 
cussed; Independence is discussed ; the 
development of a French nationality is 
adobe ; and the suggestion has been 
thrown out looking to the establishment 
of a western Dominion in our broad prairie 
country. It is a misfortune when the 
minds of a population are drawn from 
centreing their energies upon those sub- 


jects that are conducive to the material 


welfare of the people, to abstract ques- 
tions concerning their political future I 
believe that we have a destiny to fulfil 
on this continent, in the interest of 
the world, and that is, that we shall 
form the link that will ultimately unite 
the forces of civilization of the British 
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Empire to the forces of the great American 
civiligation which has been established 
upon this continent oy the genius of the 
British race; und when [ speak of the 
British race, I do not exclude our compa- 
triots from the Province of Quebec. On 
the contrary, they have for upwards of a 
century been inspired with the principles of 
the British constitution; they have imbibed 
the same patriotic scntiments that beats in 
the heart of every Canadian, and they are 
in every sense part of the British race to- 
day, retaining a mewento of their ancestr 
jn the language they have preserved. 
While, however, we may conceive that 
we have a destiny to fulfil, we have also 
a duty to perform, and that is to do our 
share towards preserving intact and un- 
diminished the integrity and the lustre of 
the British Empire. When we realize 
what that Empire has grown to, the in- 
fluence that it has exercised upon the 
civilization of the world, the wisdom that 
has guided its rulers (except, perhaps, in 
one fatal instance), and the glory that is 
et in store for its ever-increasing power, 
it makes us feel that we have a duty to 
perform, as I have said before, in taking 
our part in maintaining it. We have 
already done a large share in developing 
this fair country; the physical endurance, 
industry and capacity of our forefathers 
hewed out ofthe forest and brought into 
cultivation the smiling fields that now 
form part of the wealth of the Empire, as 
their sons now form part of its strength. 
We have built up a hardy population, 
reared in morality and intellectuality and 
although we have made advances, we are 
yet only on the threshold of our develop- 
ment, 80 far as the extent and resources of 
our country are concerned. We have in 
the Maritime Provinces coal and iron side 
by side as accessible and as plentiful for 
the trade of the world as they are on the 
British isles. We have in the Provinces 
of Ontario and Quebec agricultural re- 
sources and manufacturing power that can 
not be excelled. In the West we have a 
great wheat field that can produce wheat 
which possesses 10 per cent. more baking 
value than any other. In British Colum- 
bia we have again coal and iron, all added 
to our great natural wealth of timber, and 
fish and minerals. These resources are 
paralleled on the south by the greatest 
system of inland Rene the world has 
ever seen, and the Hudson Bay on the 
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north, both of which penetrate the interior 
of the continent. 

To preserve those resources for the bene- 
fit of our own people, or for those who 
cast in their lot with us, is a duty we owe 
to ourselves, and to turn the minds of our 
people into what I might term a legiti- 
mate train of thought, so far as our political 
future is concerned, is a duty which we, 
occupying the position we do in this 
honorable House, owe to the people of 
Canada. 

Although I will allow that annexation 
rarely finds expression in the sentiment of 
the people, yet there is no doubt that the 
attractions of that great country to the 
south are a constant menace to the integrity 
of our country anc its national unity; 
and we may fairly ask ourselves the 
question—whether it is better to preserve 
our national unity as an independent State 
of the Empire, with our capital in Canada, 
or to run the risk some day of dividing 
our country into a number of States, with 
their capital at Washington, thus losing 
our cohesive force between the Atlantic 
and Pacific, and abandoning a birthright 
which we have inherited and have pre- 
served. ° 

There is no doubt there are people in 
England who would be pleased to seeCanada 
become part of the United States, in order 
that no danger might arise which would 
interfere with the interests of British capi- 
tal that is so largely centred there. On 
the other hand, there are people in the 
United States who would as little like to 
see the power of the British Empire weak- 
ened by the isolation of Canada from it, 
because they realise that the power of the 
British Empire will be exercised in the 
promotion of the welfare of the world’s 
citizens, irrespective of nationality. The 
same arguments will apply with equal 
furce in regard to independence, and I be- 
lieve that our circumstances are such that 
we could not resist the gravitating forces 
to the south if we had no other sentiment 
than Canadian nationality to support us. 
Even suppose we succeeded in maintaining 
our independence, when we look upon the 
status of the northern countries of Europe 
we cannot fail to realise that our position 
as an integral part of the British Empire 
is a prouder one and gives greater scope 
for individual effort than to struggle under 
the financial burden of an independent 
State within our own borders, 
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Take our Princess of Wales—her beauty, 
her virtues, her graces are Denmark’s, but 
her glories are due to the fact that she will 
be Britain’s Queen and Empress of the 
groater Britain which we have helped to 
create, and in our humble capacity we as 
British subjects and Canadian citizens 
share those glories with her. 

In regard toadistinct French nationality, 
even allowing for one moment that the 
French Canadians were a unit in falling 
back upon the nationality of their ancestry, 
which we have the best public evidences 
that they are not, or that it even finds a 
place in their public policy—but allowing 
for one moment that they were a unit, 
what would be the effect should they be 
successful in developing such a policy ? 
It would be a nationality without influence 
and without aim or object on this conti- 
nent. No; we were born together and 
bred together on the same soil, and we 
must work together for the national good, 
and go hand in hand for the good of the 
Empire that has a noble destiny yet to 
fulfil in the world’s history. e should 
realize the larger field that is open to 
Canadians through their poeition in the 
British Empire. Look at the marvellous 
manner in which Scotchmen and Irishmen 
have penetrated every corner of the world, 
meeting with success everywhere. Though 
only a small population in themselves, do 
they not owe their success to the avenues 
of the British Empire which have been 
thrown open to them and which they have 
helped to create. Englishmen have also 
appreciated at their full value the co-oper- 
ation of the talent and labor of the sister 
kingdoms. The same avenues are open 
to Canadians, and we have already reason 
to be proud of the success of many of our 
countrymen in the larger sphere of the 
Empire which our connection with it has 
thrown open to them. 

The request for representation in the 
Imperial Parliament does not in any sense 
restrict our independence or create an irk- 
some bond. It assures us of as great in- 
dependence as any part of the British 
Empire enjoys, and a greater measure of 
independence than we at present enjoy, 
because it would give us a voice in direct- 
ing our destinies, so far as they are con- 
trolled by the Imperial Parliament. This 
has been an age of federation. We have 
seen several examples äiuring the present 
generation, the most notable of which 


has been the federation of the German 
Empire, which has created a power that is 
a guarantee of greater liberty to the Ger- 
man subject, and Switzerland also. 

Australia is about to form a nation, and 
is likely to copy our formula as pro- 
pounded in the work carefully prepared 
upon our constitution by one of our emi- 
nent writers, Dr. Bourinot. Canada has 
led the way in developing national unity 
within tho Empire, and in doing so has 
been eminently successful,and has advanced 
so far on the path of national develop- 
ment that a vigorous national life desires 
to find some expansion as an outlet for 
its vigor—an aspiration that finds its ex- 
istence for a more distinct automony. To 
meet that aspiration the sentiment has been 
pretty well expressed throughout Canada 
that a closer union of the colonies with the 
mother country is desirable. No practical 
idea has yet been put forth by any repon- 
sible body having that object in view; but 
it is fair for us to ask ourselves: Has the 
time not arrived when we might seek to 
establish closer relations, somewhat on the 
basis I have laid down in the resolution 
now before this honorable House ? ‘In this 
resolution we ask that a measure of repre- 
sentation might be accorded to Canada in 
the deliberations of the Imperial Parlia- 
ment, limited to the discussion of questions 
which affect Canadian interests alone. It 
would be improper for us to seek to take 

art in all the deliberations of the Imperal 

arliament, because, until we are prepared 
to bear a full share of the financial burden 
of governing the Empire, we cannot seek 
the full measure of representation involved 
in the discussion of all questions; but we 
are at liberty to discuss whether the time 
has arrived and whether it would be to the 
interests of Canada to have the opportunity 
of expressing the public opinion of Canada 
in the Imperial Parliament upon questions 
affecting Canadian interests. 

All may not agree upon the mode of 
appointing these representatives that this 
resolution provides, but that is not an 
essential point. I was quite aware that in 
bringing this question forward for discus- 
sion it was necessary to point out some 
simple mode of giving effect to the request 
implied by this resolution, but the number 
of the representatives or the mode of 
selecting them I have suggested more as 
a basis of argument. There is a difference 
between the Privy Council and the Cabi- 
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net: the Privy Council has a much wider 
range, though not the same influence, 
but [ believe it would admit of a 
Canadian representative expressing him- 
self in the Cabinet, where the policy of the 
country is framed, without infringing upon 
the prerogatives of the representatives of 
the Imperial Parliament. 

This question of representation in the 
Imperial Parliament is not a new one, as 
it found pretty strong expression at the 
time when the American colonies were 
pat and parcel of the British Empire; and 

ad the counsels which were then given, 
been seriously considered, which would 
have given Washington an opportunity to 
express the wishes of his people on the 
floor of Parliament, that unnatural rebel- 
lion would, in all probability, never have 
blotted the pages of British history. We 
find that as long ago as 1768 Mr. Thos. 
Pownall, a member of Parliament, who had 
served as Lieutenant-Governor of New Jer- 
sey and Governor and Commander-in-Chief 
of the Province of Massachusett’s Bay and 
South Carolina, wrote a book, entitled ‘“‘ Ad- 
ministration of the Colonies,” dedicating it 
to the Right Hon. George Grenville (of 
Stamp Act fame), in which he said: “It is 
therefore the duty of those who govern 
us to carry forward this state of things to 
the weaving of this lead into our system, 
that Great Britain may no more be con- 
sidered as the kingdom of this isle only, 
with many appendages of provinces, colo- 
nies and settlements and other extraneous 
parts, out as the grand marine dominion, 
consisting of our possessions in the Atlan- 
tic and in America, united into one Em- 

ire, in one centre, where the seat of 

veroment is.” We have also that emi- 
nent writer on political economy, Adam 
Smith, in his “ Wealth of Nations,” deal- 
ing with the proposition at length. He 
points out (See page 281, 3rd Book 4, 
chap. 7) : 

“ Towards the declension of the Roman Republic 
the allies of Rome, who had borne the 
burden of defending the State and extending the 
Empire, demanded to be admitted to all the privi- 
leges of Roman citizens. Upon being refused, the 
social war broke out. During the course of that war 

e granted those privileges to the greater part of 
one by one, and in proportion as they detach 
themselves from the general confederacy. * * * 

“The idea of representation was unknown in 
ancient times. When the ple of one State were 
admitted to the right of citizenship in another, they 
had no other means of exercising that right but by 
coming in a body to vote and deliberate with the 


people of that other State. The admission of the 
greater part of the inhabitants of Italy to the privileges 
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of Roman citizens completely ruined the Roman Re- 
public. It wasnolonger possible to distinguish between 
who was and who was not a Roman citizen. No tribe 
coup know its own members. A rabble of any kind 
could be introduced into the Assemblies of the people, 
could drive out the real citizens, and decide upon the 
affairs of the Republic as if they themselves had been 
such. But, though America were to send fifty or 
sixty new representatives to Parliament, the door- 
keeper of the House of Commons could not find any 
great difficulty in distinguishing between who was 
and who was not a member. ough the Roman 
constitution, therefore, was necessarily ruined by the 
union of Rome with the allied States of Italy, there 
is not the least probability that the British constitu- 
tion would be hurt by the union of Great Britain with 
her colonies. That constitution, on the contrary, 
would be completed by it, and seems to be imperfect 
without it. The Assembly which deliberates and 
decides concerning the affairs of every part of the 
Empire, in order to be properly informed, ought cer- 
certainly to have representatives from every of it. 
That this union, however, could be easily effectuated, 
or that difficulties, and great difficulties, might not 
occur in the execution, I do not pretend. I have yet 
heard of none, however, which appear insurmountable. 
The principal, perhaps, arises not from the nature of 
things, but from the prejudices and opinions of the 
people, both on this and on the other side of the 
Atlantic. * * * 
‘* The discovery of America, and that of a p 

to the East Indies by the Cape of Good Hope, are che 
two test and most important events recorded in 
the history of mankind. Their consequences have 
already been ve eat: but, in the short period of 
between two and three centuries which has elapsed 
since these discoveries were made, it is impossible 
that the whole extent of their consequences can have 
been seen. What benefits or what misfortunes to 
mankind may hereafter result from those great events 
no human wisdom can foresee. By uniting, in some 
measure, the most distant parts of the word, by 
enabling them to relieve one another’s wants, to 
increase one another’s industry, their general tendency 
would seem to be beneficial.’ 


This, hon. gentlemen, was written at a 
time when the discovery of an eastern 
passage to India by the Cape of Goud Hope 
was described as the marvel of the age. I 
wonder what the great political economist 
would have thought of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway, which proves to be the North- 
West Passage to india, that was so eagerly 
sought for in those early days by explorers. 
Edmund Burke, that friend of the colonies, 
who was appointed by the State of New 
York to be its representative in the Im- 
perial Parliament, also gave expression to 
the same views, and the fact of his cette 
been appointed by the State of New Yor 
to represent its people in Parliament shows 
the desire that existed on their part to have 
the opportunity of expressing their views 
where their interests were concerned. 
Burke’s principal objection to the question 
of representation by the colonies was the 
time that was necessary to cover the dist- 
ance in going to and fro; but so far as dis- 
tance is concerned, which is sometiues, 
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even at the present day, raised as an objec- 


tion to the principle I am advocating, 
scientific appliances have altered that to 
such a degree that both the expense And 
the time of passing between Ottawa and 
London is very little, if any, greater than 
the time occupied in passing between 
British Columbia and Ottawa, or San Fran- 
cisco and Washington, which is considered 
no bar to the unity of these countries. 
Electricity and steam now permit of inter- 
change of thought quite as rapidly as is 
necessary, and while by these means the 
world is rapidly becoming smaller by the 
very same means, it is also becoming 
larger. Although this may be considered 
a puradox, it is nevertheless true, because 
the criminal or the recluse cannot now 
hide himself from the gaze of man or the 
track of the detective, while on the other 
hand the area of the world’s surface 
that has been lying hidden from the 
grasp of man through so many centuries 
is now being rapidly brought under his 
civilizing influences, and by cultivation 
contributing to the ever-increasing demand 
of the popu ation of the world, and in that 
respect the world is growing larger. That 
these can be used for the advantage of the 
increasing population of the world is an 
additional reason why representatives to 
the highest legislative body in the world 
should be able to take their seat and give 
information of the resources that await 
the industry of the laborer of Canada. In 
later times the idea of representation for 
the colonies was given prominence to by 
two celebrated men—Mr. Hume, a member 
of Parliament, and Judge Haliburton. In 
1831, when the Reform Bill was under 
discussion, Mr. Hume proposed, on the 
motion to go into committee on the Bill, 
the following resolution: “That it be an 
instruction to the committee to make pro- 
vision for the return to this House of 
members to represent certain colonies and 
foreign possessions of His Majesty.” Mr. 
Humo’s idea was that the colonies should 
have nineteen members, the Crown colo- 
nies to have four, British America three, 
West Indies eight, and the Channel Islands 
one. The representatives were to be 
elected for seven years and their seats were 
not to be affécted by dissolution. The 
desirability of colonial representatives 
being admitted to the Commons was con- 
cedad by men of all shade of opinions in 
the House, but the motion was, on the 
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advice of the Ministry, negatived, without 
a division, on account of the difficulties 
likely to be raised, and the difficulties in 
the way of the passage of the Bill itself, 
were then quite enough without adding 
more. Judge Haliburton, of Nova Scotia, 
one of the most celebrated of North Amer- 
icans, has this to say on the subject in his 
novel “Sam Slick :’— 


“It should not be England and her colonies, but 
they should be in 1 parts of one great whole—all 
counties of Great Britain. There should be no taxes 
on colonial produce, and the colonies should not be 
allowed to tax manufacturers’ guods ; all should pass 
free, as from one town in England to another, the 
whole of it one vast home market, from Hong 
Kong to Labrador. They should be represented in 
Parhament, help to pass English laws, and show 
them what laws they wanted themselves. Al] dis- 
tinictions should be blotted out forever ; it should be 
no more a bar to man’s promotion, as it is now, that 
he lived beyond the sea than living on the other side 
of the channel; it should be our navy, our army, 
our nation; blot out the word colonies altogether ; 
incorporate them all with England, body and breeches, 
our people,our country, our Parliament.” 


These representations from eminent 
men during the last century serve to show 
that the principle now under discussion in 
this honorable House is not a novel or a 
startling one. 

Then, again, we have the examples of 
other countries—France and Spain both 
have representatives from their colonies. 
France, I think, gives Algeria six repre- 
sentatives and to the other colonies ten. 
Spain gives Cuba a representative for every 
40,000 of the population that pay $25 a 
year taxes. Then we had another mode 
of representation in the United States. 
They give to their Territories representa- 
tion in Congress, with the right to sit and 
discuss measures, but without the right to 
vote, and when those Territoriesareerected 
into States they have the same privileges 
that other States represented in Congress 

ossess. Then, again, take our own country, 

anada. We have our North-West Terri- 
tories, and although they have not been. 
erected into Provinces, yet the Canadian 
Parliament has given representatives to 
that distant ‘Territory, such is the lib- 
erality of the Canadian ple that 
they have drawn from that distant Terri- 
tory a certain number of representatives 
who are capable of giving such advice, on 
the floor of Parliament, as will enable 
Parliament to govern the country well, 
and in that way they have shown, I con- 
sider, the most advanced and liberal ideas 
in regard to the representation of the peo- 


ple. Then, again, another view is worthy 
of bringing forward, and that is, supposing 
this resolution should take practical shape 
and that it came before the Imperial Gov- 
ernment, and they were to conceive the 
principle of giving certain representation 
to Canada in the way I have suggested, 
or in some other way, it would enable 
Canadians to take their place in the heart 
of that great Empire, and if they were 
able to display ability and make a mark 
for themselves, the chances are that con- 
stituencies in the mother country might 
be open to them, as we have seen has been 
the case with other colonies. Perhaps a 
few Canadians might in this way find their 
way into the Imperial Parliament and add 
their voices to the representation which 
might be accorded under some measure 
such as we are discussing. 

All the ideas that have of late been put 
forth by British statesmen and by the public 
press have generally laid down this prin- 
ciple, that any change should be suggested 
by the Colonies themselves, that it would 
by unwise for British statesmen to formu- 
late any plan withont knowing what the 
principles are that guide the colonies in 
relation to the matter. 

Her most Gracious Majesty commemo- 
rated the Jubilee year, 1886, by inserting 
the following in her Speech from the 
Throne: “I have observed with much satis- 
faction the interest which, in an increasing 
degree, is evinced by the people of this 
country in the welfare of their colonial 
and Indian fellow-subjects, and am led to 
the conviction that there is on all sides a 
growing desire to draw closer the bonds 
which unite the various portions of the 
Empire.” 

The Marquis of Salisbury lately said, in 
response to a public deputation: “ Let the 
Colonies make a move, and signify that 
they desire a closer union, and how they 
propose to effect it, and it will receive 
careful and sympathetic consideration.” 
There is no attempt to influence the colo- 
nies. He recognizes our perfect indepen- 
dence, but in view of these utterances this 
resolution cannot be charged with being 
inopportune or uncalled for. If adopted, 
Canada will not be dictating to England or 
clamoring for the impossible. She will be 
merely responding to a friendly though 
unofficial invitation. 

Canada has led the way in developing 
See ay unity by the federation of the 
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Provinces, and has now attained her 
maturity by twenty-one years of expe- 
rience, and her example is being followed 
by the great colony of Australia and the 
Cape of Good Hope. She may now, with 
propriety, lead the way in establishing 
herself more firmly as a le) Sener art 
of the British Empire. The United King-. 
dom was gradually formed ; dur Dominiom 
was gradually formed, and the same delibe-. 
ration can bs used in making a fresh 
departure for Imperial guidance. The- 
United Kingdom was formed by degrees ;. 
it did not wait till everyone was ready; 
first, Scotch representatives were admitted. 
to the English Parliament; after that, and 
some time after, too, Irish ones were admit. 
ted. Now, Canada, under this resolution, 
desires and hopes to be granted repre- 
sentation in the same way; and as the 
developing process goes on no doubt 
Australia, South Africa and the other 
colonies will follow suit. Although the 
Provinces of the Dominion were first con- 
federated in 1867, the National Policy was 
not developed until 1878, eleven years 
after, and though the Imperial Parliament 
should grant a measure of representation 
to Canada in the counsels of the Empire, 
an Imperial policy might not be developed 
for twenty years after. ‘The one is not de- 
pendent on the other. 


TheImperial Parliamentis a Government 
by precedent and possesses an unwritten 
constitution of sufficient elasticity to take 
the widest range, and I think all will admit 
that it is desirable that the Imperial Par- 
liament should maintain the supreme posi- 
tion in the British Empire it has always 
held, and that it should not allow any body 
to be created that will usurp any portion 
of that supreme authority. The princi- 
ple of British legislation has been in the 
past that any change should be gradual 
in its growth, and for that reason the 
admission of a small number of represent- 
atives into the Imperial Parliament would 
open the way for that change, without 
disturbing in any sense the present rela- 
tionship of the Imperial Parliament to the 
British isles. In dealing with this ques- 
tion we are only called upon to view it in 
its effect upon Canadian interest. Should it 
come under discussion by the Imperial 
Parliament they would, of course, have to 
consider it in its bearing to the other colo- 
nies of the Empire and the effect that it 


would be likely to exercise upon British 
interests. 

The benefits that we might expect to 
derive from the concessions of the repre- 
sentation that we ask, are: First, That wo 
would have the opportunity of lending to 
thé counsels of British statesmen the prac- 
tical knowledge of questions affecting 
Canadian interests; secondly, It would have 
the effect of bringing Canada more promi- 
nently under the notice, not only of the 
people of the British isles, but European 
countries generally. 

A speech from a Canadian representative 
would have more value attached to it than 
the representation we seek now to put 
forth through the pamphlets that we issue, 
because any remarks that would fall from 
the lips of a Canadian of Imperial interest 
would receive the attention of the whole of 
the British press, and through it the Euro- 
pean press. Any expense that might be 
attendant upon giving this Do 

would be counterbalanced by the saving of 
the expense of a portion of the statf we 
find it necessary to maintain in connection 
with our interests, and no doubt a saving 
would also be effected by these representa- 
tives in conducting a portion of business of 
the various Provinces of the Dominion, 
instead of sending special professional men, 
as is necessary from time to time, to attend 
to them. 

It would also be an opening for the 
talent of Canadians, which is not an un- 
worthy ambition for us to possess, and the 
advantages to the Imperial Parliament of 
having practical men from the colonies 
expressing their view upon the floor of 
Parliament should not be overlooked. We 
have every reason to believe, were we to 
make the request somewhat in the form of 
this resolution, that it would receive favor- 
able consideration at the hands of British 
statesmen. There is another view, which is 
not unworthy of consideration. Although 
it may be considered utopian, it is yet 
worthy of expression, and that is, that it 
should be the aim of statesmen in the pre- 
sent day to endeavor to ruise the plane of 
civilisation to a higher standard, so as to 
bring the great mass of mankind nearer to 
the realisation of a future life that is 
worth living for. This can be promoted by 
enlarging the sphere of deliberative power, 
especially when that deliberative power 
is drawn from a source that has its basis 
founded upon education and christianity. 
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The resolution that [ have brought forward 
for discussion, hon. gentlemen, will not 
have any political effect, because it pro- 
vides for its reference to His Excellency 
the Governor General in Council, to deal 
with as he may think proper in the interest 
of the country, and in that capacity he is 
responsible to the people. But although 
for that reason it would have no political 
effect, it would yet have a very strong 
political influence in guiding public opin- 
ion bothin Canada and Great Britain, upon 
this important question, and in dealing 
with it we should realise Macaulay’s sen- 
timents in his “ Lays of Ancient Rome :” 

‘ "Then all were for the Stats 

‘* Then the great man helped the poor 
‘* And the poor man loved the great. 
‘ Then lands were fairly portioned, 
‘* Then spoils were fairly sold, 


“The Romans were like brothers 
‘€ In the brave days of old.” 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—Whether it 
is desirable that the opinion of this House 
should be called for upon a motion of an 
individual member on a question of such 
vital importance as the one which the 
bon. gentleman who has just resumed his 
seat has brought before us this afternoon 
is, in my mind, very questionable. It 
seems to me that the question which the 
hon. gentleman has been discussing is one 
which, if taken up by this House, should 
be taken up at the instance of the Govern- 
ment itself, and that the Government 
should have sufficient support in this House 
for its views to be able to carry such a 
question .by an overpowering ner REG 
I think myself that the hon. gentleman, 
with the best intentions, no doubt, has 
perhaps been led into some errors with 
regard to the de de to be gained by 
the relegation of colonial interests to 
members holding seats in the House of 
Commons, I will first, with the leave of 
the House, address myself to that view of 
the question. It so happens that recent 
news, 80 recent that it has only occupied 
the time necessary for a mail steamer to 
pass from London to this side of the 
Atlantic, gives an illustration of what 
consequences may be expected in depend- 
ing upon the members holding seats in 
the Imperial Parliament for the safeguard, 
and for the discussion and for the pro- 
motion of strictly colonial affairs. Phat 
ek of Her Majesty’s dominions called 

cotland, scarcely a fortnight ago, came 
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prominently before the House of Commons | recently labored under, namely, that time 
upon purely a matter of domestic interest. | and leisure would not be found for a full 
Dr. Clarke, a prominent Scotch member, | discussion on these colonial questions I 


pro 
to the domestic affairs of Scotland should 
be relegated to a Scotch Parliament, and 
that in other matters Scotch affairs would 


sed that all matters strictly relating | have here an extract from the Manches- 


ter Guardian of 20th February on Dr. 
Clarke’s proposal to devolve upon a legisla- 
ture in Scotland the consideration of the 


be discussed and managed by the West-| domestic affairs of that country : 


minster Parliament in the way they are 
at present. That gentleman met with 
little support, even from Scotchmen, that 
his resolution was defeated by, I think, 
a majority of 160; and to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a few of the arguments 
which were brought forward on this ques- 
tion will, I think, apply to the inexpediency 
of putting colonial affairs before a Parlia- 
ment, already overworked by its domestic 
affairs, and not particularly well posted on 
the affairs of the colonies. Everyone who 
has been in the habit of reading the de- 
bates in the English Parliament knows 

rfectly well that the House thins down 
immediately on the mention even of an 
East Indian or a colonial question. The 
great body of members feel that it does 
not closely concern them, and they have a 








** We think it will be admitted by any candid reader 


SO | that the existence of a Scotch grievance is made out. 


Mr. Marjoribanks, for example, contended with good 

reason that there was nothing which Dr. Clarke sug- 

gested ‘ which could not quite as well be realized by a 

nd committee of Scotch members in the House.’ 

ut Mr. Marjoribanks was careful to add that, ‘He 

quite that the neglect of Scotch business was 
eplorable.’ ” 


The Manchester Courier speaks in very 
similar terms. It says: 


“The hon. gentleman, Dr. Clarke, complains that 
the present mode of legislating for the domestic affairs 
of Scotland is unsatisfactory. In consequence of the 

ressure of business from other of the kingdom 
tch Bills are put off indefinitely from time to time.” 


As this is quite a clear case as regards 
Scotland, is there any reason to believe 
that colonial affairs would be more liber- 
ally treated by the English House of 


very obscure idea of what the politics of Commons than the affairs of Scotland? 


India or the politics of the colonies are, 
and the House is almost immediately 
empty upon the occurrence of a debate 
such as that. The arguments brought for- 
ward were these: that the House itself 
could provide as competent a tribunal to 
to discuss Scotch affairs, through the 
medium of one of its grand committees, 
as could be obtained by a Scotch Parlia- 
ment. Those were the arguments brought 
forward by the gentlemen who opposed 
Dr. Clarke’s motion. They, it seems 
to me, took very good care to guard 
themselves by the assertion that the 
Scotch business had been neglected of late 
years in the House, and was very much in 
arrears. But for all that they held, and 
held, I suppose, rightly, that a grand com- 
mittee on Scotch affairs would afford just 
as good an opportunity for the discussion 
and management of Scotch business as 
would a Parliament in Scotland. I have 
brought those matters forward in this way 
for the purpose of showing that the arena 
to which the hon. gentleman desires to 
commit colonial affairs is not a suitable 
arena, and that our affairs would not pro- 
bably be more clearly discussed there, and 
that they would probably labor under the 
same ore that Scotch business has 

17 | 


I think not. And for that reason I think 
the arena the hon. gentleman suggests for 
the discussion of colonial questions is not 
the most suitable that could be adopted. 
I quite admit the importance of this sub- 
ject. In my opinion, it has been ripening 
in various parts of the world very materi- 
ally in the last few months. I notice a 
desire for Imperial Federation displaying 
itself in various parts of the Australian 
colonies and in South Africa as well as in 
Canada, we may say. Several well-known 
speakers have addressed large audiences 
both in Canada and other colonies, and 
goneray with great acceptance. There- 
ore, itis pretty clear to my mind that the 
question is arising in Canada as well as in 
other colonies, and I add this, that it is 
essential, in my mind, if such a confedera- 
tion is to take place, and to succeed, 
that it should be commenced and carried 
into effect in a time of peace, without hurry, 
without panic, and with all the deliberation 
the ablest statesmen are able to give to it, 
and if commenced and carried into effect 
in that way there is every prospect of its 
endurance. I would myself greatly prefer 
the idea of a colonial council, as indicated, 
I think, at a meeting over which I believe 
the Marquis of Lorne presided, in the Col- 
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onial Institute in 1886. It would not sur- 
prise me to hear that not a few of the gen- 
tlemen in the House at this moment were 
present on that occasion and heard the 
oration delivered by Sir George Bowen to 
a most attentive audience, and to what man 
with greater experience could they have 
listened than that gentleman possessed ? 
He had thirty years’ experience as colonial 
Governor, beginning at Corfu and ending 
at Malta. He had been first Governor of 
Worth Australia—Queensland, as it is now 
called. He had governed New Zealand 
during the period of the Maori war; he 
found the natives in arms against the Bri- 
tish Government, and left the colony at 

eace; from there he went to Victoria. 

he second difficulty which he overcame 
in the colony of Victoria was a political 
difficulty between themselves, defining 
their powers. That was not the whole of 
that gentleman’s experience: he governed 
Hong Kong at a most critical period of its 
history, when the French were waging 
war with the Chinese, and the greatest 
difficulty existed to maintain British inter- 
ests there. Again, that same gentleman, 
to whose opinions I refer with such con- 
fidence, was Governor of Mauritius—a 
colony containing a population with a large 
element of French in it, and there also he 
made himself most exceedingly popular. 
This is the man who was put forward to 
address the Colonial Institute at the great 
Exhibition in 1886, That gentleman, Sir 
George Bowen, alluded to some of the 
circumstances which the hon. gentleman 
has mentioned in his speech. I think he 
alluded to the fact that Adam Smith 
had been one of the originators 
of the idea that a colonial council 
was~ the fittest means of governing 
the colonies; and had the thirteen Amer- 
ican colonies, before the War of In- 
dependence, been represented in the Im- 
perial Parliament in the manner Adam 
Smith suggested, there probably would 
have been no secession, no rebellion, no 
English blood shed, none of that intense 
bitterness of feeling which has always pre- 
vailed between Americans and British for 
more than half a century, and which her 
efforts to-day are not quite sufficient to 
fully obliterate. Nations do not forget 
bombarded towns, and farms and villages 
stained with blood. They are things odious 
in themselves, the memory of which is 
handed down from father to son, and it 


takes generations to obliterate it. Heaven 
forbid that such things should happen in 
our day, not if we can by any possibility 
avoid it. I say, then, that on that occa 
sion, before the Colonial Institute, the 
meeting was addressed by a gentleman 
a more competent than any other 
iving person to speak with confidence 
on colonial affairs. He had been thirty 
ears a colonial Governor, a man of 
igh culture, and his success shows 
that he possessed the genius for gov- 
erning men, and that was his idea 
with regard to colonial government. I 
should like, for a few moments, leaving 
the region of facts to which I have alluded, 
in what I have just stated to the House, to 
trespass a little while giving hon. gentle- 
men some intimation of what the probable 
result would have been in the various diffi- 
culties which Canada has had in the past, 
not now particularly, but at different pe- 
riods for the last fifty years had we pos- 
sessed, during that time, a Colonial Council 
in England? Would we be any better off 
or any worse off? or in more amicable 
relations with the United States to-day ? 
I think so, and for this reason: we 
would have been stronger, and our rights 
would have been enforced by the power 
at our back of a whole undivided na- 
tion. Ithink the feeling which would have 
Pons in the American mind would have 
een something of this nature—that it 
would be useless for them to put forward 
demands or pretensions which were in- 
compatible with facts and incompatible 
with justice. I should say that this 
would be the operation of the Colonial 
Council in any dispute which existed 
in past times, or exists now, or might 
exist in the future—that Canada, if called 
upon by the American Government to 
make good mischief done to her cruisers 
on the fishing grounds, or called upon to 
make amends to our fishermen, or anything 
of that kind, would naturally state her 
case with the greatest clearness and pre- 
cision for the information of the Colonial 
Council, and there it would be enforced 
by her representatives, and there would 
be in any such statement not one word 
except what was literally and exactly true; 
aud in that way the Colonial Council, assem- 
bled members from all the British colonies 
—from Australasia, from the Cape of Good 
Hope, from the West Indies, from Britain's 
great crown of colonies, would naturally 
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discuss the question with fair, unbiassed 
minds, and the result would be that they 
would come to a just conclusion, which 
would be tenable as against the United 
States and which would receive the 
approval of the civilized world. It would 
be felt that there was a body which was 
capable of discussing and offering an opin- 
ion upon questions strictly colonial, by 
men whose ideas would not interfere with 
their judgment. They would have abund- 
ant leisure, and the great Colonia! Empire 
would naturally look to them for their 
decision upon any such point as that. It 
might be a decision which would involve 
peace or war; but we would be certain of 
this, that colonial interests would not be 
ignored or set aside in favor of any other 
consideration, and would be the only way 
to prevent the recurrence of such aggres- 
sions as we have seen in our time by the 
neighboring Republic as against Canada. 
It would be a warning against similar 
attempts hereafter. That is the way, 
I think, a Colonial Council would act in dis- 
putes between any of the colonies and for- 
eign States—a most important consumma- 
tion. But before I resume my seat I should 
like to say a tew words as to the great 
unper anes of the colonial question to us. 
I have been watching these things for 
many years past, and without addressing 
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the colonies rather than from the Imperial 
Government, but it is quite clear from 
recent events that in Australasia, in South 
Africa, and in various other places, there 
is a strong feeling at present towards 
adopting some measure of Imperial Feder- 
ation. | 
Why should this feeling be so predo- 
minant nowadays particularly ? I think 
if we make that enquiry we have not very 
far to look for a reply, and we have also 
the fact of the great change that has taken 
place in battle ships and cruisers. It is 
from a conviction on those facts that the 
colonies have become fully conscious of 
their danger. They might be attacked by 
vessels of great speed, of not very formid- 
able armament or crews, and yet suffi- 
ciently formidable to devastate their sea- 
boards, and perhaps have levied enormous 
contributions upon their unarmed and 
unprotected ports. To obviate that is one 
of the first and most important duties 
which should be attended to by an Impe- 
rial Council and the colonists of our day 
being conscious of their danger in that 
way, not from any one particular nation, 
but from any hostile cruiser — any 
such cruiser as did so much damage 
in the recent American civil war—and 
there are much more formidable vessels 
than either of those for whose depreda- 


any audience upon them, because I thought tions the British Government paid dam- 


that the plans which had been projecten 


were not feasible—that they were not 
practicable. They might do until they 
came to be closely examined by men of 
experience, but whenever that happened 
they were sure to be condemned for 
their want of efficiency. I use the words 
of Lord John Russell, the author of the 
first Reform Bill, before he was called to 
the peerage, and he used this expression, 
as regards the English colonies: that it 
would be deplorable betore God and man 
should any breach be made in the colonial 
dominion of Great Britain. Since that 
time the colonial dominion of Great 
Britain has been marvellously enhanced. 
Not to digress into discussions as to the 
when and the where, and the population and 
wealth of those colonies, I speak of a thing 
that cunnot be contradicted, and say with 
Lord John Russell that it would be a most 
deplorable event should the colonial dia- 
dem of Queen Victoria be damaged in any 
way. I think it was necessary that a 
movement of this kind should come from 





ages to the United States—might do infi- 
nitely greater damage on our seaboards. 
I have trespassed on the patience of the 
House too long; and, perhaps, after all, 
have failed to elicit the facts which were 
not already well known; but I could not 
avoid asking the House to hear me upon 
this point, because I felt that to simply 
adopt the hon. member’s motion would be 
to compromise with the House in the 
future, and to identify it with an unwork- 
able scheme, one which I have demon- 
strated pretty clearly by the analogy of 
Scotlund and the position of Scotch mem- 
bers would be absolutely impracticable in 
the House of Commons as at present con- 
stituted. 


Hon. Mz. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I do 
not agree with the hon. gentleman from 
Prince Edward Island in the first part of 
his remarks, in which he said that it was 
not in the province of any member of this 
House to bring forward a question of this 
kind—that it was more a matter for the 
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House know that on all public questions |zoliverein, or commercial union, between 
Governments are moved by the people— | the mother country and all her colonies 
that questions are forced on them by public | would be the greatest scheme that could 
sentiment, which they had not perhaps | possibly be conceived. I have got a few 
thought of before. herefore, a motion | figures to show what has to be done, first 
like this which is now before us can do no/ of all, in the way of local federation, before 
harm, though it may be premature. As representation could be had in the Im- 
an advocate of Imperial Federation, I)perial Parliament. The Dominion has, 
think there is no harm in discussing the | first of all, to round off its proportions by 
matter briefly, and the line I would take assimilating Newfoundland with its 200,000 
in the matter would be showing the enorm- | inhabitants, with its revenue of $2,000 ,000, 
ous benefits to be derived from intercolo-|and its exports of about $6, 000 000. 
nial commerce between all British colonies | There are nine colonies in the West Indies 
and the mother country. There is a ver y which have all separate governments. In 
remarkable fact connected with Im the colony of the Windward Islands an 
ial Federation; the strong advocates of it in | extraordinary condition of affairs prevails. 
England and in this country are always | The colony consists of three islands, each 
afraid to touch it too closely or to form-| of which has its own tariff, though they 
ulate anything likea system or plan for) are under the one Governor. That shows 
its accomplishment, It is ulways in aj|that there is a great deal yet left 
state, of chronic unripeness. I have had|to be done in the way of assimilation. 
the pleasure of hearing the question dis-|Then they have in Africa five colonies— 
cussed in England by Lord Roseberry,| Natal, Cape, Basutoland, Bechuana- 
Sir Charles Tupper, and a number of other | land and Zululand—enormous territories 
eminent men, and they circled round it| sparsely settled, which will some day form 
and would not touch it closely. They all a confederation of their own. Two or three 
declared that we should have Imperial of the colonies are under the Goverument 
Federation, but they would not formulate | of Natal. With regard to Australia, the 
any idea that would give the different Gov-| work of confederation has commenced 
ernments of the colonies something to work | there, and I dare say it will go on and 
upon or to think about. No doubt it is a make progress. There are a number of 
very difficult question; there is so much to} small colonies like Mauritius, Ascension, 
be done, first of all, in local federation of and North Borneo that we need not deal 
the different colonies, that it is perhaps| with, but the Australian colonies are 
remature to discuss the question that is taking up this question of confederation 
before us. There is no doubt that, first of| with Tasmania and New Zealand. Before 
all, the colonies must feel by intercolonial | a colony like Canada should demand 
trade that they are necessary to each other, | representation in the Imperial Parliament 
and that all barriers to such trade in the|we must remember that there is India, 
shape of tariffs must be broken down, and | with its dense population, its immense reve- 
by having free intercourse between the | nue and its enormous export trade, which 
different portions of the Empire they would | must first of all be represented before any 
find that they are necessary to each other, | of the colonies can claim representation. 
and this question would grow as it could There is a Secretary for India and 
not develop in any other way. The vast an Under Secretary. We have the 
volume of trade with the West Indies, Secretary for the Colonies and an 
Australia, and other countries, is 80 great Under Secretary, as well, for all 
that by having free access to each others | the colonies. The gl deere of India is 
markets and a common tariff, or a very | so much larger than that of the whole of 
low tariff between them, they would be-|the colonies that our share of represent- 
come more closely united. I can conceive ation in the British Government is small. 
of no grander idea than a commercial union | India has an area of 1,278,844 square 
of all the British colonies with the mother | miles, opulation of 254,000,000, a 
count ‘y, as against the whole world, allow- revenue rae $262,565 ,000, and an export 
; other nations to come under the same|trade of $435,000, 000. Of course, the 
ale it they wish todo so—all who desired | population of that country is not lar ‘goly 

À join under the same system and tariff| Anglo-Saxon; if it were it would, no doubt, 


Government. The hon. members of the | would be welcome to do 80; but otherwise a 
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have had representation long before now|whereas, the United Kingdom, with 
in the Imperial Parliament, The trade of|the small area of 121,000 square miles 
Great Britain as compared with that of|and a population of 38,000,000, has a 
all the colonies is remarkable. The popu-|revenue of $450,000,000, and an export 
lation of all the colonies, including India, is | trade of $3,343,000,000. The following is 
about 268,000,000, therevenue $497 ,000,000, | a table which shows the comparison at a 
and the export trade $1,005,000,000 ; | glance: 


THE BRITISH EMPIRE—AREA, POPULATION, REVENUE AND EXPORTS. 









































| 
— Area. Population. Revenue. | Exports 
$ $ 

Dominion of Canada.......... . .........:. 3,470,257 5,000,000 40,000,000 96,000,000 
Newfoundland........... Be} re ET dessa 42,200 200,000 2,000,000 6,726, 200 
The nine West India Colonies. ............. 129,963 1,864,051 14,365, 298 63,839,940 
The six Africa Colonies...................... 547,088 2,103,700 19,272,730 55,719,285 
Mauritius................ See cca te ase 708 369,302 4,280,000 1,250,000 
Ascension......... Se sh Use Dee La IRAs, sate Shes a 47 5,000 46,000 126,000 
The five Australian Colonies. ....... ed ta ea Ml 2,944,628 3,000,000 125,000,000 288, 000, 000 
TSAI oh au San ee oe sa e Rod va 26,215 146,449 3,200,000 1,200,000 
New-Zeland.. ss soruete vas dis is reltéenres 104,032 649,000 20,500, 000 20,000, 000 
RE LR RER CR EE RE see 10,000 124,658 320, 000 1,885,000 
India with her nine Provinces................ 1,378, 844 254,000,000 262,565, 480 435,950,000 
Straits Settlement........................ .. 1,472 600,000 8,858, 108 19,200,349 
Hong Kong: és sie suspens sas 30 216,030 1,718,000 15,100,000 
North Borneo............................... 81,000 150,000 148,286 525,875 

DUAN set tamuecaRe eee 6,000 18,393 420, 
8,577,515 268, 158,890 494,792, 265 990, 942,649 

109,000 275,000 500,000 15,000, 
8,686,515 268,433,890 497 292,295 | 1,005,942,649 
Great Britain and Ireland................... 121,115 38, 125,000 450,000,000 3,343,000,000 


esse 


The exports of England alone are three 
times as much as the exports of all the 
colonies and India. Twenty years ago the 
colonies stood in very low estimation in 
England, but the last few years there has 
been a remarkable change. Many eminent 
statesmen of that day almost told the 
colonies to go, and the leading papers of 
the United Kingdom thought that we were 
too expensive to be held, and suggested 
that we should take our own course and 
separate from the Empire. That condition 
of things is changed. There is a great 
effort now made by Europeon powers to 
increase their colonial possessions, and 
pan is devoting much more attention 
to her colonies than she did some years 
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306,558,890 | 947,292,295 |  4,358,942,649 


stand still is impossible, and we cannot 
permit the idea ofdisintegration or decay to 
enter into our thoughts. The work of 
strengthening the colonial Empire is in 
accordance with the spirit of the age, and 
is sure to gather force as thought is given 
to it and as time rolls on. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I also express the 
hope that the hon. gentleman from Shell 
River does not propose seriously to take a 
vote on this resolution, because I think itis 
exceedingly premature even to discuss it. 
I do not think that 5 per cent. of the people 
of this country have expressed an opinion 
on it or heard it discussed. It is a question 
that has arisen since the last election. It 
is altogether within the last three years 


ago. The development of the colonies 
and their influence on the future of|that the proposal has been discussed in 
the Empire is opening the eyes of Canada or in England. 


English statesmen to their importance. 
With regard to the resolution itself, I 
suppose the hon. gentleman will not press 
it at this stage of the question. He has 
done no harm in bringing it forward. To 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It originated six 
years ago. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Leading statesmen 
have taken up the subject in England, and 
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haÿe circulated a great deal of literature 
on the subject, and they annually deliver 
speeches at the various gatherings that are 
called to commemorate the inauguration of 
this movement, yet I fail to see that any 
of those gentlemen laid down principles 
for tne guidance of those who profess to 
be in favor of Imperial Federation. It isan 
ethereal thing, it is a very pleasant subject 
to discuss the great extent of the Empire, 
the drawing together of between three and 
four hundred millions of people. This ques- 
tion of international trade has cropped up, 
but not seriously, because it would be quite 
impossible under the present condition of 
things. My hon. friend from Prince Ed- 
ward Island showed that at present there 
are in the Imperial Parliament 670 mem- 
bers, and that it is impossible to deal 
with some of the most pressing ques- 
tions of the day. As an illustration, he 
brought forward the statement of Dr. 
Clarke, the other day, that a health 
measure affecting Scotland alone has 
been before the Imperial Parliament 
for ten years, and they cannot get it ona 
stage. Another Bill, giving municipalities 
in Scotland control over the liquor ques- 
tion, has been four years before Parliament 
and cannot be moved on a stage. Hon. 
gentlemen know that for the last ten years 
the [rish question has been the principal 
subject before the Imperial Parliament. 
It is not practical questions which are dis- 
cussed, but questions affecting the various 
component parts of the Empire, more par- 
ticularly Ireland. My impression is that 
the first change there will be Home Rule 
for England, Scotland and Ireland. That 
is becoming apparently an absolute neces- 
sity, because if hon. gentlemen will take 
the trouble to look ut the volume of Sta- 
tutes issued from the Parliament of the 
United Kingdom they are not as large as 
our own. The Imperial Parliament has 
not time to pass Bills. During the six or 
seven months that the Session lasts they 
are discussing constitutional questions. 
Let me ask hon: gentlemen what ques- 
tion has in the last five years—I might 
go back ten years—come up in the Im- 
perial Parliament on which a Canadian 
delegate or a delegate from any of the 
colonies would have been entitled to 
open his lips? I do not know of any 
question, except it may be something con- 
nected with the shipping interest. There 
is no other subject that I know of in which 
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Canada was specially interested, so entirely 
have our affairs been separated from those 
of England since we got our Constitutional 
Act in 1867. But the hon. gentleman from 
Victoria intimated that it necessarily led 
up to an intercolonial trade between the 
colonies and the mother country. That 
again would be impossible. Great Britain 
is not going to give us any preference over 
other countries. She is not going to mo- 
dify the corn laws in the slightest degree, 
or make her operatives pay more for 
their food supply for the sentimental 
benefit of outlying parts ofthe Empire. 
Then, again, Great Britain is tied up by 
some thirty or forty treaties that exclude 
Canada from giving her a preference in 
the Canadian market. Canada could not 
to-day give England a preference in her 
own markets. We could givea preference 
to the United States, but we could not to 
England. It seems rather paradoxical to 
say so, but that is the absolute fact. Hon. 
gentlemen know that from time to time 
during the last half century treaties have 
been made containing what are called the 
Most Favored Nation clauses. I have 
here a return from the British House of 
Commons down to 1888 in which there 


is a résumé of the various treat- 
ies with different countries. England 
would have to abrogate all those 


treaties, if what is called a commercial 
union, or freedom of tariffs, was to be 
established between Great Britain and her 
colonies. That would be a very serious 
difficulty to get over, and 1 question 
whether the mother country would be 
willing to adopt a course of that kind. 
Great Britain has felt that her system of 
free trade has wonderfully enriched her. 
She is rapidly accumulating the wealth of 
the world, and is now the great centre for 
capital, all owing to her free trade princi- 
les. She is not likely to sacrifice that 
or an ethereal scheme, that nobody has 
been able to reduce to practice, I did not 
think it was quite proper that this ques- 
tion should go by default, because [ find 
that it is asserted by some influential men 
that great progress has been made in con- 
versions to Imperial Federation. At a 
recent meeting in London it was claimed 
that, so far as Canada was concerned, there 
were two Ministers, twelve Senators and 
fifty members of the House of Commons 
in favor of it. 

Hon. Ma. DICKEY—In favor of what? 
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is what I want | evidence that we are sliding into a political 


to know. 1 have never yet been able to learn 
what it was they were in favor of. It invol- 
ves,no doubt, representation in the Imperial 
Parliament, but until very marked changes 
take place there it woul be utterly im- 
ae le that any representatives from 

anada could be listened to. We now do 
get a hearing, through the Governor Gen- 
eral and our representative, the High Com- 
missioner at London. Our connection 
with foreign countries is through treaties: 
it is entirely in that way that Canada 
comes to the front in a variety of cases, 
through the intermediary of Great Britain, 
the mother country having the control of 


alliance with the United States. 
Hon. Mr. MILLER—Who says that ? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is the argu- 
ment—that it would never do to extend 
free trade to any article made by hand. 
So long as the exchange is in natural pro- 
ducts it is all rights, but the moment we 
begin to exchange manufactured articles 
it disturbs the political autonomy of this 
country. Recently there has been a mar- 
vellous conversion on that point that I 
must not fail to recognize. It will not dis- 
turb the political autonomy of this country, 
it seems, if we buy our mining machinery 


the treaty-making power over all thelin the United States, but why it will 
colonies, It is only through that channel | disturb our political autonomy to buy our 
that Canada is at all heard. We have for| milling machinery there is one of those 
a long time been claiming the right to' things that nobody can understand. Our 
make our owntreaties. That has not been | alliance with England would not by any 
conceded yet, and may not be for some| means be strengthened by any such propo- 
time. One of the motives that has been: sition, I think it is the ambition of Canada 
suggested in England, and I have no|to remain long united with the mother 
doubt has stimulated the growth of the|country. Our position is altogether diffe- 


feeling in this country, has been the 
fear that Canada, by this agitation for 
closer trade relations with the United 
States, was becoming in danger of being 
engulfed in the American Union. That has 
been the motive that has prompted so many 
well-meaning English statesmen to take 
up this question, to save the colony from 
any such crisis. I do not think that this 
country is in any danger from such a cause. 
I am not one of those who apprehend that 
closer trade relations mean closer political 
relations. If they meant that, then I for 
one am prepared to disavow the movement. 
It is contended by those who'oppose com- 
mercial union that while it is right and 
proper that we should trade with the 
nited States in wheat, barley and coal, 
the moment you come to a stove, or a hoe, 
or a harrow, or a reaping machine, then it 
is an interference with our loyalty to the 
mother country. I look upon all that as. 
very rubbishy. I see no distinction in 
articles of commerce. The moment you 
trade with a country in one article you 
may as well trade freely in all articles. 
We have already a large free list. Let hon. 
gentlemen take a common sense view of 
this question. We are told that it is all 
right to buy strawberries and peaches 
from the United States, but we must not 
buy the baskets that they are packed in— 
that would be an evidence of disloyalty, 





rent from that of any colony on the 
globe. We are here the northern half of 
one continent, with the Atlantic Ocean 
on one side and the Pacific on the other. 
We have but one neighbor. The pro- 
bability is that, in tho future, the friend- 
ship with that neighbor will be streng- 
thened. We find a British statesman 
recently speaking of the United States as 
the children of England, and we know that 
they are intermarrying pretty rapidly 
between the United States and England 
and that the alliances there are becoming 
so close that it would be utterly impossible 
to conccive of any friction between the 
two countries that would lead to a deadly 
feud. There is too much good sense on 
both sides. Is Canada a casus belli? What 
is the Minister at Washington day by day 
and year by year Ho at—settlin 
matters between the United States an 
England? No; settling matters between 
Canada and the United States. Canada is 
the only trouble, the only cause of distur- 
bange; and I say when we do remove the 
friction that has for years and years been 
existing between these two countries we 
will perform the greatest act of kindness 
to the mother country that any man can 
gonceive of. If all these difficulties are 
removed the office of the Queen’s repre- 
sentative at Washington will become a 
sinecure. 
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Hon. Me. READ (Quinté)—How will we 
remove them? Give up everything ? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No; thatis not asked 
and would not be conceded. The United 
* States is grasping, and is exasperating 
Canada, but are not we exasperating the 
United States? Was it not exasperating 
when a numberof Scotchmen came from the 
United States to engage in afriendly game 
of curling with some Scotchmen in Canada 
to have their curling stones seized at the 
Custom house? Similar things occur every 
day of our lives. No hon. gentleman can 
deny that we, on our part, are seeking 
to develop and create all this friction. The 
four nandéed odd articles on our tariff are 
so many announcements that we are not 
pee to talk reasonably with our 

indred on the other side of the line. It 
is the fisheries on the east and the fisheries 
on the west, the wrecking laws and coast- 
ing laws, the American channel and the 
Canadian channel, and fifty other things 
that art cropping up the whole time. 
Until all those are removed, so long will 
the British Minister at Washington be 
kept in hot water trying to make 
things smooth. With two such peoples as 
we are, living side by side, you cannot 
keep things smooth without removing the 
causes of friction. It is better to give 
away something than to bealways fighting 
with our neighbors, and we will strengthen 
the arms of England much better by doing 
so. When we fortify Canada on the east 
and the west and have a powerful ally on 
the south, as I trust the future will prove 
the United States to be, and we can thus 
help to strengthen the arm of England, 
her enemies on the east and on the west 
can be successfully fought and the country 
readily defended. She has her highway 
now from the Atlantic to the Pacific to 
transport her troops to the Asiatic conti- 
nent. Under a contract made between our 
overland railway and the Imperial au- 
thorities they have the right at any time 
to use the Canadian Pacific Railway for 
transporting munitions of war and tjoops. 
In the way [ have indicated we can best 
show our loyalty to the Empire and our 
desire tostrengthen and fortify the mother 
country. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The manner 
11 Which the hon, gentleman from Ottawa 
presses his peculiar views on the House 
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generally induces me to oppose him. The 
tendency of the hon. gentleman’s argument 
would be to loosen the tie that binds us to 
England and to attach us to a foreign 
country, in whose history and traditions 
we have no part. My hon. friend has 
in every way advocated discrimination 
against England, and would have us be- 
come the bond slaves of the United States. 
That is his argument throughout ; he has 
been consistent in that. Every time he 
deals with the great interests of the 
Dominion he brings up the country to the 
south of us and represents it in attractive 
terms; and he and his friends advise our 
people to go to Dakota. In that way they 
send over large number of Canadians. 


Hon. Mr. POWER.—I must call the hon. 
gentleman to order. He is making a state- - 
ment which is not founded in fact. I must 
ask him to give us his authority for mak- 
ing such a statement. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—We know very 
well that those gentlemen who are asso- 
ciated with my hon. friend have done very 
much to decry Canada and represent 
Dakota as a land of promise, and in this 
way they have induced Canadians to go 
there. Now those people ask us to come 
to their assistance and help them toreturn 
to their own country. This state of uffairs 
has been largely brought about by the 
manner in which some of the leadin 
opponents of the Government have decri 
Canada. My hon. friend advocates better 
relations with the United States, but we 
know that our neighbors have raised these 
hostile barriers. We have gone far to 
degrade ourselves in seeking concessions 
from the United States in the way of 
obtaining reciprocity. We have humiliated 
ourselves, and instead of our neighbors 
being willing to concede anything, they 
have turned out of power the party that 
proposed to insert in their platform 
anything looking to closer trade relations 
between that country and the Dominion. 

My hon. friend says it is impossible for 
us to be heard in the Parliament of Eng- 
lund, because they are so much engaged 
in domestic matters. The hon. gentleman 
has given an answer to that himself when 
he suys they are to have Home Rule for 
Ireland, England and Scotland. When that 
is done, nine-tenths of the subjects which 
at present engage the attention of the Im- 
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pere Parliament will be relegated to those 
ocal Legislatures. If such a change is to 
take place, now is a most important time 
for the discussion of this question. When 
the hon. gentleman says that this subject 
is not taken up by English statesmen he 
forgets the utterances of Lord Roseberry, 
Lord Dunraven and other British states- 
men, who have taken a lively interest in 
this question. I say it is a subject which 
is now engaging the mind of almost every 

ublic man iu every part of the British 

mpire. The difficulty is, how can it be 
practically solved; and it is only by 
discussion in Parliament and out of 
Parliament that the public mind can be 
ascertained. Probably this body may not 
be a proper place to initiate the question, 
because we cannot come to any practical 
conclusion. ‘The hon. gentleman intro- 
duces, as an impediment, the Favored 
Nations clauses of the treaties. That is a 
stumbling block which can be removed in 
time; but when he says that England 
would never feel inclined to give any pre- 
ference to her colonies over other countries 
I do not know that he can speak with such 
authority as to convince us thatsuch is the 
case. J believe that England, as well as 
her colonies, can find some way to over- 
come that difficulty, as they have ovor- 
come more difficult questions, by which 
the colonies may be united more closely 
to the mother country, not only politically, 
but in questions of trade and commerce. 
I am with my hon. friend who brought 
this question before us in many respects, 
and upon the broad question I am closely 
with him. I am in favorof anything that 
will bring us in a practical way closer 
together as colonies, and closer together as 
an Empire, but I cannot go with my hon. 
friend in his present motion. The people 
of the Maritime Provinces as loyal subjects 
of the Crown felt that they should unite 
themselves more closely together and assist 
in forming this Confederation. We did it 
believing that we were strengthening our- 
selves—our colony (Nova Scotia) was 
strengthening itself by becoming part of a 
grand confederation—and one of the great 
objects was this: We felt that as a 
separated Province we had no voice at 
home; that we had no proper representa- 
tion there; that we could not present our 
views with any force. One Province 
would be sending its views at one time 
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often been told from England: “ Agree 
amongst yourselves first as to what you 
want, and then it will come with some 
force from you.” That was the feeling we 
had down there. One of the designs of 
Confederation was that when questions 
should arise affecting the Provinces, the 
Provinces composing the Dominion would 
be able to speak with one voice to the 
Imperial Government. Futile were our 
remonstrances, from one Province to- 
day and another to-morrow; from others 
hardly at all—with no concerted agree- 
ment or action. I say it is one of the 
strongest influences we have to-day in 
matters which affect us as an important 
part of the Empire that we speak with 
one voice. By adopting a scheme of pro- 
vincial representation we would be send- 
ing from Nova Scotia a Separatist to 
England, for a Separatist party is in power 
in that Province. Probably Mr. ercier 
would send from Quebec a Nationalist, and 
we would no doubt find each of the other 
Provinces sending diverse views, suggested 
by the polities of the party in power. .The 
best interests of Canada in this way might 
bé frustrated. If my hon. friend’s resolu- 
tion should pass, what would be the 
result? In that way we should have a repre- 
sentation in the British Parliament that 
would speak as one tongue for the benefit 
of Canada. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We must admit 
the dual language there. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—When I speak 
of one tongue, I mean the same sentiments 
expressing the opinion of Canada, as a 
body, to back them, Iam glad my hon. 
friend has brought this motion before 
the House, even in the way he has; 
but I certainly would not be in favor of 
representation in the Imperial Parliament 
by Provinces. No doubt Confederation is 
now becoming aliveissue. Every colony has 
been impressed with it—not only ‘confed- 
eration of the colonies as between them- 
selves, but a closer union with Great Bri- 
tain. It has taken wide hold upon the 
people. I am in favor of closer relations— 
commercial and political—if possible, be- 
tween the colonies and the mother country, 
and it is well to discuss every scheme that 
may be suggested by public men having 
that object in view. it is only by discus- 


and another at another time, and we have|sing it in this way that we can come to a 
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determination as to what is best to be done | some act of omission or commission, or un- 
on this important question, In Nova Scotia | kindness or unfriendliness, brought about 
we are taking vast strides in this direction; | feelings of unpleasantness with the coun- 
not only in Nova Scotia, but throughout try to the south of us. Now, that is not 
all the Provinces of Canada. In helping the fact. There is nothing further from 
ourselves we have helped the British|the fact; and while I was compelled by 
Empire and have done a great deal to-| circumstances at Washington to sit a silent 
wards bringing about Imperial Federation. | listener, and while I was compelled to sit 
We have established by our etforts in this | here a silent listener as a supporter of the 
country since Confederation a closer: Government, whose desire was not to have 
communication between England and!/anything said in Parliament at the time 
her colonies in the east. We have fur. that might tend to interfere with negotia- 
nished a highway for England across tions that were pending, I cannot allow 
this continent and we are at present: this opportunity to pass without repudiat- 
in closer touch with England and ing the charge that we have been harsh 
England’s colonies than we have hitherto | and unfriendly in our treutment of Ameri- 
been. This federation feeling has Bone ican fisheymen. I will refer for a few 
over the world. Look at Germany to-day,! moments to the incidents attending the 
with its united kingdom! We find even; making of the Treaty of 1818. It will be 
in the United States the result of the con-; remembered by those who have read the 
federation principle. ‘They fought for history of events from 1771 to 1776, that 
confederation. It has been shown that in | there arose unpleasantnesses between the 
Switzerland, Australia and South Africa, | English colonies in the United States and 
also, this desire for confederation prevails, | the mother country which lead to theirinde- 
not only for confederation amongst them-! pendence. It has no doubt occurred to 
selves, but for closer union of the colonies | every student of history that there were 
‘with England. While I believe the resolu-|at that time in the English Parliament 
tion of my hon. friend to be impracticable, men who held strong epee that the 
I am willing to commit myself to the'colonies were not properly treated, while 
general principle that it is in the interests | others held that the revolt in the Ameri- 
of Canada to have closer commercial and!can colonies was merely an ebulition 
olitical relations with England, and as!of temper, and that in a short time 
ar as we can with other colonies; but at | they would come back to their old alle- 
the present time I think it would be un-|giance. Prominent amongst those men 
wise to commit ourselves to any scheme by who considered the colonies were treated 
which each of the Provinces should have unfairly was Edmund Burke, and it 
a representative in the British Parliament. | will be remembered that on several occa- 
sions, in his addresses to his constitu- 

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—This debate hasi ents at Bristol, how distinctly and how 
taken such a wide turn that it is no disad-| vigorously he pleaded for the rights of 
vantage .that we should have it. Yester-| the colonies at that time. Previous to the 
day we had placed before this House the | period when the United States ceased to 
question of our heritage here in Canada, English colonies their fishermen had 
and to-day we are seeking to get repre-| access to the fisheries in the Maritime 
sentation in the Imperial Parliament. I| Provinces. They knew all the ins and 
do not riso so much to discuss that parti- | outs of the fisheries ; they knew the haunts 
cular point, but one that has incidentally | of the fish of Canada; they were experts 
cropped out in this debate, and that was on that coast then as they are experts to- 
brought out more prominently in a pre-|day as fishermen. After the Declaration 
vious debate in this House. Three years of Independence, down to the year we 
ago I happened to be a silent listener in| made a treaty with them, we permitted 
the gallery in the House of Congress at|them as friends and neighbors to pursue 
Washington when I heard these same/their avocations as fishermen around the 
statements, and subsequently heard cher | 20e and bays of the Maritime Pro- 
repeated in this Senate. The impression | vinces. In 1818, when we sat down to dis- 
attempted to be left on the minds of the | cuss this question with a view to a treaty, 
House to-day dy the hon. gentleman oppo-;the United States was asked to make a 
site is that we have by some act of ours— | statement through its Minister what were 
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the views that that country entertained 
with regard to our fisheries. I will recall 
one or two incidents, the details of which 
will be found by any gentleman who 
takes up Hannay’s “ Acadia.” After the 
Declaration of Independence by the United 
States a great many loyalist families came 
down to settle under the old flag in Nova 
Scotia and Newfoundland. embers of 
the same family under different flags 
and different constitutions were continu- 
ally visiting each other, sometimes with 
friendly intentions and at other times of a 
different nature. We find that on one oc- 
casion, from Newburyport, Massachusetts, 
there came a number of men in a shallop, 
and landed at the head of the Buy of 
Fundy, came across into Bay Verte and 
there seized a schooner, took her into 
Pictou where the Scotch ship “ Jane,” of 
Dundee, was discharging goods for the 
merchants, and there took possession of 
the ship and took her over into Bay Verte, 
rifled her of her contents and held her 
until messengers were sent through the 
woods from Pictou to Halifax, when the 
British sloop of war “ Boxer ” recaptured 
her and took her into the harbor of Char- 
lottetown. That was a sample of the 
goings on in those times. In some instan- 
ces, not only were our people molested in 
their rights on the fishing grounds, but 
their boats were destroyed, their nets were 
destroyed, and every outrage that could 
be suffered was committed on people who 
were unable to protect themselves in iso- 
lated places, so that it was necessary that 
something should be done. There was the 
very best of feeling between the two coun- 
tries as a whole at that time. There were 
fisheries all around the coasts of the New 
England colonies at that time, as good as 
ours in certain seasons in the year, but 
not so good as our deep-sea fisheries. It 
was neeessary in those days, as it is now, 
for every nation to have training schools 
for their seamen, for without them no 
nation can havo influence as a naval 
power, and a value was therefore set 
on the fisheries as a school from which to 
draw able seamen. It was with these 
Views in men’s minds that we were asked 
to sit down and prepare this treaty. At 
that particular time the Americans were 
asked to make a statement of their wants: 
and what was that statement? That they 
wanted access to our fisheries, merely to 
get wood and water. And why? Because 


at that time they had shore fisheries of 
their own as valuable as ours on their own 
coast. We gave them the privilege they 
asked for, and they were satisfied with it, 
and it went on satisfactorily to all parties 
until their mercantile marine and their 
fishing fleet so increased und they ex- 
hausted their own fisheries to such adegree 
that in 1853 the value of the fisheries con- 
trolled by the Americans was not 3 per 
cent, as compared with what it was a few 
years previous. Ifyou go down into the 
Department of Fisheries here, and ask the 
Deputy Minister to show you the different 
devices that were in use for the destruction 
of the fisheries, hon. gentlemen would 
be surprised to see the variety. He 
will tell you also that the very same 
means are now being utilized by the 
Americans to destroy our fisheries that 
were years ago employes in the United 
States so successfully to destroy their 
own. In 1853 we discussed the question 
with them. They acknowledged that we 
had a virgin fishery, and to have access to 
that fishery they were willing to make a 
treaty, which was entered into and which 
lasted ten years, and which was greatly in 
their favor. Was that an act of unfriend- 
liness on our part? Was that the act ofa 
people disposed to be unfriendly or 
unneighborly? I say, no. I say that 
history does not prove anything of the 
kind. When we sat down, later on, in 
Halifax, to discuss the question there in 
1876, what was theresult? The Americans 
had some of the ablest men in the United 
States as their representatives, and an 
arbitrator was named who was looked 
upon as being so far removed from any 
entanglement between England and the 
United States that he could be depended 
upon for an honest verdict. What was 
the result of that arbitration? We got 
$5,000,000. After they had exhausted, 
with all the peor all the ingenuity, all 
the tact, and all the perseverance, and all 
the intelligence they could bring to bear, 
the whole of the department at Washing- 
ton, including their shipmasters, fish mer- 
chants and every witness from amongst 
the 50,000,000 of their population who 
could throw any light on this question in 
their favor, we were allowed $5,000,000 
for our fisheries. After the expiration of 
the treaty we allowed them, under the 
modus vivendi, to have access to our fisheries 
until such time as the public men of the 
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United States should be brought to see this 
thing in the way the arbitrators who had 
considered this question had seenit. Of the 
population of the United States, 600,000 
are engaged in the fisheries, directly or 
indirectly, and when they made repre- 
sentation at Washington, though a small 
proportion of the people, Congress thought, 
as we would think if a proportion of our 
people came to Parliament and said that 
their rights are trampled on, our sym- 
pathies would go with then. We are 
told that our fisheries have no value for 
the people of the United States. My 
answer to that is: if you take up the report 
pue in January last by the Fisheries 
ureau of the United States you will find 
that about one hundred fishermen of the 
Gloucester fleet have taken out licenses to 
fish in our waters, for which privilege they 
aid $9,589.50, and I am astonished to 
ear any hon. gentleman say, in the face 
of such facts, that our fisheries are of no 
value to the Americans. I sat quietly in 
my seat when that statement was made 
before, but I vowed that the first opportu- 
nity I would have I would state my 
Opinion on the question, and give my 
reasons for the faith that is in me. While 
holding these opinions, I am still with our 
Government in holding out the olive 
branch, With regard to the question 
before the House, I think we may be 
thankful to the hon. gentleman from the 
North-West, who presented his case so 
clearly and distinctly before us. His 
speech, at all events, showed a great deal 
of thought and careful consideration, and 
I may say that, speaking of Canada, he is 
speaking of a country which we ourselves 
can have very little conception of b 
merely glancing at the map of it. 
recent writer, referring to Canada, says: 

“It is difficult to afford an adequate conception of 
the vastness of this country. England, Wales and 
Scotland form together an area of 88,000 square miles ; 
you could cut forty such areas out of Canada. 

‘New South Wales contains 300,175 square miles, 
and is eee by 162 square miles than France, conti- 
nental Italy and Sicily. Canada would make eleven 
countries the size of N ew South Wales. 

‘“ There are (in extent) three British Indias in Can- 
ada, and still enough left over to make a Queensland 
and a Victoria. 


‘The German Empire could be carved out of Can- 
ada, and fifteen more countries the same size.” 


We may well feel proud ofa country such 
as this, and proud of the position she occu- 
pies and her promise of a glorious future. 

n a few years many gentlemen who sit 
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around these benches will be gone, but 
events are moving rapidly, and things that 
seem difficult at the present time will, in 
a few years, after we are gone, ila 
even in our time, be no longer difficult. 
There is no man in this Chamber who will 
deny that within the last thirty or forty 
years in the lives of many of us, great strides 
have taken place with regard to facilities 
for transport both by land and by sea. 
Only a few years ago it was considered 
an impossibility to build a railway across 
this continent. We were told it was mad- 
ness to undertake it, and that its completion 
would not be seen by the then Govern- 
ment or many Governments to come. But 
we have lived to see that railroad an 
accomplished fact, from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific, and we are proud of it. 
Every day we hear of railroads encroach- 
ing on the cities. Instead of hav- 
ing cities stagnating, without communi- 
cation with each other, they are being 
encroached on for the accommodation of 
the rapidly growing traffic of the country. 
We are improving in our ship-building— 
from wood to iron, from iron to steel—and 
the day is not far distant when we shall 
have reached the discovery of some other 
material than steel with which to build 
ships, or we will be in the same position 
with our steel ships that we were a few 
years ago, when we had only wooden 
ships. As soon as that material is dis- 
covered which will have more buoyancy 
than wood and more tensile strength than 
steel we shall build ships, driven by elec- 
tricity, that will cross the ocean in three 
or four days. 


Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—Hon. gentlemen 
may laugh. It is very easy to laugh. I 
have myself laughed in the same way a 
few years ago at statements that appeared 
to be incredible, and which are now every- 
day facts. I have in my hand a copy of 
the Quarterly Review that was edited by as 
clever men, and read by as wise men as 
those who laugh at my prophecy now. In 
1819 a writer in the Review stated : 

‘ We cannot but laugh at an idea so impracticable 
as that of a of iron upon which travel may 
be Met by steam. Can anything be more utterly 
absurd and laughable than a steam waggon propelled 
and moving twice as fast as our mail coaches.” 

So, again, with regard to the introduction 
of gas. Many anecdotes are told about 
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William Murdock, in connection with his 


discovery, towards the close of last century, 
of combustible air or gas. An Engl'sh 


paper says : 


** So little was the invention understood and be- 
lieved in by those who had not seen its use that even 
great and wise men laughed at the idea. ‘How could 
there be a light without a wick?’ said a member of 
Parliament, when the subject was before the House. 
Sir Humphrey ridiculed the idea of lighting towns by 
gas, and asked one of the pee rietors if he meant to 
take the dome of St. Paul’s for a gas meter. Sir 
Walter Scott made himself very merry over the idea 
of illuminating London by smoke, though he was g 
enough, not so long after, to make his own house at 
Abbotsford light and cheerful on wintry nights by the 
use of that v smoke. When the House of Com- 
mons was lighted by gas the architect imagined that 
the gas ran on fire through the pipes, and therefore 
insisted on their being Food several inches from the 
wall for fear of the building taking fire. e mem- 
bers might be observed touching the pipe, with their 
gloved hands, and wondering way tar did not feel 
warm. The first shop lighted in London by this new 
method was Mr. Ackerman’s, in the Strand, in 1810 ; 
and one lady of rank was so delighted with the bril- 
liancy of the gas lamp on the counter that she asked 
to be allowed to take it home in her carriage.” 


Task hon. gentlemen how long ago would 
they have believed it possible that any 
man could telephone a message trom Mont- 
real to Toronto? Then look at the pro- 
gress of electricity. Supposing we had the 
material to build the ship that I speak of, 
with more buoyancy than wood and greater 
tensile strength than steel, and supposing 
you could harness electricity into it, is 
there any reason why such a ship should 
not be driven across the ocean in less than 
four days? Parliament is being asked even 
now to pass a Bill to incorporate a com- 

y to build a railway from Quebec to 
Labrador The incorporators may be 
looked upon as being madmen, but they 
must be presumed to know what they are 
talking about, or they would not go to 
the expense of getting an Act of Parlia- 
ment for their scheme. Unfortunately for 
this country, we have not got a committee 
of experts to examine into the feasibility 
of those schemes. Here, every man is 
supposed to be his own engineer and to 
examine for himself and draw his own con- 
clusions. But supposing this scheme is a 
success, and we had a train running 
through to the Straits of Belle Isle, it 
would bring the ocean passage very close 
to the four days, even with the vessels 
that we have at the present time. We 
have other capitalists looking for char- 
ters for railways from Manitoba and Lake 
Superior to Hudson Bay. Iam proud to 
say thatI am an advocate of Imperial 








proposed to work out that great question. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I had not proposed 
to say anything on this subject, but as there 
appears to be an awkward pause in the 
proceedings now, perhaps I may be allowed 
to say a few words. The hon. gentle- 
man who has just sat down has told us 
with great emphasis that he is in favor of 


lad | Imperial Federation and does not care who 


knows it. I like to see courage of that 
sort. Itisafree country, and every one 
is entitled to hold whatever views he 
pleases on the subject of Imperial Federa- 
tion. I have not given vole much thought 
to the details of Imperial Federation. I 
think we are still a long way from it, and 
only when it appears that we are to have 
Imperial Federation will it be necessary, I 
should think, for us to sit down and devote 
our time to consider what particular form 
the federation is to take. It will strikean 
ordinary mortal that we have in Canada at 
the present time a sufficient number of 
political problems to wrestle with, with- 
out seeking outside for something further. 
I fail to see that there is the slightest neces- 
sity for us at the present time to consider 
this question. The system of government 
which we have is a pretty good one—as 
good as any almost that [ know of— 
although I do not think that at the present 
time it is being administered in the best 
way. It is not being administered by the 
rignt people; but that is a difficulty which 
I hope we can soon get over without resort- 
ing to other colonies. I hope we shall be able 
to settle that question ourselves by-and- 
bye; but at present I do think we had bet- 
ter try and govern ourselves under the ex- 
isting constitution. If any very serious 
evil consequences were following from the 
character of our constitution then I should 
be one of the first to propose an amend- 
ment; but 1am not aware that there is 
any complaint of that kind. There is just 
one characteristic about this Imperial Fed- 
eration subject which I think deserves 
more attention than has been called to it, 
and that is the fact that all past constitu- 
tional changes, or nearly all—certainly 
all constitutional changes that have 
been valuable and have been improvements 
—have arisen from a feeling amongst the 
bulk of the population acted on that some 
change was necessary. Now, in the case 
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of Imperial Federation there is nothing of 
the sort. You go to the farmers and lum- 
bermen of Ontario and Quebec and New 
Brunswick, or the farmers and fishermen 
of my own Province, or the sailors of the 
Lower Provinces—men who fly the British 
flag in every quarter of the world—and 
you never find any of them talking about 

mperial Federation. They do not know 
anything about it. They do not feel that 
they want anything of the sort. Who are 
the people who want Imperial Federation ? 
I think the people with whom this dis- 
cussion has originated are a number of 
very respectable and, as a rule, rather 
intellectual gentlemen, with a good deal 
of leisure time, who, in casting about for 
some means to occupy their learned leisure, 
lighted upon this Imperial Federation, and 
found it an interesting subject, and one that 
at some future day might possess some prac- 
tical value. They discuss and write about it, 
and in that way create an impression that 
it is almost a live issue. Now, I do not 
think that it is in any sense a live issue; 
and we had better not trouble our heads 
with Imperial Federation, but had better 
try and improve the administration of our 
existing constitution to the furthest pos- 
sible point; and if anything gets very 
wrong with our constitution try and have 
it amended. The proposals of the Imperial 
Federationists are very impracticable, and 
the inducements held out to us to part with 
a very considerable portion of our inde- 
pendence are so empty that I am surprised 
to hear gentlemen of good sense and 
prudence, as I have heard to-day, advocate 
such changes as are proposed. What have 
we to get in the way of trade—for after all 
thatis the motive that most influences coun- 
tries—what have we to get from England 
that we have not got now? We have free 
access to England’s markets, and we cannot 
pot anything very much more from her. 

here are practically no duties. One of the 

roposals is, that we could discriminate in 
avor of the mother country and the other 
colonies as against foreign countries. The 
hon. gentleman from Ottawa has pointed 
out that under existing treaties we could 
not do that. But suppose we could. If we 
were to take the duties off goods from 
England how would we get a revenue? It 
may be noted that the gentlemen who are 
strongest in favor of Imperial Federation 
are opposed to reciprocity with our neigh- 
bors. Now, if there is a difficulty in raising 
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a revenue if we enter into reciprocal trade 
relations with the United States, where are 
we going to get a revenue if we enter into 
reciprocal trade with England ? I did not 
intend to speak on this subject, and I shall 
only say in conclusion that while I think it 
is a very interesting matter to discuss, it 
would be premature for this House to com- 
mit itself to any such resolution as that 
introduced by the hon. gentleman. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I have not been 
in the House very long, but I should like 
to make one or two observations on this 
subject. I am sorry the hon. gentleman 
who introduced this resolution has done 
so in this way, because, like a former 
speaker, 1 feel in principle somewhat in 
favor of Imperial Federation; but whether 
I should be in favor of Imperial Federation 
in future as it may be submitted to us then I 
cannot say, because I want to find out and 
see on what terms the union is to be 
effected before I can give an intelligent 
opinion on the subject. It is said that 
there is nothing definite about this ques- 
tion, that nothing is laid down by which 
we can form an opinion of the scheme. I 
think it is a very wise policy to approach 
the question in that way. It would be 
unwise for our ablest statesmen to pro- 

ound a system of federation cut and dried. 
fata reminded of the way the confedera- 
tion of these Provinces was brought about 
in 1867. A proposal came from Nova 
Scotia to the Provinces of New Bruns- 
wick and Prince Edward Island for a 
maritime union. These Provinces approa- 
ched the subject very cautiously and care- 
fully. The Government of Prince Edward 
Island aes delegates to meet delega- 
tes from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick 
on this subject, but they were not allowed 
to commit the Province to any scheme. 
They met and considered the question, and 
in doing so they were requested by the 
leading statesmen of old Canada to allow 
them to appear before the conference and 
discuss ie broader question of Con- 
federation. . You know what took place, 
They held meeting after meeting and dis- 
cussed the question of Confederation with 
closed doors. There was no cut and dried 
scheme prepared for them, but they sat 
down, as intelligent gentlemen, knowing 
the importance of the question they were 
considering, and considered it carefully, 
and what has been the result? The result. 
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River had proposed a resolution sug- 
gesting that the Government institute 
a conference of delegates from all the colo- 
nies of the Empire throughout the world, 
to be held somewhere, perhaps in London, 
to discuss this matter, so as to devise a 
plan, and after having thoroughly matured 
it the scheme could be submitted to the 
various colonies, and then we would be in 
& position to decide whether it would be 
something that would be acceptable to the 
Canadian people or not. ad the hon. 
Se prs proposed something of that 

ind I should have given it my support. 
It is said we have nothing to gain by Im- 
perial Federation—that Great Britain ad- 
mits our products duty free, and that we 
have every facility of intercourse and 
trade with the mother country now; but 
we know what our relations with the 
United States are, and I quite agree with 
my colleague from Prince Edward Island, 
when he tells us that the friction between 
the United States and Canada is not caused 
by hostile acts on the part of the Domin- 
ion, but by hostility on the part of the 
United States. I am not prepared to 
accuse any gentlemen on this floor or in 
this Dominion of being anxious for an- 
nexation, but we know there is a 
desire in the United States to absorb 
the Dominion. I know that that is the 
way they advocate commercial union 
in the United States to-day. They advo- 
cate it in the hope of bringing about a 
political union. They declare publicly 
that their scheme eventually means the 
annexation of Canada to the United States. 
That must be well known to gentlemen in 
this House who are continually advocat- 
ing, and have advocated for years past, 
a policy of giving way to all the demands 
made by he United States upon this 
Dominion. I think the policy pursued by 
Canada in imposing a high protective 
tariff upon United States manufactures is 
a just and proper one for us to adopt. We 
have a large country, very sparsely popu- 
lated, and we want to bring people into 
the Dominion. I do not believe in going 
to the extreme length advocated the other 
day, of spending millions of dollars for the 
Purpose of bringing hundreds of thousands 
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country would be better off to-day if those. 
who are residents of the Dominion now, 
and who are not in sympathy with our 
population, and have no faith in the future 
of our country, would take their departure 
for the good of the Dominion, 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—Name! name! 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—As I have said, 
this country is very sparsely populated. 
How shall we populate it? By giving a 
home market for the cultivator of the soil, 
and to do so we must build up manufac- 
turing towns, we must develop our fisher- 
les, mines and forests, and thus add to our 
consuming population. In doing that we 
give employment to our people at home in 
the manufacture of goods that we require, 
and we can export the surplus to foreign 
countries; but if we have to throw down 
the barriers we have raised, and allow the 
manufacturers of neighboring countries to 
come into our markets free, what wold be 
the result? Our people would go to where 
the goods were manufactured, Those who 
remained would become hewers of wood 
and drawers of water for our friends 
across the border. If Imperial Federa- 
tion means closer trade relations with 
Great Britain and her colonies, it will bea 
grand and beneficial scheme for the whole 
of the British people and for the world at 
large. Although the leader of the Oppo- 
sition in this House has told us that there 
are barriers in the way I am not so hope- 
less as to think they cannot be removed in 
the course of time. It will take time and 
consideration, but what obstacle has ever 
daunted British statesmen. They have 
overcome almost every difficulty in the 
way, and hey will overcome this. If we 
can Only induce Great Britain and her 
colonies to make a discriminating tariff . 
against the world I am satistied that great 
good will result to Canada from Imperial 
Federation. | 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—At this late hour 
Ido not propose to say very much. I 
hope my hon. friend from Shell River will 
meet the House in the feeling which has 
been shown, that as he has ably stated his. 
views with reference to Imperial Federa- 
tion and has elicited a great deal of inter- 
esting discussion, he will be content with 


that and withdraw this resolution. But 
before I ask him to do that, I should like 
to say a word or two about this motion 
and one or two other matters. I remarked 
the line which my hon. friend from Otta- 
wa took in this discussion, and was pleased, 
greatly gratified, and I am sure the House 
was also gratified, to hear his vehement 
declaration that the line of commercial 
policy that he desires to see carried out 
tor this country was not calculated to in- 
crease the probabilities of political union 
with our neighbors—that if he thought it 
was he would abandon the idea rather 
than see it carried out. I think we were 
all gratified to hear that, although I 
do not think that anyone supposed 
my hon. friend was deliberately agitating 
for a political union with the United 
States. But the persistent assertion of his 
views, which we hear on that subject in 
connection with every discussion which 
comes before the House, reminds us of the 
old story of the head of King Charles I, 
which was always brought forward in dis- 
cussion or writing by a gentleman in 
romantic history who was a namesake of 
my hon. friend. On this occasion it ap- 
pears with its usual force, and it certainly 
pruduces this good impression on my 
mind, that it entitely exonerates the hon. 
gentleman from any idea that could be en- 
tertained that he favors political union. It 
led me to the conclusion, and many others, 
I have no doubt also, that if he persists in 
advocating commercial union or universal 
reciprocity it is not attributable to any 
want of confidence in his own country, or 
any want of loyalty to British connection, 
but simply from an error of judgment on 
his part, in supposing that by accepting it 
we would not be approaching political 
union. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, no. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
may say no, but the authorities that I 
uote come from his co-workers in the 
United States more particularly. There 
is of course a universal denial on this side 
that any one who advocates commercial 
union desires annexation, but on the other 
side of the line, including the eminent 
Canadian who figures as leader in this 
movement, the universal argument, when 
used in that latitude, is that commercial 
union will undoubtedly lead to political 
union between the two countries. 
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denied it on every occasion. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes ; in Canada, 
but in his reported speeches on more than 
one occasion—it would be very easy to refer 
to them—he states distinctly that the suc- 
cess of his agitation- would lead to closer 
political union between the two countries 
The other advocates who had no double 
part to play, who were altogether Ameri- 
cans, have had the candor always to say 
and to hold out as an inducement to the 
American people to support this ayitation 
that freedom of trade between the two 
countries would bring about political union 
rapidly. | 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT— It would defeat it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think 
there can be any doubt, if my hon. friend 
would consult the authorities to be found 
on the other side of the line, that he would 
find that, without a single exception, the 
advocates of the agitation on that side of 
the line advocate it as leading directly to 
the annexation of Canada to the United 
States. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTTI—My hon. friend 
says no, but Ido not propose further to 
make it a subject of this debate. It is only 
incident to it, and I have been led to it by 
my hon. friend’s earnestness as advocating 
that as being preferable to the theory of 
Imperial Federation. There is just one 
other point in my hon. friend’s speech to 
which [ wish to refer. He complains of 
us to-day, as he did when we adopted the 
Fishery Treaty, and on former occasions, 
as being the cause of the trouble which 
exists occasionally between England and 
the United States. It is our misconduct, 
according to my hon. friend— 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No; I did not say 
that. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle 
man did not use the word, but he repre 
sented that it was our conduct which 
causes the friction between England and 
the United States. He alluded in an inci- 
dental way to the fisheries on the Pacific 
and Atlantic, and the duties on packages; 
and he spoke of those things as incentives 
to dispute which we were constanily 








treaty with them which we approved of, a 
treaty in. which we made considerable 
concessions. My hon. friend, I think, was 
one of those who referred to the great 
extent of those concessions to the United 
States. The United States, as far as their 
authorized representatives were concerned 
at the time, appeared to be thoroughly 
satistied with them. 


Hon. Mz. MILLER—The Government 
of the United States also approved. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—It was not we who 
broke up this treaty; it was the United 
States. We had a treaty with them for- 
merly which gave them the free use ofour 
fisheries. Who broke up that treaty? It 
was not us; it was the United States. It 
was they who returned to the régime of 
1818, not we, and when a new treaty was 
proposed to us, placing things on a more 
reasonable and amicable footing, we ap- 
proved of it. It was not we who refused ; 
it was they. When my hon. friend speaks 
about putting duties on packages I ask 
him, who taught us to do so? When they 
agreed to give us free entry of our fish to 
the United States markets they neutralized 
that by putting a duty on packages. They 
were our instructors on that occasion; but 
my hon. friend did not find fault with 
them. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes; I said they were 
very grasping and aggravating ; but it takes 
two to make a quarrel. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTI—The aggravation, 
I heard my hon. friend say, was on this 
side of the line. What would my hon. 
friend have us do with regard to the fish- 
eries ? Shall we give them up? Shall we 
hand them over the Atlantic fisheries ? 
Shall we submit to outrages on our fisher- 
men on the Pacific? We can make friends 
of them, as the little boy at school made 
friends of the big boy, by giving him all 
his pocket money and marbles. If we 
give up everything they may from time 
to time demand from us we may procure 


peace, but it is at a price that I for one | possibilities. 
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ists, and the country will sup- 
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House, I do not think my hon. friead from 
Shell River has placed himself in the posi- 
tion to have the theory of Imperial Fede- 
ration favorably debated. The subject is 
one of very great magnitude indeed. It 
branches almost beyond the limits of our 
understanding. It is really a study for 
a lifetime to know what it is, to know 
whether it is needed or not, to know what 
it should consist of, what we should give 
and what we should receive; and at this 
moment I believe there is a large society 
of influential and intelligent people en- 
gaged in discussing this particular subject 
from time to time, and endeavoring to for- 
mulate some plan of Imperial Federation 
which would commend itself to the under- 
standing of our people. Now, Imperial 
Federation in the abstract, that is to say, 
the binding us more closely to England by 
ties of amity,and by mutual arrangements 
beneficial to both, is an idea that must 
naturally appeal to every Cansdian, and I 
think it does; but the difficulty about it 
seems to be that it is impossible to define 
any mode by which this Imperial Federa- 
tion can be carried out, any principle upon 
which a mode of federation can be framed, 
and infact it has so far proved to be impos- 
sible to approach the subject with any defi- 
nite proposition of any description whatso- 
ever. My hon. friend, I believe, is the first 
person who has placed of record in a tan- 
gible form a proposition for the confedera- 
tion of the colonies with the mother country. 
That society to which I have referred failed 
to doso. Thespeakers and the periodicals 
which advocate Imperial Federation have 
failed to do so, and this is my hon. friend’s 
own suggestion. Ido not think it neces- 
sary to go into the various questions which 
might arise if my hon. frend’s suggestion 
were taken up as asubstantive proposition 
which we should discuss and debate, and 
if possible put in shape for progress, be- 
cause it involves, to my mind, so many im- 
In the first place, it seems to 


will never agree to pay, a price that this|me entirely unconstitutional. How is it 
House, I am sure, will never sanction as possible that an elective body like the 
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House of Commons could receive mem- 
bers capable of voting in it who are 
appointed by the Governments of differ- 
ent Provinces and countries? That is for- 
eign to the principles on which the House 
of Commons is constituted. The Privy 
Council is x sortof committee of the House 
of Commons, selected by the party leader 
and approved by the Sovereign, which 
conducts the business of the country xo 
long as it possesses the confidence of the 
House of Commons. The moment it loses 
that confidence it retires. There is nothing 
analogous to this constitution in my hon. 
friend’s proposition, that a member of the 
Council should be appointed by the Gov- 
ernment of Canada; and ‘if he were 
appointed, what would be his position ? 

ould he retire with the retirement of 
the Government of the day ? Would he 
need to be in harmony with the general 
pe of the Government of the day? 

could ask a good many more such ques- 
tions, I think, but the result would appear 
to me to be, that he would have to be a 
sort of excresence on the Privy Council, 
without any standing or constjtutional 
position, and, I think, without much value 
to anybody concerned. Then, with regard 
to the House of Commons: if we were going 
to negotiate with Great Britain for a repre- 
sentation in the House of Commons we, I 
hope, represent now above 6,000,000 of 
people. Are we to be content with one 
representative for the Dominion? That 
seems to me to be out of the question. 
If we are to be represented in the House 
of Commons we must send representa- 
tives there elected by the people, who 
would go there as men representing a 
certain number of intelligent voters, and 
who should not go there as the mere nomi- 
nees of a party Government, which is the 
Government we must necessarily always 
have in this country. If 6,000,000 of 
poops are to be represented in the House 
of Commons they must be represented by 
a larger number, selected by a better mode 
of selection than my hon. friend proposes, 
Again, this scheme of federation must 
surely not be confined to Canada, The 
federation would not be solely between 
England and Canada. ‘The federation 
which is contemplated and about which so 
much is said and expected would be a 
federation between England and her colo- 
nies, Have we any reason to suppose 
that the other colonies would be content 
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with this representation in the British 
House of Commons and the Privy Council, 
or if they would claim such representation, 
or if they did, that it would be accorded 
to them ? I do not think we can say that 
we have had any communication with 
other colonies showing that they desire 
representation in the Imperial Parlia- 
ment. These are questions which natu- 
rally come up and which, I think, every 
one must feel must be discussed, and not 
only considered alone, but discussed in 
common with those others who are inter- 
ested in this federation as well as ourselves. 
Then, if we are allowed representation in 
the British House of Commons of any 
kind, what are we to give for it—how 
much of our independence and control of 
our own affairs is to be surrendered when 
we obtain from the Empire the right of 
having our members sitting in the Imperial 
House and having a voice in its councils, 
even if that voice be only with regard to 
its colonies? Some hon. gentleman spoke 
—perhaps it was the mover of the resolu- 
tiou—on the advantage of having some 
one to assist in teaching the Imperial 
Government how to govern Canada. They 
do not govern us; we govern ourselves. 
We do not want them taught how to 
govern us, because we receive no govern- 
ment from them. We control our own 
affairs and the principles which govern 
our commercial and financial interests. 
We have the liberty, under our constitu- 
tion which Great Britain has granted 
us, and in the enjoyment of which 
she protects us, of regulating those 
ourselves, and they are not regulated by 
the British House of Commons, It has 
been a theory, I know, with the advocates 
of Imperial Federation, that other conces- 
sions would be required of us if we were 
to enter into such relations with the Impe- 
ria] Government. There are contributions 
talked of by the advocates of this scheme 
to the defence of the Empire in money and 
in men. There are contributions, too, of 
ships, and there are many other conces- 
sions which are talked of as being likely 
tv be required from us in the event of 
Imperial Federation. These are serious 
subjects. It is a great question whether a 
representation of ten times as many people 
as my hon. friend proposes to represent us 
in the Imperial Parliament would justify 
us in allowing the Imperial Parliament to 
exercise powers over us that they do not 
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now possess. We should approach such a 
subject with a great deal of care and cau- 
HOD, Without, therefore, saying that I am 

opposed to Imper ial Federation—because 
. that would not be true—I say this, that I 
am not prepared to say that I am an 
advocate of Imperial Federation until I 
learn of some scheme or plan by which our 
position will not beimpaired, and by which 
our relations to our Imperial mother 
will be improved. When I hear of a 
scheme ofthat description I shall become 
an advocate, I dare say, of Imperial Federa- 
tion, provided it does not involve too great 
sacrificeson our part. Until I do, I sympa- 
thize with all the expressions of affection 
and loyalty towærds the Imperial Govern- 
ment and the Crown most heartily, and 
I say when you show me how we can 
carry out in practical shape the feelings 
which we undoubtedly all have on this 
subject, with a just regard to our own free- 
dom and general interest, I shall become 
as ardent a supporter of the principle of 
Imperial Federation as anyone else. Until 
that comes, 1 must suspend my opinion as 
to its merits, and hold myself aloof from 
any agitation in favor of it which may 
compromise me or my country toa greater 
degree than I think is justified by the 
advantages to be obtained by it. I hope 
my hon. friend will not press his motion to 
a vote. 


Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I have great 
pleasure in acceding to the wish of the hon. 
leader of this House, and the generally 
expressed desire of the Senate to withdraw 





281 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, March 14th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the CARRE at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills were reported from 
the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs 
and Harbors, and were read a third time, 

assed without debate :— 

Bill (61) ‘“‘ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Lake Manitoba Railway 
and Canal Company. ” (Mr. Girard.) 

Bill (80) “ An Act respecting the Grand 
Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Rail- 
way Company. ” (Mr. McKindsey.) 

Bill (55) ‘ An Act to incorporate the 
Shore Line Railway Bridge Company.” 
(Mr. Wark.) 


INTERPROVINCIAL BRIDGE 
BILL. 


ane 


CO.'S 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, re- 
ported Bill (54) “ An Act to incor porate 
the Interprovincial Bridge Company,” 
with un amendment. He said: This 
amendment concurs in the clause which 
fixes the time for commencing und com- 
pleting the work as being two and five 
years “respectively. It is a mere verbal 
amendment. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—Perhaps I may 














my resolution. The object I had in bring- say that the clause as it appearsin the Bill 
ing it forward was to create the discussion | js similar to that in all other such Bills as 
which has taken place this afternoon, and | have passed through the House this Ses- 
I have to thank the House for the attention. sion, and I do not see why exception should 
they have given to the subject. be made upon this occasion. [ think that 
The motion was with dia the term of two years and five years ie 

quite sufficient, without seas ce the 
other part of the amendment, whic prati- 
pine Dy ERODU ERS cally means nothing. Therefore, [ think 


Bill (90) “An Act to amend the Act|the House should not concur in this 
incorporating the Manitoba and South | amendment. 


Eastern Railway Company.” (Mr. Girard). Hon. Mr. MILLER—The hon. gentle- 


The Senate adjourned at 6:15 p.m. mun had better move that the House take 
the amendment into consideration on Mon- 
day next. A report sent up here by an 
important committee, such as the Com- 
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har- 
bors, should not receive anch summary 
consideration. 





with tho aie en of the hon. gentle- 
man from Richmond, I move that the 
report be taken into consideration on Mon- 
day next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


ESCAPES FROM INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS IN ONTARIO 
BILL. 


WITHDRAWN. 


The Order of the Day being called,—Se- 
cond reading of Bill (S) “ An Act respect- 
ing Escapes from Industrial Schools in 
Ontario, ” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: This Bill, I 
think, will require considerable modifica- 
tion, and upon the whole I propose to have 
this Order discharged and to introduce a 
new Bill. I therefore ask permission to 
withdraw the Bill. 


The Bill was withdrawn. 


SAMUEL MAY RELIEF BILL. 


SECOND READING POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day being called — | 


Samuel May [SENATE] Relief Bill. 





Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I may say that my 
hon. friend represents to me, and, I haveno 
doubt, correctly, that there are certain 
a circumstances connected with this 

ill that he thinks might make an impres- 
sion on the House, and he desires to get 
his information from Toronto ana to have 
time to do so. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—The hon. gentle- 
man has made a motion which is often 
made in this House, and it is unusual for 
any member to object to such a motion 
when made by the promoter of a Bill. 
The hon. gentleman from Burlington can 
do just as he pleases with his Bill—go on 
with it to-day, or postpone it to another 
day, or drop it. 


Hon. Mr, MacINNES (Burlington)— 
The hon. member from Halifax is nothing 
unless he is critical. I think he feels 
himself entitled to be the semi-leader of 
the Opposition in this House. It would 
be more becoming on his part if he would 
allow the real leader to be heard from 
occasionally. It is always a pleasure to 
hear the real leader, whether we agree 
with his ideas or not. His arguments are 
always clear and to the point,and it appears 
to me that the semi-leader is always 


Second reading of Bill (16) “An Act to| looking out for an opportunity to raise an 
confer on the Commissioner of Patents cer- | objection to anything that may occur. 


tain powers for the relief of Samuel May.” 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved that the Order of the Day be dis- 
charged and that the second reading take 
place on Tuesday next. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not lay any 
claim to any position in this House; I do 
not assume to be anything but what I am 
exactly. Possibly there are certain other 
gentlemen who would not do ill if they 
followed my example in that respect. I 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think there was'did not question the hon. gentleman's 
a sort of understanding that this Bill was | right to make his motion. [did not object 
not likely to be proceeded any further to his motion, but I suggested that there 


with. I do not know that the hon. gentle- 
man from Burlington quite concurred in 
the view expressed by the leader of the 
House and some otker gentlemen here, 
but I think there ought to be some under- 
standing that on Tuesday next the Bill 
should either be proceeded with or drop- 

ed. I may mention, in connection with 








ought to be some understanding that when 
Tuesday came the Bill should either be 
proceeded with or abandoned. There is 
nothing unusual or improper about that. 
The hon. gentleman asked for an extension 
of time, and I simply suggested that when 
the time came for a second reading be 
ought to be asked either to go on with the 


this Bill, that the very thing which the | Bill or let it drop. 


leader of the House predicted would hap- 
pep has already happened. Another Bill 

as been introduced in the House of Com- 
mons for the purpose of doing the same 
thing with respect to some other patentee 
that this Bill proposes to do with respect 
to Mr. May. 


Hon. MR. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
I have made a motion that is usual in this 
Houre, and I beg to inform the hon. gen- 
tleman that we do propose to go on with 
the bill on Tuesday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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ST. CATHARINES AND 
CENTRAL RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 


NIAGARA 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved that 
the report of the Select Committee on 
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors on Bill 
(69) ‘ An Act respecting the St. Catharines 
and Niagara Central Railway Company,” 
be concurred in. He said: On consulta- 
tion with the solicitor from the city of 
Hamilton and with the promoter of the 
amendment of which notice is given, they 
came to the conclusion that they would 
withdraw the amendment. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—-I 
beg to confirm what the hon. gentleman 
has said with reference to the amendment 
of which notice was given by Mr. Sanford. 
He informed me before going away that 
he wished to withdraw that amendment. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was read the third time and 
passed. 


MONTREAL AND WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY CO.'S AGREEMENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE, in the absence of, 


the Hon. Mr. Botpuc, moved the second 
reading of Bill (82) “An Act to confirm 
an Agreement between the Montreal and 
Western Railway and the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps the hon. 
eee will explain the object of the 
ill. 








Bill (99) “An Act to incorporate the 
Owen Sonnd and Lake Huron Railway 
Company.” (Mr. McKindsey.) 


Tho Senate adjourned at 4 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, March 17th, 1890. 


Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — Before the 
Orders of the Day are called, I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. I notice in some of the 
newspapers that I am reported as having 
opposed the secord reading of the Interpro- 
vincial Bridge Company's Bill as destroying 
the landscape, interfering with the adjoin- 
ing grounds, and that the busy hum of 
industry would interfere with our legisla- 
tion and the convenience of members of 
Parliament. I disclaim having made any 
such utterance; in fact, when the Bill was 
before us, I remember when the senior 
member from Halifax opposed the Bill on 
somewhat similar grounds, I joined issue 
with him, and said that from what I knew 
of the locality where the proposed bridge 
was to be I thought no inconvenience of 
the kind would result, I would let that 
pass if it were not for something which 
followed it, which I find in the Ottawa 
Evening Journal. I am there reported as 
having, in the Railway Committee, last 
Thursday, made use of language which 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—The Montreal | would shock the sense of decency of mem- 


and Western Railway Company is a line | bers of the committee had I done so. The 
extending from St. Jerome to Lake Temis- | Journal says, in its report of the proceed- 
camingue. There is an agrement between | ings in the Railway Committee : 

this company and the Canadian Pacific ‘ Senator Kaulbach frequently invoked the Deity 
Railway Company, which this Bill is | that the amendment might pass. The officials in the 


intended to confirm. House and Departinents did not want the noise. He 
| had not objected to the Canadian Pacific Railway pass- 


Hon. Me. MILLER—We will find out | ing his home, but it was an infernal nuisance.” 

all about it in the Railway Committee. I need not say to hon. members who 
were present that my utterances in the 
tha sanand ti committee were entirely in favor of the 
NA TON OS ene ran Bill without any amendment. I disclaim 
the paternity of any such remarks as 

ORNE the Journal attributes tome. Ifthey were 
Bill ce “An Act respecting the Brant-| uttered they were not uttered by me, and 
ford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Railway I take this opportunity to explain that I 
Company.” (Mr. McCallum.) |did not make them, and I trust that the 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 


Journal and other papers that have misre- ing marri 


| 


ported me will correct the error into 
which they have fallen. On the face of 
ghe report, it shows that the remarks 
could not have been mine, for the Canadian 
Pacific Railway does not pass my house. 
I live down in Lunenburg, N.S. 


MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


In CoMMITTEE. 


The House resumed, in Committee of 
the Whole, the consideration of Bill (U) 
“ An Act to amend ‘An Act concerning 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister.’ ” 


On the Ist clause, 


Hon. Mr. POWER said: I moved un 
amendment to this clause of the Bill when 
it was in committee before. The amend- 
ment was at the beginning of line 11, to 
strike out “daughter” and insert “niece,” 
and in the same line further on to strike 
out “ wife’s sister ” and insert “wife.” It 
would read that all laws prohibiting the 
marriage between a man and his deceased 
wife’s niece shall be repealed. That is the 
necessary consequence of the legislation 
we have already passed. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—When the hon. 
senior member from Halifax first proposed 
that amendment, as I wished this Bill 
to pass without opposition, and through my 
natural equaminity of temper, I agreed to 
it; but on looking over it carefully I do 
not see that it would be any improvement 
on the Bill—on the contrary, it would be 
rather an impediment. It would raise a 
question which I am not prepared to go 
into, that we ought, when we allow a man 
tu marry a deceased wife’s sister, to allow 
a woman to marry her deceased husband’s 
brother. As we did not approve of that, 
I think it would be opening anew the 
question, and impeding the progess of the 
Bill. I shall therefore oppose the amend- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—TI should like to 
hear the opinion of the leader of the House 
on this question, as it is a legal one. I 
agree with the remarks from the junior 
member from Halifax (Mr. Almon), and 1 
gave an intimation of this opinion when the 
senior member from Halifax (Mr. Power) 
made his motion the last time this Bill was 
before the committee. The Act authoriz- 


+ 
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age with adeceased wife’s sister 
is clearly designed to extend that provi 
sion to the female side of the house only. 
It did not intend, nor did it extend the 
pone: to the male side of the house. 

he amendment proposed now by the hon. 
senior member from Halifax would not be 
in consonance with the spirit of the Act 
which this Bill proposes to amend. It goes 
further, and includes both sides of the 
house, whereas the Bill and the Act which 
it is proposed to amend include only the 
finale side of the house. I think there is 
a good deal of difference between the per 
mission as granted on the female side and 
as granted on the male side. Atany rate, 
legislation has not yet gone 80 far with us 
as to extend the permission granted to the 
deceased wife’s sister to the deceased wife's 
brother or to the inale side of either of the 
parties. I do not like, besides, the general 
term ‘deceased wife’s niece.” There 
may be consanguinity. For instance, the 
deceased wife’s sister may have married a 
husband related by consanguinity to the 
man who desires to marry his deceased 
wife’s niece, and therefore it might b: 
well perhaps to guard against ARS 
that kind occurring under this Bill. t 
the amendment destroys the sequence, as 
it were, between the husband and the 
niece, by tracing it to the daughter of the 
deceased wife’s brother. I think the Bill 
as it stands makes it more clear, and the 
sequence is very necessary to preserve the 
intention of the Act. I hope, therefore, 
the committee will not alter the phraseo- 
logy of the clause as recommended bv the 
senior member from Halifax. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT —For my part, I 
must say that I am not favorable to the 
law as it stands, and therefore I am not 
particularly favorable to the amendment 
which the hon. momber proposes to intro- 
duce. At the same time, the law is in ex- 
istence, and I think there is a certain logi- 
cal sequence in what my hon. friend the 
junior member from Halifax proposes, al- 
though it is not supported by the main 
reason urged by the advocates of marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister. The main 
reason that I have heard in long debates 
in this country and that I have read in re- 

rts of debates elsewhere, has always 

en that the wife’s sister very often ac 
quires such a position in the house with 
regard to the sister herself and with re 
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gard to the sister’s children that she is in 
reality the best and most proper person 
to take her place in bringing up the child- 
renafter hersister’s death. That is really 
the strongest reason that I have heard 
urged in advocacy of the law allowing this 
kind of marriage, and in my opinion it is 
the reason which produced the strongest 
effect and ultimately resulted in the Bill 
becoming law. No such reason exists in 
the case of the wife's sister’sdaughter. At 
the same time, it is apparently a logical 
sequence of the Act, so far as the rules ot 
consanguinity are not affected. I should 
insert some words in the Bill to guard 
against a contingency which might happen. 
It is not at all uncommon that two bro- 
thers marry two sisters. This Bill would 
enable a man to marry his own niece. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Do you not sup- 
pose that the general law would prohibit 
anything of that kind? I thought so, but 
I thought there might be other degrees 
which it would be wise to guard against. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is quite possible 
that the general law, which prohibits that 
kind of marriage, might be construed as 
having some operation, although this Bill 
expressly authorizes a man to marry his 
deceased wife's sister’s daughter without 
any limitation whatever, and I think it 
would be prudent to insert these words: “in 
80 far as such marriage is nut prevented 
by any other relationship of consaguinity.” 


Hon. Mr. MILL ER—Or “in the absence 
of any relationship by coneaguinity.”’ 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In the absence of 
any other objection arising from consan- 
guinity. If my hon. friend would insert 
that ic would not object to his Bill, but I 
would be decidedly against extending it 
any further. 


Hon, Ma. ALMON—TI have no objection 
to that. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—I quite concur in 
the suggestion made by the hon. member 
from Richmond and agreed to by the hon. 
leader of the House, as to the desirability 
of guarding against a man marrying his 
own relation who also happened to bea 
niece of his deceased wife, but I do not see 
the force of the objection to marriage with 
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violation of the principle that had been 
apparently admitted, in dealing with the 
existing law, aay marriage with a 
deceased wife’s sister. My amendment does 
not propose to allow any marriage with a 
relative of a deceased husband. The law 
does not allow a widow to marry a brother 
of her deceased husband. My amendment 
simply deals with the female side of the 
house; and if a man may marry his deceased 
wife’s sister, a fortiori he might marry 
his deceased wife’s niece, who is one degree 
further removed from him. The deceased 
wife’s brother is not related in blood at all 
to the widower, and there is no reason that 
I can see in logic, no reason in the nature 
of things, why, if we allow marriage with 
a deceased wife’s niece by her sister, he 
should not be allowed to marry a niece by 
his deceased wife’s brother. I can quite 
appreciate the objection of the hon. leader 
of the House who is opposed to marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister. I opposed 
that myself, but Parliament having allowed 
such marriages, we must, to be at all con- 
sistent, allow marriage with a deceased 
wife’s niece. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT— As long as the 
proposal is confined to marriage with a 
deceased wife’s sister’s niece it is quite 
consistent with the existing law, and a 
logical sequence of it, but by the amend- 
ment it is proposed to authorize marriage 
with the daughter of a deceased wife’s 
brother. The marriage of a woman to her 
deceased husband’s brother was never pro- 
posed and would not be sanctioned, though 
logically it involved the very same viola- 
tion of the laws of affinity as the Bill which 
actually became law. This Bill would ex- 
tend the privilege of marriage to the 
daughter of a deceased wife’s brother, 
which would be regarded in quite a different 
light from marriage with the daughter of 
a deceased wife’s sister. 


Hon. MR. BELLEROSE—I am just as 
much opposed to this Bill as I was opposed 
to the passage of the Act authorizing mar- 
riage with a deceased wife’s sister. One 
important reason for my opposition is that 
this question, in my opinion, is not one 
which pertains to this House. It was well 
understood, at the time of Confederation, 
as those who were at the Conference can 
remember, that all questions relating to 


a deceased wife’s niece. The hon. gentle-| marriage would remain within the juris- 
man from Richmond spoke of that as ajdiction of the Provinces, and that the 
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Federal authorities should have nothing out ibe woud, om ie earliest days of christianity 
: . ; up e present century. 

whatever to do with the subject, except to ‘* Third.— Because the natural tendency of the Bill 

possess the power of declaring that'a mar- | is to disturb and disarrange domestic relations, which 

riage contracted in any one Province neve seen Bele En cor ens an te 
. * . F introd con 10 roupie in 

should be recognized as valid in all other |" Eourth.— Because the Bill is contrary to the spirit 

Provinces of the Dominion. That was! of christianity. 


i i “ Fifth.—Because it is very doubtful whether the 
promised at the time by those who took Parliament of Canada has power to pass the Bill, for 


part in the Quebec Conference; but as JOU | the reason that the subject matter thereof seems to be 
will see by reference to the Confederation | one of the matters placed by the British North 


Debates, Sir John Macdonald, Sir Hector te DE RAT within the exclusive jurisdiction 
Langevin and Sir Alexander Campbell, |" «sixth—Because the Bill deals with a matter which, 
who were Ministers at that time, pledged | by virtue of the treaties between France and England, 
their words of honor before the Parliament | respecting the cession of Canada Te nee 
which sat at Quebec that the question of| Canada at the time of the said cession, and which. by 
marriage should never be interfered with | virtue of the said treaties and of various Acts of the 
by the Federal authorities. When the 

Deceased Wife’s Sisters Bill was be- 

fore Parliament eight years ago I 
raised the same objection, and Sir Alex- 
ander Campbell did not deny the fact 
which I have just now stated. He said: 


Imperial Parliament relating to Canada, pupae 
amongst others, the Act 14 George III, chapter 83, 
and the British North America Act, 1867, is to be 
regulated by the system of law now prevailing in the 
Province of Quebec and by the Legislature of that 
Province. 

‘* Seventh. — Because the Bill is contrary to the spirit 
of the Pres due se Att Sogn and ae ne 
& intentions of the framers thereof, as shown by the 

I do not deny the fact, but we have declaration of the Canadian Government at the time 
not to-day to look at what we said and lof Confederation, 1865. 


promised then: we have to look at the law) |“ ba aren heat do pigs en Rene 
as it stands. It is awkward that anyone | show that the sentiment is hostile rather than friendly 
. who desired to be recognised as a gentle- | to the proposed change. 
man should be obliged to say that he had “J.C. CHAPAIS, 
made a promise that he was not prepared v i a ee ACH (1) 
to observe. Sir Hector Langevin, in his “DAVID WARK (2), : 
place in Parliament, said, not only in the 
name of the Government, but in the name 
of the delegates fiom the four Provinces, “ L. G. POWER, 
that marriage would be within the juris- “RK. B. DICKEY (3), 
“J. F. ARMAND, 
“J. O. BUREAU (4), 
‘A, VIDAL, (5) 
“M. A. GIRARD, 
“J. 8. CARVELL (6), 
“W. H. ODELL (7), 
“G. W. ALLAN (8), 
“WwW. J. MACDONALD (9), 
* JOSEPH NORTHWOOD, 
“L. DUMOUCHEL, 
“JOS. H. BELLEROSE.” 


(1) For the 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 8th reasons. 

(2) For the 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 8th reasons. 

(3) For the Ist. 2nd, 4th and &th reasons. 

(4) For the lst, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 6th and 8th reasons. 
(5) For the Ist, 4th and 8th reasons. 

(6) For the lst, 2nd, 4th and 8th reasons. 

(7) For the Ist, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 8th reasons. 

(8) For the Ist, 2nd, 3rd and 4th reasons. 

(9) For the Ist, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 8th reasons, 


diction of the Provinces, and that when 
they went to England they would take 
good care that the desire and intention of 
the conference should be carried out. It 
is extraordinary that we should have been 
deceived as we were, and I still believe 
that if the Act authorizing marriage with 
a deceased wife’s sister were to go to the 
Privy Council it would be set aside. I 
was happy to find that when the question 
first came up here, eight years ago, there 
were some members from the different 
Provinces who united with us in protest- 
ing against the passage of the Act author- 
izing marriage with a deceased wife’s 
sister. Among the names of the dissent- 
ients, 1 find that of the hon. member 
from Amherst. The protest is as follows :— 





The House should pause and decide whether 
they should enconrage legislation which 
may lead to trouble. There is the other 
reason which I have already given, that 

“ First.—Because the Bill is contrary to the prin- | there are in Canada churches that believe 
ciples of sound legislation. that the civil authorities do not possess 

‘* Second.—Because the passing of the Bill is an | exclusive power to deal with the question 
encouragement to a class of marriages which have | of marriage—that while they may deal 


been generally discouraged and arded with dis-| . de 
favor by christian churches and ie elbtore through-| With the civil part of the contract the 


** DISSENTIENT. 
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church has to deal with the other and the | were present on that occasion the answer 
principal part. In Canada, where those|that was given and the clear case which 
two classes of christians exist, legislation | was made out as to the necessity for such 
should protect both, and if this Bill con-|a provision being inserted in that Bill. If 
tains something: of the kind I should not | such a proposition had been inserted in the 
object to it. It should contain words to| Act now on our Statute-book I would have 
the effect of those that I proposed on a| voted for it, and in doing so I consider I 
former occasion, and to which Î still ad-| would have been only keeping pace with 
here, providing that a man may marry the | the enlightened intelligence of the age, and 
daughter of a sister of his deceased wife, | perhaps we could not refer to any better 
provided the church to which he belongs | authority than to the feelings which have 
acquiesce in the marriage. Then if there | prevailed for many years pastin the British 
is au ecclesiastical impediment the church | House of Commons on this subject. With re- 
can give a dispensation and the marriage | gard to making any provision in favor of the 
would be valid, not only by civil contract, | churches—that is, that a marriage such as 
but also by the church. But as the Bill | is contemplated by this Bill should not be 
stands, I am bound to call it immoral | binding unless it has the sanction of the 
legislation, because it does not go far| particular church to which the individuals 
enough ; therefore, we should not pass it. ones bave this to say, and I say it 
Without such an amendment as I suggest, particularly in connection with the church 
I shall vote against the Bill at every stage. | to which my hon. friend belongs. During 
the discussion to which I have just now 

Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I agree with | alluded, which took place in this Parlia- 
my hon. friend in a good many of his ment some few years ago, circulars, or 
remarks, and I may say that I took the | rather declarations of opinion of the 
same ground against the Deceased Wife’s, Roman Catholic bishops of England and 
Sister’s Bill; but I think there isa provision|the Roman Catholic bishops of Ireland 
in the law at present that it is not com-| were freely circulated amongst members 
pulsory on any of the churches to perform in both branches of Parliament, and the 
this ceremony; still, it places them in a position the hierarchy of the old country 
very awkard position, and many persons, | took,—and I think it was the same position 
in order to have such a marriage ceremony | taken by the hierarchy of Canada—wus 
performed, go outside of their own churches | this, that while the church did not_look 
to have it done, which I consider deroga-| favorably upon such marriages, there were 
tory to the public interest. Under the|cases in which it was advisable and very 
roposed amendment people might go often necessary that they should be per- 
rom one Province to another to evadethis| mitted, and in these cases the church 
provision, as we now evade the law by granted dispensations permitting such 
going over to the United States to have! marriages. The bishops themselves con- 
this ceremony performed. I anticipated, tended that it was desirable when the 
this Bill as being a natural outcome of the|churches thought it necessary to grant 
passing of the Deceased Wife’s Sister’s Bill, |dispensations to make such marriages 
which I disapproved of, on the same ground spiritual marriages that they should be in 
that I disapprove of this Bill, as beirg | accord which the law and make them legal 
vicious legislation, and [ think the amend- | marriages as well. I think that was the 
ment proposed by the hon. gentleman | position taken by the bishops of the 
from Halitax will complicate it still further. | Roman Catholic Chureh, although I do not 
undertake to be an exponent of the ideas 

Hon. Mr. MILLER.—The question! of the Bishops on this or any other ques- 
raised by my hon. friend from Delanau-|tion. Their views were in favor of permit- 
dière was one which was raised at the time | tingsuch a Bill becoming the!aw of theland, 
the Act now on our Statute-book, permit-' because in all cases where Roman Catholics 
ting marriage with the deceased wife’s | desire to remain members of that church, 
sister, was before this House. It way not they could not enter into such marriages 
only raised in this House, but was raised | without a dispensation, and therefore the 
also in the House of Commons, where it | church had absolute control over them in 
was fully discussed. [am sure it must be|that respect. If a Roman Catholic enters 
in the recollection of hon. gentlemen who| into a marriage permitted by this Bill or 

















sanction of the chuch, he cuts himself clear 
of the church—he is no longer a Roman 
Catholic, and therefore the church retains 
as much control over him as it did before 
such an Act was passed. Other churches 
can do the same thing if they think proper, 
and in my opinion, therefore, there 
is quite sufficient protection for the 
churches in regard to permitting marriages 
of this kind. I think the proposition of 
my hon. friend, if accepted, might have 
the effect of endangering the Bill in another 
place where this question was fully dis- 
cussed on a previous occasion, and where 
a proposition to put in such a clause was 
not entertained. At the proper time I 
will move an amendment in regard to the 
second clause, providing for a case of pos- 
sible consanguinity relation of the daughter 
of the deceased wife’s sister. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—The hon. gen- 
tleman is about right in what he said in 
regard to the last Bill, but that makes no 
difference as to the arguments I used, for 
I say it would be immoral legislation, and 
why? Because when we legislate we legis- 
late for the people as a whole. Say there 
is one-half or one-third or one-fourth of the 
population whose crecd is that the civil 
authorities have no right to interfere with 
marriage, except as regards the civil con- 
tract, while the »emaining portion of the 
popelaticn believe that the civil authorities 

ave the whole right. In amending the 
Bill in the way I suggest, if the parties 
have received a dispensation from their 
church, then it is moral legislation; but 
supposing you do not amend it in that way, 
and supposing that some Roman Catholic 
who does not pay much attention to his 
ehurch and its teachings should propose to 
marry the daughter of his deceased wife’s 
sister, and goes to the bishop for permis- 
sion to do 80, and the bishop says: “Under 
the circumstances in which you are placed, 
J cannot grant you a dispensation.” He 
may reply: “I don’t care for your dispen- 
sation; the civil law is in my favor and I 
will marry.” Is it notimmoral legislation 
that permits such a thing ? 


Hon. Mr. DEV ER—No. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I say it is 
immoral, because the church teaches that 
the civil authority has nothing to do with 
these dispensations—that the church alone 
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regulates them. Therefore, for one-third 
of the population it is an immoral law, be- 
cause it gives to those who are not quite 
in accord with the church a chance of 
avoiding the ecclesiastical law under which 
they must live if they are to remain 
Catholics. To live in such a state of 
matrimony without the sanction of the 
church would be immoral. Then, if it is 
immoral as to Roman Catholics, the legis- ° 
lation should be amended, so as to protect 
both classes of ‘christians—the Roman 
Catholics on one side and the other 
churches on the other side. 


Hon. Mr. DEV ER—I would be one of the 
last, I think, to run counter to the doc- 
trines or morals of that church to which I 
very humbly presume to belong; at the 
same time, I fail to see that the reasoning 
of my hon. friend opposite corresponds 
with the theology or the rules of that 
church with regard to matrimony. I do 
remember distinctly when the debate took 
ene in this House on the Deceased Wife's 

ister Bill, that one of the principal author- 
ities brought to bear on that subject was 
Cardinal Manning. I think Cardinal Man- 
ning’s opinion was asked, and he was one 
of the strongest authorities quoted in favor 
of that Bill, and if so good an authority as 
Gardinal Manning was in favor of the prin- 
ciple of that Bill I think that laymen here 
have no right to set up their individual 
opinions in Opposition to that of so ablea 
theologian. At all events, I fail to see the 
philosophy of my hon. friend opposite sug- 
geating a case where parties make applica- 
tion to their priest or bishop to perform the 
marriage ceremony, and meeting with a 
refusal they go to another church and get 
married. He says in that way it will en- 
courage immorality. I say to the contrary. 
I suy that so long asa Roman Catholic 
refuses to accept the dictum of properly 
constituted authority within the church, 
that moment he ceases to be a Roman 
Catholic, whether this Bill becomes law or 
not; consequently, I cannot see that it is 
encouraging immorality. Besides, I do 
not see what right I have to urge my 
opinions in contradistinction to the large 
majority in this House who do not look upon 
marriage in the same light as wedo. We 
claim that marriage is a sacrament of our 
church, and we, as good Catholics, will only 
receive it as such, uo matter what the law 
may be. I claim the right as a Catholic 
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to hold those views; at the same time, I 
do not claim any right to interfere with 
the opinions of other gentlemen who do 
not entertain the same views on this ques- 
tion, nor do I see why we should put our- 
selves in the way as obstructionists. It is 
quite enough for us to enter into the state 
of matrimony under such rules as our 
church directs, and to allow other 
gentlemen the liberty to enter into 
the ceremony in the way the law of the 
land permits. We should allow those who 
have entered into the marriage contract in 
the past with a deceased wife's sister as a 
civil contract to follow that line out to its 
logical conclusion. I teel that it is very un- 
present, this perpetual introduction of re- 
igious views into our legislation. idonot 
see that we laymen have anything at all 
to do with it, unless we are called upon to 
do so by our church. [ never was called 
upon to interfere in this matter, and I am 
not aware that any clergyman of my 
church is opposed to the legislation that 
we assisted in passing through this House 
in relation to marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister. On the contrary, I think 
that they are much pleased with it, and it 
is quite time enough for me, at all events, 
to resist such legislation when I am called 
upon by the authorities of my church to do 
80. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I did not intend 
to take any part in this debate, but my 
hon. friend opposite (Mr. Bellerose) has 
made such pointed references to me that 
it could hardly be expected I should re- 
main silent. He has referred to me as one 
of the protestants against this Bill, and he 
has also referred to me as being one of the 
members of the Quebec Conference. I am 
sorry to say that I am now the only mem- 
ber in this House who was a member of 
that Conference, and I have naturally a 
general recollection of all that took place 
there. At the same time, I am not in a 
position to remember any of the incidents 
my hon. friend has spoken of, circum- 
atances which [ presume would not come 
within my knowledge at the time, because 
they related to another section of the Con- 
ference, and to a different class of persons 
from those with whom I was brought into 
immediate contact. My hon. friend has 
referred to the protest that was signed on 
the occasion of the passage of the Bill per- 
mitting marriage with a deceased wife’s 
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sister, and has quoted my name amongst 
others, but I think he ought in all fairness 
to have stated that J certainly did not raise : 
the objection which he now urges, that it is 
contrary to the British North America Act, 
because [ did not make that one of the 
rounds of my protest on that occasion. 
any of the hon. gentlemen who signed 
that protest, myself amongst the number, 
have thought proper to state which and 
what number of the grounds read by the 
hon. gentleman from Delanaudière they 
adhered to as the reason of their protest, 
and he has failed to find amongst those 
opposite my name such reasons as he 
has quoted for me. On thecontrary, lam 
excluded from those quotations which he 
has read as being contrary to the British 
North America Act, and the reasons I 
gave wore entirely different for the course 
that I took. I must just state that I op- 
posed that Bill with all my power at the 
time. I was one of the violent opponents 
of it, {t ultimately passed by a narrow 
majority of two, and it now being the law 
of the land I have quite made up my mind 
to support this Bill, because it is the logical 
sequence to that Act. I dislike taking up 
pe issues, and I think it is very much to 
e deprecated that we should do so. With 
regard to the British North America Act, 
my hon. friend undertakes to say that there 
were pledges given at the Quebec Confer-- 
ence that | know nothing of, and that it is 
contrary to the understanding on which the 
British North America Act was based to 
legislate on this subject. As I have 
always understood the law, it is quite clear 
that the marriage contract itself, and the 
persons who should be competent to 
make it, are matters entirely within the 
powers of the Federal Parliament; but 
that the ceremony and the mode of 
carrying it out—for instance, the ques- 
tion of license or banns, or whatever 
it is—should be within the competency of 
the Local Legislature. I think that is the 
general understanding amongst constitu- 
tional authorities on that point, and my 
hon. friend will see there was nothing 
adduced to show in the past debate that 
that was not entirely within the com- 
petency of this Parliament if they thought 
proper to enact it. I only rose to set my- 
self right, and at the disadvantage of having 
to refer to a conference that took place 
a que of a century ago, to defend m 
colleagues on that occasion; for 1 thin 
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there is nothing in that Act to place the 
marriage contract on a footing contrary to 
- that which I have stated. Had this been 
a new question I certainly would have 
been against this Bill for the same reason 
that I opposed the Deceased Wife’s Sister 
Bill, but that Bill being now the law of 
the land I hold that I am bound by it and 
must accept it as law; and if that be the 
law, certainly {fa person within the degree 
of the deceased wife’s sister is allowed to 
marry her brother-in-law, surely her 
daughter, being still further removed, 
ought to have the benefit of the same holy 
relation. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—When I read 
the opinions of different members on this 
subject I said the bon. gentlemen had only 
signed the document as alluding to the 
first, second, fourth and eighth reasons 
given in the protest. As to the criticism 
of the hon. gentleman from St. John, I! 
am sorry I am not a good English scholar, 
and could not make myself clearly under- 
stood. I never said that I was completely 
against the principle of the Bill. On the 
contrary, I said that if this amendment 
were added I would support the Bill, for it 
is very awkward now in our Province as 
the law stands. A Roman Catholic bishop 
in our Province may refuse a dispensation | 
to parties provided for by this Bill, and the 
man says: “ Very well; we will get married 
somewhere else.” All the same, that man 
is not married inthe opinion ofthechurch. 
Why should we not add a provision to the 
Bill that such parties may be married if 
they get a dispensation from the church 
to which they belong to permit them to 
marry. . 


Hon. Me. DEVER—I am not aware | 


that the Roman Catholic Church cares 
whether this Bill passes or not. As I 
understand it, the church holds that mar- 
riage is a sacrament, and this Bill, if it 
becomes law, will not make any difference 
in thoir opinion or in their practice. 


The amendment was declared lost on a 
division. 

Hon. Me. MILLER—I propose to move 
an amendment to the first clause. It now 
reads as follows :— 


‘1. All laws prohibiting marri between a man 
and the daughter of his wife’s sister are 
hereby repealed, both as to past and future marriages, 
and as regards past marriages, as if such laws had 
never existed.” 
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I move that the following be inserted after 
the word “sister” in the second line: 
‘‘where no law relating to consanguinity 
is violated.” 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE — While the 
chairman is writing in the amendment I 
shall read, tor the information of the 
House, a quotation from the Confederation 
Debates. Inthe course of the debate on 
this very question of marriage and divorce, 
Hon. Mr. Langevin is reported to have 
said :— 


‘* Notwithstanding the advanced hour of the even- 
ing, I cannot over in silence another observation 
made by the hon. member, and I beg he will accord 
me his undivided attention at the present moment. 
The hon. gentleman has asked the Government what 
meaning was to be attached to the word ‘marriage’ 
where it occurred in the constitution. He desired to 
know whether the Government proposed to leave to 
the Central Government the right of deciding at 
what age, for example, marriage might be con 

will now answer the hon. gentleman as categurically 
as ible, for I am anxious to be understood, not 
only in this House, but also by all those who may 
hereafter read the report of our proceedings. And 
first of all I will prove that civil rights form part of 
those which, by Article 43 ( ph 15) of the 
resolutions, are guaranteed to Lover anada. This 
paragraph reads as follows : — 

‘415. Property and civil rights, excepting those 
portions thereof assigned to the General Parliament.’ 

“Well, amongst these rights are all the civil laws 
of Lower Canada, and among these latter those 
which relate to marriage. Now, it was of the highest 
importance that it should be so under the pro 
system, and therefore the members from Lower 

anada at the Conference took great care to obtain 
the reservation to the Local Government of this im- 
portant right, and in consenting to allow the word 
‘marriage’ after the word ‘divorce,’ the delegates 
have not proposed to take away with one hand from 
the Local Legislature what they have reserved to it 
by the other. So that the word ‘ lage ” 
where it is among the powers of the Central Parlis- 
ment has not the extended signification which was 
sought to be aren to it by the hon. member. With 
the view of ing more explicit, I now propose to 
pee the word marriage is proposed to be under- 


‘** The word marriage has been placed in the draft 
of the proposed constitution to invest the Federal 
Parliament with the right of declaring what pred 
shall be held and deemed to be valid throu t 

whole extent of the Confederacy, without, however, 
interfering in any particular with the doctrines or 
rights of the religious creeds to which the contracting 
parties may belong.’ 


+ Le 


‘The whole may be summed up as follows: The 
Central Parliament may decide that any mam 
contracted in Upper Canada, or in any other of 
confederated Provinces, in accordance with the laws 
of the country in which it was contracted, al 
the law might be different from ours, should 
deeined valid in Lower Canada in case the parties 
should come to reside there, and vice versa.” 


So it was that the Canadian Government, 
under their pledge of honor, and even 
under their signature, made this provision, 
because we were anxious about it, andl 
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was oneof those who said that I would not 


vote for Confederation except steps were 
taken to protect us in those rights. Here 
was the Canadian Government at that time 
pledging its honor that the law relating 
to marriage as it existed at Confederation 
should continue with the Provinces, and 
Sir George Cartier said that when in 
England he would see that those rights 
were preserved. Yet we see how that 
compact has been violated, both by the 
Prime Minister of Canada and by his 
mouthpiece, the Minister of Justice, eight 
years ayo, when he said: ‘‘ We don’t care 
about the Provinces; we care how we stand 
here.” I do not know how such conduct 
would be characterised out of Parliament. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I have no objection 
to the amendment proposed by the hon. 

entleman from Richmond, as it does not 
interfere with the spirit of the Bill. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. LEWIN, from the committee, 
reported the Bill, with an amendment, 


The report was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 


On the question, “Shall this Bill pass,” 
the Senate divided :— 


CONTENTS : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Abbott, Merner, 
Almon, Miller, 
Archibald, Montgomery, 
Botsford, Paquet, 
Clemow, Pelletier, 
Dever, Perley, 
Dickey, Power, 
Glasier, Prowse 
Grant, Read (Quinté), 
Haythorne, Reesor 

in, Reid (Cariboo), 

geet Robitaille, 
McDonald (C.B.), Sanford, 
McKay, Smith, 
McKindsey, Stevens, 
McMillan (Victoria), Sutherland, 
Macdonald, Vidal, 


Macfarlan 
McInnes (Burlington), 


Non-Conrentms : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Wark.—37. 


Armand, Guévremont, 
Bellerose, Kaulbach, 
Chaffers, Odell, 
DeBlois, O’Donohoe.—9. 
Girard, 

The Bill passed. 


MANITOBA AND SOUTH-EASTERN 


RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD moved the second 
reading of Bill (90) ‘“ An Act to amend the 
Act DA aa the Manitoba and South- 
Eastern ilway Company.” He said: 
This company obtained an Act of incor- 
poration last year for the purpose of build- 
ing a railway from Winnipeg to the south- 
eastern part of the, Province. A portion 
of the work was done last summer, und we 
have reason to expect that the road will be 
constructed before long. This Bill is to 
make certain modifications in their char- 
ter, especially with a view to extending 
their line to a point near Lake of the 
Woods, where a great trade is expected to 
arise very soon. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


INTERPROVINCIAL BRIDGE CO.’S 
BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. MR. CLEMOW moved the adop- 
tion of the amendmenta made by the 
Select Committee on Railways, Telegraphs 
and Harbors to Bill (54) ‘ An Act to in- 
corporate the Interprovincial Bridge Com- 
pany.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved that the 
Bill be read a third time as amended. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I propose to move 
an amendment to this Bill. At the second 
reading I called attention to certain objec- 
tions to this Bill, from what might be 
decmed an esthetic point of view, that the 
construction of a bridge just at this par- 
ticular point on the Ottawa River was, to 
use, perhaps, a rather stronger term than 
the occasion called for, an act of vandalism; 
that it was calculated to destroy the 
scenery in the immediate neighborhood 
of Parliament and to infringe upon the 
comparatively small space which had been 
reserved at the Capital for national pur- 
poses. There are certain. other circum- 
stances in connection with the Bill that, I 
think, deserve a little attention from the 
House. This is a Bill which, at any rate, 
from the point of view raised by the amend- 
ment which I prapose to move, has not 








received much consideration, The objec- 
tion which I have taken to the Bill was not 
raised at all in the other House nor in 
committee of the other House, and I was 
informed by a member of that committee 
that in his opinion the objection was one 
which ought to prevail. This scheme is, 
I think, new. I do not remember that it 
ever came before Parliament in any shape 
until the present Session, and it is perfectly 
clear that a high level bridge at the point 
indicated must interfere, not only with the 
scenery, but also with the use of Nepean 
Point and Major’s Hill, and to a certain 
extent of Parliament Hill. After that 
bridge has been constructed. and the 
lines of railway connected with it have 
been built Nepean Point will not be 
what it is now, and the probabilities 
are that Major’s Hill will be, to a very 
considerable extent, taken up with lines 
of railway; and if at some future time it 
is deemed desirable to erect additional 
buildings in connection with the Parlia- 
ment here—a thing which is very likely 
indeed—the construction of this work will 
probably interfere very seriously with 
the erection of these buildings, and I may 
venture to hope, by the way, that if the 
Government do see fit to erect any further 
buildings on the Government grounds 
here they will be structures more pleasing 
to the eye than the Printing Bureau, which 
is now anything but ornamental to Nepean 
Point. Then there is another practical 
objection to this scheme, that is, in its pre- 
sent form, which I think must strike hon. 
gentlemen. The plan which the hon. the 
promoter of the Bill says that he 
and his friends propose to adopt is to 
bring the railway lines up the valley 
beside the canal. Now, hon. gentle- 
men are aware that the Eastern 
Block is built within a few yards of the 
canal locks, and some of the most import- 
ant offices of the Government are in the 
rear of the Eastern Block, and within 
probably thirty yards of the top of the 
slope leading down to the canal. Amonest 
those is the Privy Council office. Now 
that is a place where, above all others, 
members of the Government should be 
perfectly undisturbed in their delibera- 
tions. I can fancy, if this scheme goes 
into operation, that the deliberations of 
the Privy Council, at any season of the 
vents are liable to be interrupted at per- 
aps very critical times by the very un- 














musical noises which proceed from engines. 
I can imagine, perhaps, an eloquent sen- 
tence from either of the hon. gentlemen 
opposite interrupted by a very loud whistle 
from a locomotive. In warm weather, 
apart altogether from what is doing in the 
Council Room—and it is very warm, I be- 
lieve, in the Privy Council Chamber at 
times—if the windows are opened, instead 
of getting in the balmy air of summer, 
hon. members will be liable to take 
in large quantities of smoke and cinders 
from the passing trains. Now, I think 
that the hon. gentlemen who represent 
the Government in this House ought, at 
any rate, to pee a little at the prospect 
which this Bill opens to them. I have 
already stated that the Government of 
Canada, in selecting Ottawa as the Capital, 
reserved too small a space for Government 
purposes—much less than the space re- 
served for the public buildings at Wash- 
ington. 


Hon. Mz. DEVER—When this bridge 
is built they will have the opportunity of 
going over to Hull. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We are in a certain 
sense trustees of this property for the 
Parliaments that are coming after us, and 
tor the Governments that will succeed this 
one, and I think the Government will be 
guy of a breach of trust in allowing this 
small piece of ground to be encroached on. 
For these reasons I move: 

That the said Bill be now read a third time, but 
that it be amended by striking out all the words from 
‘* Metcalfe,” in line 28 of the first page, to ‘‘ Ottawa,” 
in line 30, both included, and inserting instead thereof 


the words following, that is to say: ‘‘ Mackay street 
and Cathcart street.” 


The effect of that amendment would be to 
leave these promoters about half a mile on 
the river side, at any point of which they 
can locate the crossing of their bridge, 
and would simply exclude them from 
Nepean Point and the landing between the 
canal and Nepean Point. There is just 
one other remark which I may be allowed 
to make, that this is not the case of a 
number of people who have the money 
and who are anxious to construct a neces- 
sary work. Look at the list of corporators, 
some of whom have very little money and 
some of whom have only recently been in 
insolvency. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—Whoare they ? 
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man is not one of them, and I do not think 
he wishes me to advertise that some one 
or two of them have been in that condi- 
tion. 


Hon. Mra. CLEMOW—I do not know 
one of them that has been. 


Hon. Mr. POWER —I do not think that 
this is an undertaking which has any very 
ee claim upon the consideration of 
the House. It is really, I imagine—I do 
not say it in an offensive sense at all—a 
charter which is got for the purpose of 
being disposed of to some one else. 


Hon. Mr, SCOTT—I rise to a point of 
order. The hon. gentleman is not in a 
position to move his amendment. He has 
given no notice of it. I never heard of 
this amendment before, and I am very 
much interested in this Bill. The hon. 
gentleman should have given notice of it 
on Friday last. 


Hon. Mr. POWER —It is not necessary 
at all. | 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is necessary. You 
cannot move an important amendment 
without a day’s notice. I maintain there 
is no pr cons law that after a pri- 
vate Bill has gone through all its stages 
and comes up for the third reading an im- 
portant amendment can be moved without 
notice. 


THE SPEAKER—It is laid down very 
clearly that no amendment can be made 
at the third reading of a private Bill with- 
out due notice. 


Hon. Me. POWER—As the amendment 
which I have moved is out of order, I pro- 
pose to move that the Bill be not now read 
the third time, but that it be committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House, for the 
purpose of being amended in the direction 
that I have indicated. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I take the same ex- 
ception to that amendment. 


Toe SPEAKER—The amendment is 
clearly out of order. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I wish to 
reply to the remarks of the hon. member 
from Halifax. 
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being ruled out of order, I do not think 
the hon. gentleman is in order in speaking 
to it. 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The Bill is be- 
fore the House for the third reading, and 
on that motion I can certainly speak. 
One would suppose that the hon. member 
from Halifax did not know the locality 
where this bridge is to be erected, because 
the route which has been selected seems 
almost intended by nature for the purpose. 
My hon. friend says that this matter was 
not discussed in these points in the other 
House: certainly it was fully discussed in 
the committee of the Senate, and we had 
an engineer before us, who showed us the 

lans and profiles of it and proved that the 

ridge was to be constructed at the nar- 
rowest part of the river, as near the head 
of navigation as possible. It will not mar 
the landscape, but will pes along the face 
of the cliff, some 30 feet below the top 
of it, and skirt all the way up along the 
edge of the cliff to the level of the canal 
basin. But if the route recommended by 
my hon. friend were adopted the bridge 
would cross the river lower down, where 
it would certainly impede navigation, 
where it would cost more to construct 
it, and where, besides, it would have to 
cross several important thoroughfares in 
the city. By the route described in this 
Bill there is no interference with the 
navigation of the river; the bridge and the 
tracks leading to it wiil notinterfere with 
Nepean Point or Major’s Hill, but will 
skirt along the edge of the cliff below them 
and will not cross any street of the city. . 
The route selected is the best that could 
be found, causing less inconvenience to the 
city and to everyone than any other that 
could be selected. There can be no 
annoyance from the smoke of the engines, 
because the line running in the valley 
between the two hills, the currents of air 
will be up and down the canal, and will 
carry the smoke and cinders out to the 
Ottawa River or up to the canal basin. 
The evidence submitted to the committee, 
as well as the personal knowledge which 
all of us have of the locality, show how 
little ground there is for the hon. gentle- 
man’s objections to this Bill. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—The hon. member 
from Halifax seems to take a paternal 
interest in this project. He has offered a 
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persistent opposition to this bridge com- 
pany, for what reason I do not know. He 
seems to ignore the fact that the City 
Council, who are the guardians of the 
city’s interests, and the Government, who 
are alive to the interests of the country, 
are in favor of this Bill. The hon. gentle- 
man may have some interest in the part of 
the city where this bridge is to be built. 
I am perfectly conversant with all the 
details of this matter, and am satisfied that 
the place selected is the only one where 
the bridge can be built to serve all pur- 
poses; and as far as the Government is 
concerned, you may depend upon it they 
will take all necessary precautions to pro- 
tect their property. this bridge will be 
30 or 40 feet below the level of Nepean 
Point or Major’s Hill. I, for one, would 
Oppose any project for the construction of 
a railway on the level of those grounds. 
It would have a very prejudicial effect on 
property in that locality, and as the owner 
of a considerable amount of property there 
I would most strongly object to the con- 
struction of any work which would have 
a tendency to impair its value. Instead of 
injuring the place, the bridge will beautify 
it. Nature has made that locality the best, 
and in fact the only route from Hull to the 
heart of the city, and it is the best in the in- 
terest of all parties. We know that a char- 
ter for the construction of a bridge at that 
very place has been in existence for the 
last three years, yet the hon. gentleman 
from Halifax has never shown such a pa- 
ternal interestin thematterhitherto. Ifthe 
House could have seen the plans and heard 
the evidence submitted to the committee 
they would have been convinced, as we are, 
that no other place is so conveniently situ- 
ated for this bridge as the one that has 
been selected. Ifthe route which the hon. 
gentleman from Halifax proposes were 
adopted the railway tracks would cross no 
less than nine streets of the city, some of 
them very important thoroughfares. It 
would increase the distance and make the 
work far more expensive—in fact, it would 
ponent the construction of the bridge. If 

e had been prepared with plans and evi- 
dence to show that any other route would 
have been as good as the one that has been 
chosen I would have given the alternative 
proton very careful consideration; but 

know thatitis impracticable to constract 
the bridge and line anywhere else but just 
where it is located. The only other place 





two or three miles below the city; but it 


was found, after a careful examination, that 
the cost of constructing a bridge at that 
point would be enormous, and it was aban- 
doned. It is highly important to this city 
and to the surrounding country that this 
bridge should be constructed. This com- 
pany is no sham, as the hon. gentleman 
represents it to be. He says that some of 
the corporators are insolvent. I should 
like to know who they are. I know that 
some of them have a very large stake in 
the city, and I-de not know one of them 
who could be said to be insolvent at the 
present time. It is very unfair for the 
hon. gentleman to throw out insinuations 
of that kind. I know that this bridge will 
be built without delay if it is possible to 
construct it. We are promised aid from 
the Ontario and Quebec Governments, from 
the city and from other sources, and I 
believe that the bridge will be con- 
structed in a very shorttime. It is highly 
important that this Bill should pass 
now, in order that we may get aid from 
the Ontario Government. tr this Bill 
had been allowed to pass without the 
amendment which was made the other 
day a delegation would have proceeded to 
Toronto and received a considerable amount 
of assistance for the purpose of proceeding 
with the work. Every one in this section 
of the country appreciates the importance 
of this undertaking, and I am only sorry 
that the hon. member for Halifax did not 
consult the legal men of the city before 
opposing the Bill. Had he doneso he would 
not have taken such a hostile position to 
the project as he has done from the start. 
He must think that the people of Ottawa 
do not understand what is in their own 
interest. We certainly do not want to 
impair the beauty of the scenery or in any 
way to interfere with the magnificent view 
to be had from Parliament Hill. I would 
be the last man in the world to advocate 
anything of the kind, and I hope that the 
hon. gentleman will consent to the passage 
of the Bill. I am sure that when the 
bridge is constructed he will agree with us 
that nature made the route which has been 
selected the only one in the locality for the 
bridge within the limits of the city. 


Hon. MR. POW ER—The hon. gentleman 
seems to be under the impression that I 
have a desire to thwart him in some way. 
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Now, there is no gentleman that I would 
rather oblige than the hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa, but I have my own opinion 
about the desirability of this bridge, and I 
have a right to express it. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


SECOND READINGS 


Bill (58) “ An Act respecting the Brant- 
ford, Waterloo and Take Erie Railway 
Company.” (Mr. McCallum.) 

Bill (99) “An Act to incorporate the 
Owen Sound and Lake Huron Railway 
Company.” (Mr. McKindsey.) 


The Senate adjourned at 5:15 p. m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, March 18th, 1890. 


THz SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock, 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


GAELIC LANGUAGE BILL. 
SECOND READING DEFEATED. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) moved the 
second reading of Bill (P) ‘An Act to 
rovide for the use of the Gaelic Language 
in Official Proceedings.” He said: By 
reference to the Dominion census of 1881, 
I find that the entire population of the 
Dominion was 4324810, The principal 
portion of the population was composed of: 


French origin................. 1,298,929 
Germans and German origin... 254,319 
English...................... 881,301 
TR | a eA ore ne 957, 
Seated ccs. Lines 44 cakes eda es 699, 


Hon. MR. KAULBACH—Is that high 
Scotch or Low Scotch? 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Low, of course. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I may say, 
before proceeding any further, that those 
hon. T's who are inclined to treat 

19 


this Bill with levity will reflect a great 
deal of credit on themselves and on the 
House of which they are members if they 
reserve their irrelevant remarks until after 
I get through with mine. They are then 
open to make any remarks they see fit, 
and I shall have great pleasure in listening 
to them, without attempting to interrupt 
them. 

As the Highland Scotch and the Irish 
Celts are only different members of the 
Celtic family, I should class them as one. 
Combined, the two number 1,657,266, or 
nearly 400,000 more than the French ele- 
ment in the Dominion of Canada. 


Hon. Mr. eon do you 
not include the Irish in your Bill? 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B. C.)—I beg of 
the hon. gentleman not to interrupt me. 
It is well known that nearly three-fourths 
of the population of Ireland are Celts. 


Hon. Mrz, DEVER—No ; Phœnicians. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—Nearly 
three-fourths of the population of Ireland 
are Celts, and the emigration of Celts from 
Ireland far exceeded those of Scotch origin 
in the north of Ireland. Ofthe nearly one 
million, in round numbers, of Irish who 
came to this Dominion, over two-thirds 
were Celts, A vast majority of the Scotch 
who came in early days to British North 
America were not Lowland Scotch, but 
Highland Scotch. They were the people 
who were principally instrumental in 
adding this great Dominion to the British 
possessions. They settled here, two or 
three for every Lowland Scotchman ; con- 
sequently Iclaim that of the 700,000 Scotch 
(speaking in round numbers) that we have 
in the Dominion of Canada, nearly two- 
thirds of them are also of Celtic origin, 
showing that we have over one million of 
Irish and Scotch Celts in the Dominion 
to-day. 


Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—Do they un- 
derstand Gaelic ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—Since 
the hon. gentleman has asked the ques- 
tion, I will say they do not, and I am 
sorry that they do not. Iam rather sur- 
prised at the hon. gentleman who has asked 
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- the question, for I find that in the very | family in this country, and I am only 


Province from which he comes the majo- 
rity of the people are either Irish Celts or 
Scotch Celts, and there are many settle- 
ments in that snug little island by the sea 
where they speak the Celtic in their 
homes, in their families; they use it at 


the family altar; they use it in their 


churches, and itis the only true way by 
which they can offer up their supplications 
to the Heavenly Throne. A large percen- 
tage of the priests and ministers of Cape 
Breton Island are Celts and speak the 
Gaelic, and all the rites of their church are 
conferred, as all the services are conducted, 
in that language, in many of the Roman 
Catholic and Presbyterian churches. In 
Cape Breton, where of the 100,000 of the 
population, ] think I am within the 
mark when [ say that at least three- 
fourths speak the Gaelic language, and to 
my personal knowledge I can go into set- 
tlements there composed of thousands of 
people where scarcely any other language 
is used but the Gaelic. Making the Domi- 
nion as a whole, as far as [ could possibly 
analyse the census, and from my own per- 
sonal experience from the Straits of Canso 
to Nootka Sound, at the lowest estimation 
we have at least one-quarter of a million 
of people who speak the Gaelic as their 
everyday language. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—You do not include 
Cape Breton, then ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I do. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—But you said from 
the Straits of Canso ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I know thai 
the hon. gentleman represents that part 
of the Lower Provinces, and I would not 
deprive him of the honor of speaking for his 
Island. But irrespective of the Irish Celts 
who, I believe, number nearly as many as 
the Scotch, there are certainly from 200,- 
* 000 to 250,000 Celts who speak the Irish 
language in their families and transact 
most of their business in their mother 
tongue. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—Where are the 
Welsh ? 
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sorry that a greater number of them are 
not among us, fora more thrifty, honest, 
industrious people we have not in the 
Dominion. They are something like the 
people from whom the hon. gentleman 
from Lunenburg has descended—a most 
desirable class of immigration to be 
attracted to our shores, The reason I couple 
the Irish Celt und the Scotch Celt together 
is because they are the same people—dif- 
ferent families of the same race. They 
speak the same language, and I appeal to 
my hon. friend from Poronts (Mr. O’Dono- 
hoe) if he and I cannot converse in Gaelic, 
and understand each other very much 
better than people from Cumberland and 
Northumberland, and counties in the south 
of England, can understand each other? 
There is nothing like the same difference 
between the Irish and Guelic, that there is 
between the English spoken by people 
from the north and south of England ; COD- 
sequently, if this Bill becomes law, as I 
have no doubt it will, I do not see why it 
cannot serve every purpose for the Irish 
as well as the Scotch. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Why not in- 
clude Welsh also ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—TI cannot 
include the Welsh, because in the course 
of centuries they have made such changes 
in their language that it is no longer the 
language of Scotland and Ireland, and 
they could not be included in the provi- 
sions of this Bill. 


Hon. Mr. GLAZIER—Get them an- 
other Bill. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES i C.)—A few 
days ago we had a most eloquent and in- 
teresting speech from the gifted member 
from Calgary with respect to emigration 
to the North-West Territories. During 
that speech he informed us, amongst other 
things, that within the last two years 
seventy-nine families of Scotch crofters had 
settled in the North-West, representing, I 

resume, if they are like the ordinary 
Scotch and French families, five members to 
a family, which would give a total of four or 
five hundred souls. Since that time I had 
a conversation with the hon. gentleman, and 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—There are|I do not think that I am revealing any 
very few of that branch of the Celtic| secret by saying he informed me that they 
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required to have two interpreters. They 
are all Highland Scotch, speaking nothing 
but Gaelic. They are in two different settle- 
ments, about 50 or 60 miles apart; each set- 
tlement has an interpreter, and I presume 
that the interpreters are employed by the 
Dominion Government and are Govern- 
ment officials, so that that in itself will 
show the necessity for the Bill that is now 
under consideration. I shall now call at- 
tention to the special census of the North- 
West Territories taken in 1885. I find 
from it that there is a great discrepancy 
between the populations as given in 1881 
and as given in 1885. In the census taken 
in 1881 the population of the North-West 
Territory is given at 56,446, composed of 
2,896 Frenchmen, 21 Germans, 1,374 En- 
glish, 218 Irish and 1,217 Scotch. By 
reference to the census of 1885, only four 
years afterwards, I find that there was 
only 48,362 of a population in the North- 
West Territory, or over 8,000 less four 
years after the Dominion census was taken 
in 1881. Instead of having 2,896 French- 
men in 1885, it only gave us 1,520; instead 
of 21 Germans, as we had in 1881, I find 
that there were 427 in 1885; instead of 
having only 1,374 English, as in 1881, they 
had 8,397 in 1885; and the Irish increased 
from 218 to 5,285, and the Scotch from 
1,217 to 6,788. 


Hon. Mz. ALMON—Good for the Scotch. 
Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Hon. gen- 


tlemen will see, perhaps, the application of 


these figures a little later on. The census 
gave us the population of the French Half- 

reeds as being 3,387, and that of the Scotch 
Half-breeds as being 742. Even adding the 
French Half-breedsand the French together, 
they scarcely number 5,000, while adding 
the Scotch Half-breeds and the Scotch there 
it gives over 8,000, or 3,000 Scotch and 
Scotch Half-breeds more than French and 
French Half-breeds. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—How many of a 
pulation does my hon. friend give to the 
orth-West in 1881 ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Fifty-six 
thousand four hundred and forty-six. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If all the elements 
of this population have increased up to 
1885, I do not understand how my hon. 


297 


a ee 














friend makes out there was a decrease in . 
the whole population. | 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Decreased ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend bas 
stated that there was an increase in Eng- 
lish, Scotch, German and Irish in those 
four years, and yet he says there were 
dr there in 1885 than there were 
in 1881. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—Were the Indians 
included in both ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I am much 
obliged to my hon. friend from Frederic- 
ton. There were 20,170 of that popula- 
tion who were Indians. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—How many Indians 
were there in 1885. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I did not 
look themup, but I suppose they were about 
the same as in 1881. io not think they are 
increasing, but if the hon. gentleman has 
any doubt about the figures I have quoted 
I hope he will send a messenger for the 
Census of 1881, and there he will see 
the figures for himself. Iam not trying 
by any means to distort figures or to mis- 
lead the House. I have given them as 
they appeared in the Census of 1881 and — 
1885, which I hold in my hand. There is 
another point to which I shall call the 
attention of the House. After analyzing 
the different constituencies of which this 
Dominion is composed, I find that the 
Highland Scotch have the absolute control 
of fourteen counties in the Dominion, and 
that they hold the balance of power 
in sixteen more. In thirty counties’ they 
have either absolute control or they have 
the controlling voice, which counties are 
represented by no less than thirty-five 
members in the House of Commons. If 
no other reason was advanced, I think 
that that in itself would be quite suffi- 
cient to induce the Government to accept 
this Bill, and that it should become law 
before another general election takes place. 
Since I introduced this Bill, a few weeks 
ago, I have received dozens of letters and 
addresses, many of which are exceedingly 
interesting and instructive, and I am only 
sorry that [ have not sufficient time to read 
them to this House. However, as I wish 
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to get through as quickly as possible, with 


entertained by the Highlanders in this 


any degree of justice to the importance of| country on the subject of this Bill :— 


the measure that I have in hand, I shall 
only ask your permission to read one of 
them, from the Gaelic Society of the County 
of Bruce, Ontario. As a matter of course, 
according to the eternal fitness of things, 
it is in Gaelic, and is as follows .— 


TALLA MHIC AOIDH. 


‘ AN SEACHDAMH-LA-FICHEAD DON DARA MIOSA, 
‘ BLIATHNA, 1890. 
‘* Aig air coimhne mhiosal bha na leanas air a chuir 
ris a chruimeachadh agus air a ghiulan goh-aonal. 
‘* Don Urramach T. B. MacAonghats, Ottawa : 


A CHARAID CHAVIMH,—’S mor a chomain a tha] ¥ 


sibh a cur air ar luchd-duthcha bho chean gu cean na 
tir 80, oir gu cinnteach tha mor aoibhneas air Clann 
nan Gaidheal an diugh ‘n’air a tha fios aca gu bheil, 
mar a thubhairt a sean- e, ‘‘caraid ’s a chuirt 
aca a thagradh an cuis ’s an coir.” Agus ged nach eil 
sinne mar chomunn ag iarridh na a creidsinn gum bu 
choir ach aon chanain a bhi air a cumail suas air costas 
na duthcha, gidheadh, ma tha barrachd is aon ri bhi 
air an cumail suas cha b’i a Ghailig a bu choir a bhi 
air dheireadh. Cha ruig sinn aleas a chuir ’n ar 
cuimhne gu bheil miltean do Chlann nan Gaidheal ’s 
an duthaich so a tha dileas don tir ’s don chrun, agus 
ged nach robh an canain air a cleachdainn an cuirt 
nam parlamaid cha chualas rian:h an dragh na’n 
iorghuill. Agus ans a chearn sin don duthaich ris an 
abrar an airde-niar-thuath tha miltean ’sna bliadhna- 
chan so a suidheachadh a sin as a Ghaidhealtachd ’s 
gu sonruichte e eileanean na Gaidhealtachd nach tuig 
a bheag do chanain sam bith eile ach a Ghailig a dh’ 
fholuim iad bho an mathair ann an tir nam n. 
Agus ma dheumas tuilidh a’s h-aon a bhi aginn a’n 
cuirt ’s am parlamaid, gu de an teanga as mo coir air 
an urram sin fhaotainn na canain nan treun-laoich a 
sheas guala ri guala air sliabh Abrahaim, am piobai- 
rean a seinn binn-cheol na H-alba, ‘s an claidhmhnean 
mor a dearsadh a’n grian na h-oig-mhadain an latha 
chaidh an duthaich a chosnadh do chrun Bhreatuinn. 
Tha dochas aguinn gu seas sibh gu dileas duinail air 
cul na teanga bhlasda bhinn ’s an d’fhuair sin ar ’n 
altrum, ’s gu faic luchd aiteachaidh na tir gu leir gid 
a dh’fhag sin tir nam beann ri linn ar ’n oige nach eil 
sin a di-chuimhneachadh ar canain na an duthaich ’s 
an deach ar ’n arach. 


‘< As leth a chomuinn, 


**(Sd) SEUMAS MACJAIN, Riaghlazr, 
‘ELLAIR MACH ALAISDATIR, Jonmhasair, 
“*ERAIS MAacDHOMHNULL, Sgriobhadair.” 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Would my hon. 
friend read that in French, as I could not 
understand it in the language in which it 
was written ? | 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I am ex- 
ceedingly sorry that I cannot read or 
speak French as well as I can read Gaelic, 
but I will do the next best thing—I will 
read it in a language with which every 
hon. gentleman who hears me is familiar, 
and which will enable him to appreciate, 
as far as a translation can express the 
ideas contained in the address, the views 


“McKAY SETTLEMENT. 


‘CouxTY BRUCE, ONTARIO, 
| “ 27th Feb., 1890. 
‘ At our monthly meeting the following address 
was unanimously adopted. 
‘The Hon. T. R. MCINNES, OTTAWA: 


‘“KIND FRIEND, — Your countrymen throughout the 
land feel highly complimented and truly happy to 
know that they have, as the old proverb has it, ‘a 
friend at court pleading their rights and claims.’ 
And although, as a society, we do not ask nor believe 
that more than one language should be inaintained 
at the public expense, yet, if more than one is 
to be su maintained, we submit that the Gaelic 
should not be left behind. We need not remind 
ou that there are thousands of Scotch ple 
in this land, loyal to their country and the wn, 
who, although their language is neither fostered nor 
used in Parliamentary discussions, have never occa 
sioned troubles nor wrangles. And in the North-West 

rt of the country, thousands of immigrants from 
Scotland, and especially from the islands of Scot- 
land, settle there every year, who understand little 
of any other language but the Gaelic they learnt 
from their mothers in the Land of the Hills. And we 
repeat that if more than one language is to be used in 
the courts and Parliament, what language is more 
entitled to that right than that of the valiant braves 
who stood shoulder to shoulder on the Plains of 
Abraham, their pipers playing the chivalric airs of 
Scotland, and their great swords glistening in the sun 
of the early morning of the day the country was won 
to the British Crown. 

‘Hoping you will stand faithful and manly in 
favor of the language in which we have been early 
nursed, that the public may see that although early 
removed His the Land of the Hills, we are not for- 

tting our language nor our native country. 
ji ‘On behalf of the meeting, 

‘““(Sd.) JAMES JOHNSTON, Chairman, 
“FE. ALEXANDER, Treasurer, 
“KE. McDONELL, Secretary.” 


That is a fair specimen of the letters and 
addresses that I have received from various 
parts of the Dominion, from Cape Breton 
to Vancouver. Now, referring for a mo- 
ment to the North-West, if the French 
language is to be maintained there as an 
an official language—there is equally 
good reason—in fact, a better reason for a 
similar recognition of Gaelic. I am not 
one of those who object to the perpetuation 
of the French language in this Parliament, 

roviding Gaelic is put on the same footing. 

very right and privilege accorded to the 
French Canadian people when they came 
under the British Crown should be most 
scrupulously guarded, and the minority 
should be treated in the most liberal spirit; 
there is no great nation, excepting the 
United States, that has not, at some period 
of its existence, but had two or more lan- 
epee: recognized officially, and many 
of those nations occupied countries insig- 
nificant in extent compared with the onor- 
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mous area of this Dominion, which is stall 
almost to the entire continent of Europe. 
And if small countries, such as Switzer- 
land and Belgium, can ‘afford to have two 
or three official languages, surely this 
Dominion, that is putting forth such great 
efforts to attract desirable immigration to 
fil up our waste lands, should offer every 
encouragement that may be necessary to 
accomplish that object. If it should be 
necessary to have three or four official 
languages let us have them. What would 
the cost amount to? According to a 
statement made in the other House in the 
debate on the dual language Bill, the cost 
of printing French documents in the 
North-West amounts to only $400 a year. 
Why, a few families—a few dozen immi- 
grants—would cost the country that much 
to settle them in our North-West, and then 
there would be a grave doubt in the minds 
of the public whether they would become 
permanent settlers even after that expendi- 
ture. You who speak the English language 
have no idea what it is to find oneself 
in a foreign land, comparatively helpless 
and unable to converse with the people. A 
few hundred dollars could not be better 
spent than in making Gaelic an official 
language, so as to attract to this country 
a most desirable class of people. Some 
hon. gentlemen have expressed surprise at 
the Bill before the House. They refuse 
to treat it seriously—and yet, apparently, 
they find nothing surprising in the pro- 

sal to establish French as an official 

anguage in our North West—or the still 
more liberal proposition of the right hon. 
the Premier of Canada, to make German, 
under certain conditions, official in that 
country. Let me here read to the House 
what the right hon. gentleman said in his 
specch on the dual language question a few 
weeks ago, when imploring the members 
of the Commons—irrespective of party— 
to defeat the McCarthy Bill, and to con- 
tinue the official use of the French language 
in the North-West Territories. At page 
800 of the Commons Hansard he is re- 
ported as raying : 


‘< There is scarcely any French spoken in the North- 
West. There are a few French Canadians there, and 
a scattered popmation of French Half-breeds, and the 
whole effect of this Bill (the McCarthy Bill) would be 
to deprive these poor people of reading or knowing 
the laws to which they are subject.” 


Again, at page 802, still speaking of the 
North-West, we find him making the fol- 
lowing important declaration : 
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‘After the population comes in there, if there is a 
large German nee I should be very glad 
to see it—who shall take possession of a large quarter 
of that area, why not give thei the right to use the 
German language ? ey would insist upon using the 
German language. If the French Canadian settle- 
ment, which was tommenced under rather unfavorable 
auspices at Edmonton, should increase and grow so 
that they would become a French Canadian Province, 
they would insist upon having their language.” 

Again, at page 799, the veteran chieftain 
of the Clan acdonald, as he becomes in- 
spired with the groat importance of the 
subject, and, notwithstanding his great 
age, his warm Celtic blood coursing more 
freely in his veins, he makes the following 
pathetic and significant declaration, which 
we must accept as the policy of the Govorn- 
ment of which he is head, anent official 
languages in Canada, remarks: 

“The reason why I oppose the Bill of my hon. 
friend (Mr. McCarthy) to-day is the same—because that 
Bill, a small Bill; I might almost call it an insignificant 
Bill in its enacting clause—is based on the purpose 
of doing away with the French language, of dis- 
carding the French language, at all events, and de- 
priving the French Canadian people of the ‘solace of 
the language they learned at the feet of their mothers. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, if there is one act of oppression 
more than another which would come home to a man’s 
breast it is that he should be deprived of the consola- 
tion of hearing and using and_reading the lan e 
that his mother taught him. Itis cruel. It is seeth- 
ing the kid in his mother’s milk.” 

Such was the declaration, yea the oracle 
of the right hon. gentleman who leads the 
Government of this country, on the 17th 
ult. The policy laid down is plain and 
unmistakeable, that when the German 
element increases in the North-West the 
German language is to be made official ; 
that although there are only a féw French 
Canadians and French Half-breeds in the 
North-West, French must be retained as 
an official language. That it would be 
wicked to deprive these poor people of the 
privilege of reading or knowing the laws 
to which they are subject. That there is 
scarcely any French spoken in the North- 
West. That if there is one act of oppres- 
sion more than another which would come 
home to a man’s breast it is to deprive 
him of the consolation of hearing, using 
and reading the language that his mother 
taught him. He exclaims: “ It is cruel— 
it is seething the kid in his mother’s milk.” 
Surely, after such earnest and pathetic 
pleading—such consuming solicitude and 
regard, such outpouring of sympathy for 
the welfare of our French and German 
fellow-citizens, over whom he exercises 
such fatherly ‘influence, care and protec- 
tion, he cannot with any degree of con- 


sistency do less than grant equal rights | 
and privileges to his own countrymen— 
the Highlanders, the Britons—the true 
Britons—and their immediate descendants, 
to whom so much of the greatness of Eng- 
land is due, and alsv to the undeniable fact 
that to the untiring energy and matchless 
valor of the Scotch Highlanders—ably as- 
sisted by their brethren from the Emerald 
Isle—Canada is to-day and has been for 
over a century an integral part of the 
British Empire. Who dares to say, or 
even insinuate, that the head of the loyal 
Clan Macdonald (Sir John), and every 
clansman throughout, not only the Do- 
minion and the British Empire, but 
throughout the world, has not at least as 
great regard and sacred love for the lan- 
guage they first lisped on their sainted 


mothers’ knees as the English, the French, | 


the German, or any other people? To 
think or say the reverse would be a gross 
libel on the most affectionate and warm- 
hearted people that ever lived. Any con- 
trary contention would only display an 
unpardonable amount of ignorance of the 
true character of clansmen, The Scot- 
tish Celt, in whatever quarter of the 
globe you find him—and he is gen- 
erally to be found in every nook and 
corner of it—loves his mother-tongue, 
loves his country, loves her glorious 
history and traditions, with a more in- 
tense and enduring affection than any. 
people of whom I have any knowledge, | 
with one exception—the Irish Celt. The 
manly sons and womanly daughters of 
Scotland's high and heathered hills, as they 
bid farewell to their beloved country, are 
always moved with the deepest emotions, 
and they often sing in mournful tones : 
‘‘Tho’ far frae thee my native shore, 
An’ tossed on life’s tenipestuous occan ; 


My heart aye Scottish to the cuore 
Shall cling to thee with warm devotion.” 


Yet in the same notes they give expres- 
sion to a still deeper and more patriotic 
feeling in: | 
‘* Farewell, farewell my native hame, 

Thy lonely glens, an heath-clad mountains, | 

Farewell thy fields o’ storied faine, 

Thy leafy shaws an’ sparkling fountains. 

Nae mair I'l climb thy mountains steep 

Nor wander by the rapid river, | 
seek a hame far o’er the deep, 

My native land, farewell forever.” 
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country where honor and duty called 
them, until to-day the Union Jack proudly 
floats over one-sixth of the earth’s area 
and over one-fourth of the world's popula- 
tion. In extending the possessions of Bri- 
tain and furthering her interests I know 
of no land which has not been consecrated 
by their precious blood—I honestly, justly 
and conscientiously claim and believe that 
principally through the dauntless bravery 
of the ‘“ Chlaun nan Gaidheal” Britain has 
become the great and glorious nation that 
she is, and has been for so many centuries 
—in the vanguard of nations, as the 
great disseminators of light, of liberty 
and of civilization, and all the blessings 
that follow in their wake. Through the 
rowess of Scotiu’s kilted veterans and 
Érin'e warlike sons the northern half of 
this continent was wrested from a foreign 
power and added tu the British posses- 
sions. In that mortal struggle were en- 
gaged two of the most valiant races that 
the world ever produced. In mortal 
combat they met on the historical Plains 
of Abraham to decide the destiny of half a 
continent nearly equal in area to the whole 
of Europe. At the word of command the 
stalwart Highlanders and the: gallant 
Frenchmen rushed on to death and glory. 
The bloody struggle, though brief, was 
decisive, and many were the acts of 
heroism performed, which added fresh 
lustre to the arms of the contendin 
nations. The god of war, however, smil 
on the kilted sons of the heathered hills. 
A great battle was fought, an important 
victory was won. Canada became British, 
and has remained so ever since. I submit, 
therefore, that to the “Chlaun nan Gaid- 
heal” and to them alone are we indebted 
for the fact that Canada is British to-day. 
Who were the first permanent settlers in 
our great North-West? The brave and 
hardy Highlanders, under the guidance 
and supervision of the good Lord Selkirk, 
who, as early as 1811, took possession of 
that country. Among that noble band was 
the good and brave father of our respected 
colleague from Kildonan (Mr. Sutherland). 
Who to-day are exploring what remains of 
the North-West terra incognita, who are 
continually advancing the outposts of civi- 
lization further, and yet further, into 


those great plains that stretch beyond the 


To the matchless valor of the Scotch and | Arctic circle? The intrepid Highlanders 
Trish soldiers the British arms have been|ot Hudson’s Bay. I have no desire to 
victorious in every clime and in every|decry the French; such an idea is foreign 
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to me; I gladly acknowledge the invalu- 
able services rendered by them as the 
explorers and pioneers of Canada, but I 
contend that no class of Canadians should 
be favored above another, and that if 
the French of the North-West, or of 
the Dominion as a whole, be allowed 
to use and have their language used 
officially, the Highlanders of Canada 
should have equal courtesy shown to their 
beloved Celtic language. It is objected 
that if we establish the official use of 
Gaelic thore can be no reason why Ger- 
man, Italian, Chinese—what you will— 
should not be used officially, and .so all 
order and unity in our Parliament, our 
Legislatares and legal tribunals would be 
lost in polyglot confusion. On the face ot 
it, I admit, this objection is plausible 
enough; but examine it for a moment, and 
you will find that it is founded on an utter 
misapprehension. The difference between 
the official use of Gaelic, and, let me say, of 
German or Italian, is as wide as the differ. 
ence between what is essential and what 
is non-essential. Let me explain: The great 
bulkof theinhabitants of Canada are direct- 
ly, or by descent, Scotch, Irish, French and 
English. The foreign element of our popu- 
lation is very small, consisting principally 
of German, Italians and Swedes. These 
people, though foreign, are not under dis- 
advantage on that account; for Canada 
stands with open armed welcome for all 
who come with honest purpose to- her 


will be emulated by future generations. 
Highlanders are an essential element, and 
have and will continue to exert a powerful 
influence for good, no matter what restric- 
tions or disabilities they may labor under. 
They will surmount them all. Go over the 
long list of our brightest names, and see 
how many belong to the clans, On the 
Atlantic side, the name Nova Scotia speaks 
for itself, and on the Pacific slope the ori- 
ginal name of the Province that I have the 
honor to represent was New Caledonia. 
The name suggests whose footsteps first 
passed over the rugged heights, through 
the torrent-washed cafions and into the 
dark and shaggy forests of that new 


land, to open a way for the world | 


to the wealth of its rich mines, its vast 
forests and its exhaustless fisheries. I will 
not speak of the past history of those whose 
native tongue was Gaelic. I will not speak 
of the bards who have made it glorious, or 
the heroes whose dying words have made 
it sacred. You who have not lisped it first 
at a mother’s knee—you who have not 
felt it lend itself to the whisperings of love 
and to the moanings of sorruw, to the 
curses of anger and the beseechings of 
prayer—you cannot understand the feel- 
ing with which every Highlander regards 
his native tongue, You are not Celts. On 
Britain’s bloodiest’ battlefields, wherever 
her valor has been put to the severest test, 
above the clashing of arms and the roaring 
of guns, have been heard the wild chanting 


shores, but they must come subject to her , of the Pibroch and the Gaelic cheers of the 
institutions, laws and languages. But who, charging Highlanders—“ Gula ri Guala.” 
dare say thut the Highlanders of Canada| Notwithstanding that that language was 
are a foreign element? Are they not an taught in the royal household to the royal 
essential— I might almost say the essential | familv—that Gaelic chairs are endowed in 
element of our people? Hon. gentlemen|the universities of Edinburgh, Oxford 
may smile as much as they please. I say it; and Berlin (blessings brighten as they take 
is so, and the statement cannot be dis- their flight), I am fully conscious of the 
proved. From the day (orrather the night): fact that it is passing away. I regret 
when they clambered up the rocky heights exceedingly that the most forcible and 
of Quebec,tothis hour,when Clan Macdonald | expressive of all languages is falling into 
bas brought forth a chieftan to rule the ‘disuse, and being replaced by the great 

minion, a man whose matchless abilities’ commercial language of the world. You 
as leader can force admiration even from! need not fear that in recognizing Gaelic 
his bitterest opponents, the Highlanders! you are prolonging its life. You will not 
have been a feuding element in the popu-| do that, for the trend of events points inevi- 
lation of the country. Take again the ex-| tably to one language and one nation; but 
Premier, of the Clan Mackenzice—a man of| you will be showing what is deserved— 


marvellous ability, a man whose every act 


and what will be appreciated as much 


and word during a long, active and honor-|as it is deserved—gratitude to the 


able public career has been ineffaceably 
stamped with the purest patriotism, and 
whose many good and wise acts and sayings 


Highlanders for the great part they have 
taken in the upbuilding of our nation. 
Neither the French nor the Gaelic lan- 
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guage will ever gain ascendency in the 
ominion—of that we may be sure. They 
are passing away. They must eventually 
disappear: but till they do, let us 
recognize them. We owe it as a tribute 
of respect to those whose mother tongues 
they are. Let us not forget that it was 
the French that made Canada worth taking, 
and that it was the Highlanders who took 
it, and together they were the pioneers of 
the civilization that followed in their wake. 
Such toleration and friendliness, far from 
delaying the day when tne broils of party 
creed and races, that now unfortunately 
distract the nascent nation will be over— 
will rather hasten it, and when that 

lorious day comes, and we gaze upon 

anada, the youngest and fairest of nations, 
free, united and at peace, then shall High- 
land bonnets leap high in the air, and from 
the wild Atlantic coast to the far Pacific 
shores shall Highland voices hail her with 


stand true to ourselves I have not the 
slightest doubt in the world but that we 
will get it, if you lend your support to the 
Bill before the House. Now, to my fellow 
countrymen—and allow me to say that I 
have analyzed the representation in this 
House and: in the House of Commons, and 
find that there are ten Highland Scotch 
representatives in the Senate that can 
speak more or less Gaelic ; we have eight 
Irishmen that can speak more or less 
Gaclic, besides others that are of Celtic 
origin, making in all over twenty members 
of this House who are Scotch and Irish Celts, 
and thirty-two members in the Commons 
who speak Gaelic and Erse to some extent. 
in appealing to my own countrymen let me 
remind you that this is the only opportunity 
that has been offered us to show our love 
for our mother tongue in this connection, 
and I believe that Highland Scotchmen, 
and people of other nationalities who 


the glad refrain—“Cead Mille Failthe.”|have been improved by Highland Scotch 


Now, in view of all that I have stated—in 
view of those undeniable facts that I have 
submitted to the House—lI appeal to every 
English member of this Senate who has 
any gratitude, and I know that you are 
all possessed of more or less gratitude, to 
do this simple act of justice to the High- 
land Scotch that have made Great Brituin 
a great empire, and have added 80 much 
to her prestige during the past centuries! 
I appeal to you to support this Bill, and 
not to relax your efforts in supporting it 
until it becomes the law of the land. I 


blood in their veins, will stand up 
truly and manfully in upholding their 
rights in connection with their language. 
I believe that those who do not will bring 
the blush of shame to the cheek of every 
Scotchman from Cape Breton to Van- 
couver, and will be branded as unworthy 
descendants of a noble, a generous and an 
honorable race. I therefore expect that 
there will not be a dissentient voice 
amongst the Highland Scotch representa- 
tivesin this House. Now one word to the 
hon. gentleman that leads the Senate. The 


appeal to every French gentleman in this| policy of the right hon. gentleman that 


ouse, in view of the generous treatment, 


that has been accorded to them since they 


leads the other House (Sir John A. Mac- 
donald) was laid down in # most unmis- 





have transferred their allegiance from |takable manner in pleading for the defeat 
France to Great Britain; I appeal to them | of the McCarthy Bill and the continuation 
to extend the same courtesy, the same | of the French language in the North-West. 
rights and the same privileges that they | He lays itdown plainly that weare to have 
hold so dear to dhamueleee. to the Highland ; more than two languages under certain 
Scotch of Canada! It would only be in | circumstances, and if the hon. leader of 
keeping with their frank, generous and |this House is in accord with his chieftain 
kind-hearted nature in other things, and I | he cannot do less than carry out the policy 


appeal to my French friends confidently to 
supportthe measure thatis beforethe House! 
To my Irish colleagues, I need scarcely say 





there defined by the Premier, and not only 
vote for this Bill, but use all his influence 
and not relax his efforts until it becomes 


that I expect there will not be a dissen-| law. Perhaps it would not be out of place 
tient voice amongst you—that you will|now to address the House in the language 
support to a man a language that is as|of Divine origin : 


dear to you as it is to the Scotch. Itcan-| ,, 
not be denied us on the score of economy; A’CEAN-ARD NA SENAIRIN, AGUS 


it can be denied to us merely because it A DAOIN-UASAIL NA SENAGH. 
will cost an extra few hundred dollars; D’tha mi toilendhagus d’taingeal gu 
each year. It is our right, and if we/|bheil anns an tigh uramach, uasal s’ho, 
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moran do dhaoine caoineil, coir a d’thui- 
a lnibhras a’ canan erachdail a 

‘tha mi iriotbean. 

"A’nns an ’d’thuaich ur-fharsinn d’thor- 
ach u, s’ na chuir Freasdail casbh a coin- 
neabh sin—d’thuaich sa bheil sluagh as 
gach earrain ’s Riodhach d’on t’suoghail a 
cruinneachadh, ’s coir d’on luchd riadh- 
lidgh gum di iad gliccuramach ceart agus 
onorach. 

Feumaidh na Gaidheal a’ n narraidh 
mhath a d’thoin doibh fein, agus do 
riadhladh na d’thucha; d’tha mi’nebarail 
g’ur h’an orro sa d'thig an d’thualach 
mor ri giulan gu brach. 

l'se na h’ Aulabantehs agus na h’Eeirenich 
chraidh-dhromo na d’thucha, ’s’iad a néarst 
bho cuan gu cuan. Ceason mata nach 
aoid sin an canan a d’hiomsich a’r Mathair 
dhuinn a cleachdadh co math ri cach cia 
arson nach bis in co damhail ris na Fran- 
gich a’d ta coinneadh an sa’n d’thuaich ? 
C’arson nach ei le co cearst gum biodh 
Gaelic ara brioghain agus air a gr iob- 
badb a’nns an tigh agus a’nns an t’seoman 
seo ri Frangish. 

Cha b’bon a n d’thuaich d on d’Fhraing 
t’she d’tha t’seo tir Bhreatanach, d’tha 
coir aig Gaidheal agus aig Gaelic a’ s’n 
d’thuaich nach e il aig Frangich no aig 
at ee 8 daor a cennaich i ad a coir le 

dearg a’n chridhe, ’s’ann leis a Jam- 
haich-l’eis a claidheamh a d’thuir iad ceat 
saoïidh a n a’m Parlamaid t’saor an 8 a 
bhaile mor a d’thog iad a n a ’sheu, a n’a 
caoile. ‘S’iomadh gaiageach calamac aidh | © 
asa’n drasa cath a'r sliabb Abraham. 

C’arson nach biodh sinne co dabhail don 
d'uthaich as a d’thamg sinn d’fhein agus 
bhur sinsirein agus dha’n Canan ris na 
Fbraingich? Ci-arson nach d’thoir sin 
dbuin fein aoidhean a cheartas agus dhi- 
abhsan? Ma ’d’ tha e cearst, cor agus don 
chanan a labhair a’nns a t’shemar se’o cha 
b e gaelic bu cor a bi a r dhearadh. l'she 
chanan n a Gaidheal bu cor a bith a’r 
toisich ann's an d’thuhich’ t’seo, t’se t’s’heo 
an tam seasibh dileas—“ guileabh ri guile- 
abh.” Biodh Chanain Alabin ’s Eirin a ir 
a meas an sa d’ thuathich Bhreatanach 
t seo, cho math ri’ teangà n’am F’hraing, 
nach Chanan ann, ach brochan deth gach 
seorsa chaint. 

Faicibh a dinoh a’m bheit na Fhraingich 
toilich a dheanabh ribh sa M’bar a sibhsa 
dheanabh re hiu «a. 

Biobh dunail agus diolais mas biodh e ro 
aonamach—d’thaneil suil na cluas, Machd 
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oran do: diastne-caolneil dir a dit | Gaidheal eadar Càp Breatain agus Bhawod 
vernach eil a coimhead agus a g’esdeneachd 
riobh, d’tha na Gaidheil agus na h’Feninich 
pailt, ‘dhiomhibh ceartais dhiobh. 

Mair a bheil rum aig Gaelic an à Can- 
ada cia-arson a bhios sin ri coisgeiech a 
chamail suas Franguish nach d’thuig sin— 
air nach eil eolas agin ’s air nach e il sinn 
a iarnaidh eolas. Ma bhios sin dileas dhuin 
bheinfhein bheir ur sliochd d’thaing dhuin 
bheir a d’thuathich h’onair agus urvaim 
d’huin bith Mis aig a n t’sluagh oirn, 
feumadh sin earlois fhoidhin agus a tab- 
hairsh. Cha d’thug namhaid riobh buidh 

air na gaidheal cha robh alabhin riobh fo 
cis ced arson a biodh a Chanan a’n a eis 
urram as a Par- lamaid t'sheo ? 


Hon, Me. KAULBACH—I have always 
contended that Gaelic was the language 
of poetry, but after the poetry the hon. 
gentleman has given us to-day E am sure 
we had better be preserved from anything 
of the kind in this House. I am sure we 
would not like to indulge in Gaelic as an 
official language. I do not know how to 
treat this matter—as a joke, or how. I can- 
not say anything seriously about it, for it is 
evidently a joke. On my hon. friend’s own 
admission it would be a piece of cruelty to 
a language that is struggling for exist- 
ence in a hopeless way to assist it to con- 
tinue its struggles, when the hon. gentle- 
man admits t at it is going out. We know 
that English is to be the dominant lan- 
guage on this continent. The hon. gentle- 
man grew pathetic when he spoke about 
listening to the Gaelic language at his 
mother’s knee. I believe that I listened 
to the German language on my mother’s 
knee, but the Germans in our county 
found that we were behind the age as long 
as we continued to adhere to our mother 
tongue. It is only about twenty years ago 
since German was excluded from our pu 
lic schools, and it is from that date the 
county of Lunenburg has taken the 
strides forward that it has, The Ger- 
mans found that so long as they retained 
their native language, when they went 
out of the county they could not transact 
business, because they could not be under- 
stood, and were laughed at, 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Why are 
the French who cannot speak English not 
laughed at ? 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon. 
gentleman’s speech was very fine, and it has 
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pleased us all, but I don’t suppose any of us 
want Gaelic as an official language. He 
speaks of some thirty-two members of the 

egislature as representing Scotch High- 
landers, but [ask him how many of those 
members are there who cannot speak the 


English language? They all speak Eng- 
lish, and they speak the English language 
better than they do Gaelic. Iask my hon. 


friend if he were entering into a debate in 
pep ae science or art, where would 

e be with his Gaelic? I don’t think the 
hon. gentleman himself, if he undertook to 
discuss a problem in Euclid or mathematics, 
would find the Gaelic language of any ser- 
vice to him. I am afraid that in almost 
any department of business in this country 
his language would be entirely useless— 
even in the part of the country from where 
these pepe come Gaelic is not used as an 
official language, and is it reasonable that 

rivileges should be asked for Highland 

cotchmen in this House that are not asked 
for in their own country? No doubt, 
Scotchmen try to make themselves at 
home, and add to the wealth and prosperity 
of any country in which they settle; but J 
defy the hon. gentleman to show that in 
any part of the world Scotchmen have 
demanded that Gaelic shall be made an 
official language. Ido not know of more 
than one or two members of this House 
who would undertake to read Gaelic, and if 
it were made an Official language, and made 
compulsory in the records and journals of 
this House 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Does the 
hon. gentleman say that | wish to make it 
tompulsory in this House? 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I so under- 
stuod the hon. gentleman. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—I beg the 
hon. gentleman’s pardon. If his law is not 
better than his understanding, it is not 
worth much. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon. gen- 
tleman’s own Bill provides that Gaelic 
“shall be used in the respective records 
and journals of those Houses.” 


Ion. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Yes; in the 
records of the House. 





Hon, Me. KAULBACH—Even then it were very fine, 
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It would be absurd to require that the 
judges of this country should learn Gaelic 
to be able to understand the official docu- 
ments. My hon. friend has spoken in 
Guelic, and no doubt it was very fine. I 
tried at one time to learn Gaelic myself, 
and undertook to speak it in my own 
county, but nobody could understand me, 
and they opened their eyes in astonish- 
ment when [ undertook to speak it. ~ 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—You could 
not get Gaelic into a Dutchman’s head. 
The want was in the pupil, and not in the 
teacher or the language. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—In the north 
of Scotland, where Gaelic is used, I found 
the Scotch indulging very much in legends 
and fabies and fairy tales and witch stories. 
They were great believers in all those 
things, and that is what the language 
seems specially adapted for. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)—Doesthehon. 
entleman mean to say that the Highland 
Scotch believe more in legends and fairy 
tales that the Greeks and Romans? Yet I 
have no doubt he has spent many a long 
year trying to learn the languages of these 
people. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TI dare say; 
but in the northern part of Scotland I find 
these people were great believers in witches 
and fairies, and legends of all kinds, and 
their language seemed more adapted to 
expressing the ideas of the people in 
these matters than anything else. As I 
said before, it would be a cruelty to the 
Scotchmen themselves to attempt to per- 
petuate a language which my hon. friend 
admits is in its death struggle. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—I did not 
say anything of the sort. I never used 
such language. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I took it 
down myself. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I beg my 
hon. friend’s pardon. I never made use of 
such an expression. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I will say 
nothing more about it. The flights of 
oratory that By hon, friend indulged in 

ut I am sure he did not 


would be a dead language, as our judges: convince the House. But he trenched upon 
‘could not be expected to have to learn it. | the time of the House, that should have 
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been occupied by the practical business 
before us, Weare not here to perpetrate 
DER jokes. We are here to do the 

usiness of the country, and we should do 
it as it is sent down to us. If my hon. 
friend were to secure the passage of his 
Bill it would be followed by others of a 
similar character, and we would soon have 
confusion of tongues. According to my 
hon.’ friend’s theory, every person who 
came here, no matter where he camefrom, 
would be entitled to the same rights as 
Scotchmen. I am sure the Germans do not 
want any such privilege. Even the Scotch- 
men themselves do not want it. My hon. 
friend does not produce a single petition 
from any part of the country asking for 
such a Bill. In Nova Scotia, which is 
largely settled by Scotchmen, and in Cape 
Breton,the language was never made official, 
and even in England and Scotland they do 
not want it. t certainly deprecate any- 
thing that would have a tendency to ex- 
tend plurality of languages. I believe 
even the French in Parliament speak more 
in English than they do in their own lan- 
guage. They can speak fluently and well, 
and with force, and I hope the day is not 
far distant when the English language will 
be the language of the continent. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
gave some figures to the House which I 
fear may be subject to misinterpretation. 
I understood him to quote them us show- 
ing that the population of the North-West 
Territories from 1881 to 1885 had dimin- 
ished—that is to say, the civilized popula- 
tion—while in reality the two censuses 
which he quoted show that the civilized 
population of the Territories in 1881 was 
6976, and the civilized population of the 
Territories in 1885—which was one year 
before the opening through of the Canadian 
Pacitic Railway, which gave facilities for 
reaching that country, was28,192, or more 
than four times the number of the civilized 
population in 1881. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I did not 
make use of the word civilized or uncivi- 
lized. I gave the total population. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I am quite aware 
of that, but the figures were so quoted as 
to show, to my mind, and possibly to the 
minds of other people, that the population 
we would recognize as a usefal population 
ofthe North-West Territories had decreased 





in the last four years, while the figures 
show it had actually quadrupled. Now, 
with reference to this measure which my 
hon. friend has introduced, [ must, out of 
courtesy to him, assume that he is advo- 
cating this proceeding seriously—that he 
seriously intends or desires that we should 
publish our proceedings in threo languages 
instead of two—that we should triplicate 
our officials in the way which would be 
required for that purpose, and that he 
contemplates an innumerable number of 
inconveniences, which would necessarily 
follow the adoption of any such measure as 
he proposes to the House. [say [am bound 
to assume that the hon. gentleman serious! 
desires that his proposition shall be carried. 
I, of course, may be permitted to form my 
own opinion as to the soundness of his 
judgment in that respect, and I shall say 
more about that: but without imputing to 
my hon. friend any such intention, this 
Bill appears to me like a sort of far-fetched 
joke, framed for the purpose of casting 
ridicule on—— | 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I rise to a 
question of order. The hon. gentleman is 
assuming things that he or no other person 
in this House, or outside of this House, has 
any right to assume. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Iam sorry for that. 


hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—It does not 
matter whether the hon. gentleman is sorry 
or not; all he has to do is to deal with the 
Bill, and with the Bill alone, and with the 
principle of the Bill. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—What is the point 
of order ? 


Hon.Mr.MoINNES(B.C.)—The hon.gen- 
tleman is out of order in imputing motives 
that I am insincere, and I ask for the rul- 
ing of the Speaker, because it has been sug- 
gested once before by the gentleman from 

rince Edward Island, and I think that 
ought to be quite enough. If there is noth- 
ing in the principle of the Bill for the hon, 
gentleman to oppose, it is not fair to im- 
pute motives, ° 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am afraid that 
my hon. friend is not as familiar with the 
English language as he is with the Gaelic, 
otherwise he would not accuse me of im- 
panne any motive tohimatall. [assume 

im to be sincere in his desire to have this 


ed that. ThenI 
stated what the Bill does appear to me to 
be. I did not say that my hon. friend in- 
tended it to be so. It appeared to me, from 
his language, or purported to be, a far- 
fetched practical joke, intended to cast 
ridicule—— 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—It is the 
language of section 133 of the British North 
America Act. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT — Calculated to 
throw ridicule upon the just pretensions 
of our fellow citizens of French origin to 
have their language recognized in our 
courts and in our Parliaments, as we do 
recognize it, and as I hope we shall con- 
tinue to reccgnize it. That is the aspect 
which the Bill presents to my mind, and 
I do not propose to discuss it. I do not 
think there is any other man in the House 
who will imperil his reputation and 

osition as a statesman and a public man 
y voting for it, and I hope that we may 
be allowed to proceed with the serious 
business of the House, and that the House 
ir vote down the second reading of this 
ill. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—I do not intend to 
discuss the Bill, but I wish to call the at- 
tention of the House to the position we are 
in if we vote for this measure. In the 
British North America Act there is a sec- 
tion which provides for a dual language, 
and I contend that wo have no power to 
legislate on this subject, as to the public 
records, until we get an alteration of the 
British North America Act. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Will the hon, gen- 
tleman read the section ? 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—Section 133 of that 
Act, which my hon. friend says is almost 
in identically the same words as his Bill, 
provides: 


‘* Either the English or the French language may 
be used by an person in the debates in the Houses of 
‘the Parliament of Canada and of the House of the 
Legislature of Quebec ; and both those languages shail 
be used in the respective records and journals of 
those Houses ; and either of those languages may be 
used by any person or in any pleading or process, in or 
issuing from any court in Canada established under 
this Act, and in or from all or any of the courts of 


Now, here is a distinct provision as to the 
languages which shall be used in our 
official proceedings; yet my hon. friend 
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proposes that another language shall be 
added. How can he do that, unless he 
has power from the source which gave us 
this Act? How can he alter any section 
of this Act to add another language? He 
says he proposes to add two, and he hopes 
eventually four. Why not halfa dozen? 
Why not have Spanish, German and Irish, 
which, although a cognate language, is not 
the identical] language spoken of here; but 
it has this recommendation, at all events— 
for my hon. friend rests his argument on 
figures—it is the language of 300,000 more 
of Irish than of Scotch. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—It is the 
same thing. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY (B.C.)—We are asked 
to alter that section, and to say that three or 
four more languages shall be used in addi- 
tion to those which the Act provides shall 
be used. It is unconstitutional, and I there- 
fore say that this is a Bill which we have 
no power to pass in this Parliament. 


Hon. MR. POWER — Whatever objec- 
tion there may be to the Bill of the hon. 
gentleman from British Columbia, I do 
not think it is open to the one which is 
raised by the hon. gentleman from Am- 
herst. The British North America Act 
says that the French and English lan- 
guages may be used by any person 
in the debates in the Federal Parlia- 
ment and in the Legislature of the Prov- 
ince of Quebec, but that Act does not limit 
the power of the Canadian Parliament to 
making official as many languages as it 

leases. It does not control our powers 
in that way at all, so that the Bill of the 
hon. gentleman cannot be disposed of on 
thatground. Iam not familiar either with 
Gaelic or Erse, but as I heard the hon. 

entleman’s closing remarks in, I believe, 

is native tongue, I feel that there 
was a good deal to be said in favor of 
having that musical language used in 
Parliament. I do not propose to discuss 
the Bill at all, but I rise largely for the 
purpose of paras, ee suggestion to the 

on. leader of the House. I have noticed 
that the right hon. gentleman who leads 
the Government in another place does not, 
as a rule, when a supporter of his intro- 
duces a Bill which should not pass, and 
which has really almost nothing to be said 
in favor of it, call upon his friends to vote 
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itdown. The policy which he adopts is, 
as a matter of courtesy to the hon. mem- 
ber who introduces the Bill, to give it a 
second reading, and then put it to sleep. 
Looking at the fact that the hon. gentle- 
man who has introduced this measure has 
been able to show that the language to 
which his Bill refers is spoken by a very 
large portion of our population, perhaps 
the most courteous way to deal with his 
measure would be to give it @ second read- 
ing, and afterwards, in Committee of the 
Whole, the objection might possibly be 
raised that it was a measure involving a 
tax upon the subject, and therefore one 
which did not come within the jurisdiction 
of the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I regret very 
much that whatever my hon. friend may 
think is the practice of the right hon. 
gentleman who leads the House of Com- 
mons, I am unable to adopt that practice 
in the present instance, even though it 
were applicable to the present case, which 
I do not think it is. I understand the 
parliamentary principle to be that the 
reading of a Bill the second time affirms 
its principle. I would be sorry to see this 
Bill go off on & point of order, or in any 
other way than by a direct vote against it, 
showing that this House has not hesitated 
for a single moment in expressing its 
disapprobation of the principle of the 
measure, 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—TI do not rise 
to discuss the Bill that is now before the 
Senate; neither do I say that [am greatly 
opposed to the measure itself. I believe 
it is a question which the Government has 
to deal with, and until the Government 
are ready tosuggest that this favor should 
be accorded to any of our fellow men in 
Canada of other origin than English or 
French, I shall always be ready to nega- 
tive such a proposition. But when the 
Government believe that the finances of 
the country will bear such an expense I 
will be ready to approve of the granting 
of such favors. My object in rising is to 
answer a comparison made by the hon. 
mover of the Bill, when he stated that 
while the French population had a right 
to the continuance of their language, 
Scotchmen or Irishmen had an equal right 
to have their languages officially recog- 
nized. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I had refer- 
rence to the North-West. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—From all I 
have learned, a comparison, to be a good 
one, must be between two objects under 
similar conditions, In this instance the 
positions of the two languages compared 
are not equal. I find that the Gaelic lan- 
guage is confined to the British Islands, 
and is spoken by very few outside of the 
United Kingdom. French, on the other 
hand, is known everywhere; it is spoken 
in every part of the world. So universal 
is the use of the French language that 
when delegates from every civilized nation 
met at Washington some six years ago to 
discuss matters relating to the public 
health it was the only language which 
was understood by all, and they had to 
come to Ottawa to procure the services of 
two of our French reporters to report the 
debates of the conference. Only a few 
days ago a labor conference was assembled 
at Berlin, and there, again, French was 
used, because it was the only language 
understood by all. The comparison of the 
hon. gentleman is, therefore, not a sound 
one. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—The com- . 
parison is good, as far as our own country 
is concerned. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—No ; because 
even In this country of ours, since French 
is known everywhere, if you maintain that 
language you will be sure, when you go 
abroad, that you will always have a lan- 
guagewhich will enableyou to communicate 
your views in any part of the world. If 
you use Gaelic, I do not know where it 
would be understood outside of the British 
Islands. I will not discuss the question 
itself. Itis well known that the French 
language was guaranteed to us when 
Canada was transferred to England, and I 
feel sure that the great majority of the 
people of this country are ready to sup- 

ort us in our claim. For that reason I 

o not propose to discuss this Bill at all, 
and [ have only risen to show that the 
comparison which the hon. gentleman 
instituted was not sound. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—As there is likely 
to be a division on this Bill, I should like 
to say a few words in explanation of the 
vote I propose to give. To a certain 


extent, I am favorably impressed with the 
idea, and I am sorry that I cannot vote 
for the Bill, not for the reasons assigned 
by our hon. leader, althongh I regret, in 
this case, that I am not in harmony with 
him, but because, first, of the fact that the 
Bill is, in my estimation, uncalled for. 
There have been no petitions to either 
House, or not a sufficient number to 
justify us in passing such a Bill. | 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN--Has there been 
any petition ? 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—There have 
been no petitions. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—The hon. gentle- 
man from British Columbia read some- 
thing in Gaelic—I do not know what it 
was. In the second place, I believe that 
if such a measure is to be passed it must 
be introduced by the Government, and not 
by any individuai member, however 


prominent he may be. As to the 
rinciple of the Bill, a great deal 
as been said in favor of it, and 


a great deal could still be said. I 
am myself greatly in sympathy with the 
idea of doing anything to extend the 
use of the Gaelic language. I was sur- 
prised at the conclusion of the hon. gen- 
tleman’s remarks when he told us that the 
object of this Bill was not to extend the 
knowledge of Gaelic, because it was dis- 
appearing anyway. Ifit is disappearin 
it is a matter of sentiment, and as such 
do not believe it is worth while for us to 
inaugurate this legislation. If it were a 
matter of practice, I would be in harmony 
with it and would favor the Bill. With 
respect to the proceedings of this House, 
I think it would be perfectly useless to 
print them in Gaelic; and as it is already 
the right of any member to use that lan- 
guage in debate, and the hon. gentleman 
has himself used it in his speech to-day, 
there is no necessity to legislate for its use 
in Parliament, But, as a matter of fact, it 
is not used. We all acknowledge that 
the printing of our reports here in 
Gaelic will not be of any service to the 
poe If there is any considerable num- 
er of people in the country who use the 
Gaelic language I think it would be only 
right to have the laws printed in that lan- 
guage. But I cannot support the Bill as 
it stands. There are some sentiments 
expressed by my hon. friend to which I 
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must take exception. He said, in making 
his comparison, that the same courtesy 
should be extended to the Gaelic that is 
shown to the French. The comparison in 
this case is not, in my estimation, a good 
one. French is used here, not by cour- 
tesy, but because the right exists under 
the constitution. It is a matter of privi- 
lege granted by the treaties with France 
and incorporated in our constitution. It 
would be a matter of courtesy to permit 
the use of Gaelic or any other language 
that is not now official. Further, I cannot 
agree with the hon. gentleman when he 
says that Gaelic, though taught in univer- 
sities, is fading away in the same way 
that French is. I should be sorry if it 
were the case with Gaelic; I hope it is 
not, but I can assure my hon. friend that 
it is not the case with French. The 
use of the French language continues, not 
through any aggressiveness on the part of 
our people, but through a patriotic and 
conservative spirit. There is a difference, 
as my hon. friend from Delanaudière has 
pointed out, between a language that is 
not spoken officially anywhere in the world 
and a language that is spoken officially in 
one of the most glorious and powerful 
among the nations of Europe, and whose 
extension is world wide. e French in 
Canada feel that we are English by our 
laws and constitution; and that, being 
backed by France, and having discovered, 
settled and evangelized this land, we have as 
better cause to be attached to our language 
than another nationality would have; and 
that we are justified in our attachment, 
inasmuch as it is based upon history and 
bucked by our motherland, whero that 
language is still officially used. Therefore, 
the comparisons made by my hon. friend 
are not applicable to this case, in my esti- 
mation. ithout making any further 
remarks, I may say that I cannot vote 
for this Bill as it stands, because I see no 
necessity for the printing of our delibers- 
tions in the Gaelic language. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—My excuse 
for rising to address the House upon this 
occasion is that I have lived for some forty- 
four years in a settlement largely com- 
posed of families whose original tongue 
was Gaelic, At an early period the heads 
of the houses, for the most part, were 
Scotchmen born in the old country, some 
of them, perhaps, in the islands of Scot- 
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land ; yet, notwithstanding that, outof quite | fer on the Gaelic-speaking races, I would 


a nomerous circle of families living in the 
immediate neighborhood I scarcely recol- 
lect one of the male heads of the family 
who did not speak English, and generally 
they spoke it with remarkable purity. I 
recollect one elderly woman, my very next 
door neighbor, who did not speak English, 
and with‘her I could not converse ; never- 
theless, we were the best of friends, 
her family and ours. I look back upon 
those associations with the greatest satis- 
faction, because I say from the bot- 
tom of my heart that no man could live 
amongst more friendly and intelligent 
neighbors than I did myself; but I cannot 
say that I believe the Gaelic language was 
of service to them. It may have been a 
thing to be remembered. I have heard 
many of my old neighbors say that they 
referred to read Holy Writ in Gaelic, 
cause they had been aceustomed to 
reading it in that language. The next 
poneretion, to a great extent, spoke Gaelic, 
ut it was not the familiar tongue to them 
that it had been to their parents. I doubt 
very much if the third generation now 
wing up in that settlement speak 
lic at all, but they speak excellent 
English, which they have learned in the 
settlement school. IfI could see that the 
claim put forward by the hon. gentleman 
from British Columbia was likely to be a 
valuable privilege to anyone of Celtic 
origin, I should certainly support his mea- 
sure, but I cannot help coming to this hard 
conclusion, that the best thing for the Gaelic- 
speaking races now is to learn English as 
quickly as they can. To speak only Gaelic 
will, in my opinion, stand in their way, 
preventing them from obtaining employ- 
ment and making money in situations in 
which, if they spoke English and French, 
they would certainly become more useful 
and more wealthy. That is my opinion with 
regard to this language. I am not aware that 
any of my neighbors, or any people of Celtic 
origin in Prince Edward Island have ex- 
rienced difficulty or loss because of 
ignorance of the English language, and 
for this reason a very great majority of all 
the males speak English as well as most 
Englishmen do, and a great deal better 
than some Englishmen. This being so, I 
do not think there is any solid ground to 
be advanced in support of the measure 
before us. If I could see, as he appears to 
see, any solid advantage that it would con- 
20 


support the measure, but as I cannot see 
anything of the kind, I must vote against 
the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—As a 
Highlander, I wish to make a few remarks. 
The hon. gentleman who brought this Bill 
forward has no reason to be ashamed of 
what he has done. He has furnished a 
great deal of information on the subject, 
and spoken well of a race that has produced 
the best soldiers in the world. But we 
cannot close our eyes to the fact that Gaelic 
is not a commercial language, and, as he 
has told us, it is dying out of the land. In 
the very heart of the tlighlands the English 
language is taught in the schools. No other 
language is taught. Gaelic is very expres- 
Sive; it is the language of poetry, but it is 
not the language of science or of commerce, 
and all transactions carried on in the 
Celtic parts of Scotland are conducted in 
English. The hon. gentleman having 
brought forward his Bill, and spoken as he 
should have done of a race who deserve all 
the compliments he has paid them, I think 
the best course would be to withdraw the 
Bill for the present time. It is now before 
the people, and perhaps between now and 
another Session will gather more force and 
receive a better support. 


Hon. Mu. McINNES (B.C.)—Before any 
disposition is made of the Bill I wish to 
express my surprise at some of the re- 
marks to which we have listened, especially 
those of my hon. friend from Acadia, 
Really the strictures and insinuations that 
he made against the Gaelic language, and 
those which wo heard from the bon. mem- 
ber from Lunenberg, do not display that 
generosity and liberality that are supposed 
to be peculiar to the two races to which 
those gentlemen belong. As far as the 
leader of the House is concerned, he has 
given absolutely no reason why this Bill 
should be rejected, except that it would 
add to the public expenditure a few hun- 
dred dollars annually. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Thousands of 
dollars. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Well, even 
if it were thousands of dollars, I think the 
money would be well spent. The hon. 
gentleman from Amherst raised a consti- 
tutional question, on which he is generally 


rd 
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a good authority. But to be forewarved 
is to be forearmed. I had a hint some 
days ago that that question would be rais- 
ed, and I took the trouble to be prepared. 
I examined the question pretty closely, 
and not only did I satisfy myself that 
this Parliament could make any language 
it chose official, but I have the opi- 
nion of Dr. Bourinot, who ïis reco- 
gnized as the highest authority in the 
country on constitutional, questions, to 
confirm my own view. When I told him 
that some of our leading parliamentarians 
in the Senate thought that this Bill was 
unconstitutional, he ridiculed the idea. 
The hon. gentleman from Amherst has 
referred to the 133rd section of the British 
North America Act, which is as follows :— 


‘*Either the English or the French language may 
be used by any person in the debates of the Houses of 
the Parliament of Canada and of the House of the 
ks rea of Quebec ; and both those languages 
shall be used in the respective records and journals of 
those Houses; and either of those languages may be 
used by any person or in any pleading or process in or 
issuing from any court of Canada established under 
On A and in or from all or any of the courts of 

Juebec. 

‘The Acts of the Parliament of Canada and of the 
rere of Quebec shall be printed and published 
in both those languages.” 


Now hon. gentlemen will see in that 
section the distinction. The reason that 
English and French are mentioned there 
is expressly so that they could not be 
legislated out of the Parliament of Canada. 
It was in order to guard and protect the 
French language that that clause was con- 
structed as it is. But does it say that you 


shall not legislate for the use of German, 


Italian or Gaelic? No. It is as plain as 
possible that Dr. Bourinot puts the proper 
construction on it, and I may add that the 
hon. ex-Speakor, who I am sorry to say is 
not in his place, concurs in his opinion. I 
submitted the question to him, and he 
agreed with Dr. Bourinot in the matter; 
so that it is within the purview of Parlia- 
ment to legislate to add another or other 
ones to the two official languages that 
we have now. We have just as much power 
to legislate in that direction as we have 
to incorporate a railway company. I have 
only to add that on the leader of this 
House and on the Government of Canada 
I throw the sole responsibility of the defeat 
of this Bill. (Hear, hear). It is all ve 
well to say “hear, hear,” and to spea 
lightly of this Bill; but, as I said in my 


bear in mind that thirty-five members of 
the House of Commons hold their seats 
through the votes of the Highland Scotch 
in Canada. It would be very much better 
if the Government and their supporters 
did not sneer and speak lightly of the 
Highland language and the Highland 
Scotch people as they have done. In the 
near future they may hear of it in a way 
that may not be satisfactory to themselves, 
though beneficial to the country. 


Hon. Me. DEVER—TI rise to say that 
I am somewhat grieved at the manner in 
which this grand subject has been brought 
before the House. The hon. gentleman 
who introduced this Bill commenced by 
telling us that the Highland Scotch were 
Celts. I feel he was right in that, but he 
forgot to state that it was a tribe of the 
Celts who had a peculiar language, a lan- 
guage the genius and origin of which are 
only known to philologists. I do not pre- 
tend myself to be a Dose and on 
that point I speak with timidity, and am 
willing to admit that I have availed my- 
self of the knowledge of others who have 
studied this language and the genius of it, 
and with the permission of the House I 
may be allowed to read a few quotations 
to show that the hon. gentleman should 
have one out the origin of his langu- 
age, the number of letters used in it and 
whence it came to Irelandand Scotland. I 
feel the more called upon to do so 
from the fact that hon. gentlemen in 
this House, Dre on the subject, seem 
to differ widley. One hon. gentleman, 
who is known as a man of great intelli- 
gence, seemed to think that the Welsh, 
ancient Britons, Irish and Highland Scotch 
were the same clan. That, I think, is at 
variance with the fact. The ancient Welsh 
and British were one tribe of people; but 
the Scotch, on the other hand, and the 
ancient Irish, I hold, and I think writers on 
the subject also hold, were of another tribe 
known to have come from Asia and settled 
in Spain, and some 484 years afterwards, 
owing to a disturbance in that country 
and interference with their peculiar 
religion, which was that of the worship of 
Baal, the sun, they emigrated to Eri, now 
Erin, and co-operated with the Scotch, 
according to history, borrowing kings from 
each other; for think it is to be 
found that a king from an Irish tribe was 


opening remarks, the hon. gentlemen must;a king of Scotland, and that as the 
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Romans had a shield, 
ancient Irish a peculiar stone, known, in 
their language as “ Leafail,” the stone of 
destiny, on which their rune were crown- 
ed, and which was borrowed for that pur- 
pose by the Scotch, deposited at Scone, 
whence it was taken as a trophy by ouc 
English, and to-day may be found in our 
Queen’s coronation chair. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I rise to a question 
of order. This is all very interesting, but 
it has nothing to do with the question be- 
fore the House. The hon. gentleman should 
speak to the point before us. 


THe SPEAKER—-The House has been, 
I think, very indulgent in allowing the 
greatest license in the discussion of this 
measure, and I respectfully suggest that 
the hon. gentleman is giving us an aesthetic 
speech, which does not bear on the ques- 
tion. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I wish to put some 
remarks made to this House on a correct 
and historical basis. I think I have pro- 
per authority for doing so, and I claim the 
right to be heard. Another hon. gentle- 
man seemed to dispute the historical state- 
ment that the Scotch and Irish were not 
onetribe. I holdin my hand extracts from 
a work which, I think, if the hon. gentle- 
man had consulted, would have made him 
more familiar with the facts bearing on our 
forefathers, of whom we are all proud and 
whose memory we do not care to hear ridi- 
culed. The first extract which I will read 
is as follows :— 


‘The original language of Britain is that called by 
the ancients the Celtic; it was spoken by the original 
people of Britain, whose forefathers were as ancient 
as the globe itself. But the present English 

is the Grermanic, enriched by the ornaments 
of Greece and Rome, wherewith it is so bedecked as 
to hide its original cumbrous shape, and therefrom it 
hath been moulded into fine form and acquired much 
majesty and grace. This language is the language ie 
. he says again, “of the ancient Briton and We sh 
: and is a totally different origin from the Scytho, 
| Iberian, improved to the Rearla Feine, or Phoenician 
language, as written in Gaelag, 1365 years before 
Christianity, and is the language called Scottish 
Gaelag, Irish Erse, as in use at this hour, but 
languishing on a declining bed with the children of 
the land.” Again he says: ‘‘ The language is at this 
day called Bearla Feine, the signification of which is 
the Pheenician lan , com of sixteen letters, 
namely: ABCDEFGILMNORST U.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I rise to another 
question of order. The hon. gentleman 
is reading his speech. 
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‘“ The proofs here submitted to you are irrefragable 
of the identity of the Scotish language with that of 
the tribe that colonized Eri.” 

I have read this to show that the Scotch 
and Irish languages are the same, and that 
it was the language of the forefathers of 
many of us, and though rather obsolete at 
present, still I feel it is our duty, as defen- 
dants of that grand old people, to hold that 
respect and honor due them as the descen- 
dants of honored sires. 


The Senate divided on the motion, which 
was rejected by the following vote :— 
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Hon. Messrs. 


Lougheed, 
McDonald (C.B.), 


Bailangeo MeKind 

i n cKindsey, 
Bellerose, McMillan, 
Bolduc, Maclnnes (Burlington), 
Botsford, Montgomery, 
Boulton, Murphy, 
Casgrain, Ode 

Chaffers, Pelletier, 
Clemow, Perley, 
DeBlois, Poirier, 
Dever, Power, 
Dickey, Prowse, | 
Girard, Read (Quinté), 
Glasier, esor, . 
Guévreinont, Reid (Cariboo), 
Haythorne, Robitaille, 
Howlan, Scott, 
Kaulbach, Smith, 
Lewin, Vidal. —42. 


PATENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (17) “An Act 


,|to amend the Patent Act.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the Ist clause,— 


Hon. Mr. POW ER—I wish to call atten- 
tion again to what has always struck me 
as being the inconvenience of this way of 
amending an Act, The whole effect of 
this long clause is to insert two or three 
words in clause 34 of the existing Act. It 
would have taken only two or three lines 
to make the amendment, but under. this 
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inconvenient system the hon. gentleman 
himself finds i: difficult to know at first 
sight what the amendment is. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
knows he is raising a question which has 
been greatly discussed amongst draftsmen 
as to whether the amendment shall be 
printed by itself, or whether the clause as 
amended shall be re-printed as a whole. 
Iam rather inclined to think that the 
second way is the more convenient. 


Hon. MR. POWER—In England, where 
they have no consolidation, such as our 
Revised Statutes, the hon. gentleman’s 
views would becorrect, but herein Canada 
and in the various Provinces of Canada 
there is in each instance a consolidation of 
the statutes. We, in 1886, consolidated our 


, Statutes, and thestatutes that govern Can- 


ada are to be foundin two large volumes. 
Now that is a sort of Code, and I feel that 
the balance of convenience is very much 
in favor of making the amendments in 
the shortest possible form, so that every 
one who hasacopy of the Revised Statutes 
can note the changes in the law on the 
margin of his statutes. | 


Clause agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The 2nd clause is 
like the first, providing for two or three 
slight amendments, one of which is impor- 
tant. By the General Act itis provided that 
any dispute which arises shall be decided by 
the Minister or Deputy of the Minister of 
Agriculture, whose decision in the matter 
shall be final. This clause transfers the 
decision of the dispute to the Exchequer 
Court. 


The clause was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I rise to call atten- 
tion to the fact that they have adopted in 
clauses 34 and 47 two different principles. 
The hon. gentleman from Halifax con- 
siders that it would be infinitely simpler 
and better if the proposed amendment 


were introduced by itself, instead of a re-: 


print of the clause as amended, and we 
could then see what the changes were. No 
doubt, to those who arc passing upon the 
proposed legislation it would be the better 
way, but I think if the profession were 
consulted, who, with the assistance of the 
courts, have to interpret the law, it will be 
found that it is infinitely better to repeal 
the whole section and. re-print it as 
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amended. Otherwise, you have to refer to 
two different volumes to find out what the 
change is. I notice with regret that the 
principle which the leader of the House 
has laid down is not followed in this case, 
for I see that the ametdments in the 3rd 
and 4th clauses are made in the way re- 
ferred to by the hon. member for Halifax 
as being the proper method. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will see the reason is that the amendments 
in the 3rd and 4th clauses are very 
trifling. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It does not follow an 
invariable practice, that is all. Ihave been 
asked to propose an amendment, giving a 
degree of latitude that the law does not 
now permit to British subjects who have 
taken out patents in Great Britain, allow- 
ing them a longer period than one year 
within which to perfect their right in 
Canada, restricting that privilege to British 
subjects only, and to those who had taken 
out patents in Great Britain. I submitted 
the proposed amendment in the form it 
should come to my hon. friend, and I would 
like to know whether he has considered it, 
and whether the Government will accede 
to it or not? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have considered 
the suggestion made by my hon. friend, 
and have submitted it to my colleagues, 
and I must say that their unanimous 
opinion is against it. The law at present 
makes provision that any inventor shall 
be intitled to a patent for his invention if 
a patent has not been in existence in the 
country from which he comes for more 
than twelve months prior to the applica- 
tion for his patent in Canada. That is the 

eriod which has been selected in the 

nited States, I am told, and it is con- 
sidered to be sufficiently long to enable any 
person taking out a patent in any foreign 
country or in England to take it out here. 
Communication between foreign countries 
and Canada is very easy. Probably if this 
law were now made for the first time 
twelve months would not be allowed, but 
it was different when it took a month or 
more to cross from England to Canada. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington), from 
the committee, reported the Bill without 
amendment. 





The Orange [MARCH 19, 1890.] Association Bill. 


és, ——————— 





reading of the Bill. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


‘BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (79) “An Act respecting the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company of Canada.” 
(Mr. Vidal.) | 

Bill (86) “An Act respecting the Cen- 
tral Ontario Railway.” (Mr. Vidal.) 

Bill (74) “ An Act respecting the Feder- 
ation Life Association.” (Mr. Murphy.) 


The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 19th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


Bill (90) “An Act to amend the Act 
incorporating the Manitoba and South Eust- 
ern Railway Company.” (Mr. Girard.) 

Bill (60) “ An Act to incorporate the 
Rainy River BoomCompany.” (Mr. Mac- 
Innes, Burlington.) 

Bill (58) “An Act respecting the Brant- 
ford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Railway 
Company.” (Mr. McCallum.) 

Bill (99) “An Act to incorporate the 
Owen Sound and Lake Huron Railway 
Company.” (Mr. McKindsey.) 


Bill (84) “An Act to amend the Act to 


incorporate the Victoria and Sault Ste. 
Marie Junction Railway Company.” (Mr. 
McKindsey.) 

Bill (82) “An Act to confirm an Agree- 
ment between the Montreal and Western 
Railway Company and the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company.” (Mr. MacInnes, Bur- 
lington.) 

Bill (75) “An Act respecting the Cal- 
gary Water Power Company (Limited).” 
(Mr. Lougheed.) 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second 
reading of Bill (32) “An Act to incor- 
porate the Grand Orange Lodge of British 
America.” He said: This is a Bill that 
has been sought for by numerous members 
of the association, resident in various por- 
tions of this Duminion. Itis not my intention 
at the present time to discuss the merits of 
the Bill at any length, or state the objects 
to be attained by the passing of this mea- 
sure, because the clauses of the Bill are 
sufficiently expressive to convey its gen- 
eral intention. I have postponed the con- 
sideration of this matter from time to 
time for the convenience and in compli- 
ance with the expressed desire of several 
members of this House. I am not sorry 
for having done so, because I am aware 
that the more they consider the nature of 
the Bill, and what is desired to be attained 
by it, the less opposition there will be to 
its passing this House. Therefore, I am 
perfectly satisfied to leave the matter in 
the hands of hon. yentlemen, knowing 
that they are at all times disposed to mete 
out equal justice to all classes of the com- 
munity, and I have no doubt they will aid 
in rendering eubstantial justice to this 
class of the community, who consider they 
have had a grievance in the past. I do 
not know that there will be much discus- 
sion on this occasion; therefore, I reserve 
to myself the right to answer any discus- 
sion that may take place, and will content 
myself for the present by moving the 
second reading of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I feel that I cannot 
allow this Bill to go without explaining in 
as few words as I can my reasons for the 
objection which I have against this legis- 


| lation. The Parliament of Canada is asked 


to give its sanction to an institution that 
has been seeking incorporation at the 
| hands ot this Legislature for a consider- 
| able number of yeais, which sought it in 
| the old Parliament of Canada, and by the 
pone of Great Britain and Ireland, which 
sought recognition at the hands of the Gov- 
ernments of Great Britain and Ireland, and 
sought it in vain. There must be some 
grave State reagon that prompted a Parlia- 
ment in which the Catholic element was 
so little represented to refuse that institu- 
tion recognition by the State. The reasons 
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are, of course, inherent in the principles | been Governors of Canada were repre- 
on which the order is established. Ido not| sented in that Cabinet. The ancestor of the 
propose now to go into a history of the in-| present Governor General was then Secre- 
stitution, in order to illustrate, as I could do, | tary for Ireland, and there were included 
the many reasons and arguments thatcould|in the Cabinet the predecessors of Lord 
be adduced against any recognition of an | Lansdowne and Lord Durham. As I have 
institution of this kind. I will simply|said, there must have been very stro 
point out the objects of the society at its|and very grave reasons which prompt 
original inception, and the purposes that! those gentlemen to suppress the society. 
have marked its history since the time of | Mr. Stanley—who was then Secretary for 
its inauguration. Hon. gentlemen whoare | Ireland—in answer tu a statement that 
at all conversant with the history of the | other societies formed for political pur- 
last century must be aware that this s0-| poses were allowed to exist, gave as his 
ciety was instituted for the purpose of pre-| reasons for supressing the order in public 
venting the removal of the disabilities of| and not allowing them to walk : 
the Catholics of the Empire. I need not} «jf the Bill would, in practice specially, touch 
oint out what those disabilities were. | Orange processions, that could only be because the 


hey were of a very grave and serious Orangemen ee more than others in keeping 
character. The Oran et d up feelings of religious animosity. These processions 
: ge society Made NO} had a manifest tendency to provoke a breach of the 


secret whatever that that was its purpse. | peace and cherish party feelings. It was, therefore, 
They considered that the ascendancy of the duty of the Legislature to put them down. 

the Crown of Great Britain would be en-| That was the answer of the Government, 
dangered if Catholics were allowed the|and notwithstanding a pretty bitter fight 
ordinary privileges of freemen—if they | in the House, which, of course, was largely 
could be elected to the House of Commons, | Protestant, they carried the Bill, and did 
if they could be appointed as magistrates, | what they could to stop the processions. 
if they could serve on grand juries or had|Then the House of Commons took the 
any recognition under the laws of the question up as to whether it was really 
country. The origin of the society sae (proper that this society should continue 
in 1795. The first occasion when we find | to exist or not. A very voluminous report 
public attention drawn to it in a very| was made to the House, and the conclu- 
marked degree was about the time of! sions come to were that it was not proper 
Catholic emancipation, because it is well|that the society should continue to exist 
known at that time the order took very |in Great Britain and Ireland, or the col- 
high constitutional grounds—they have |onies, as far as they could control it. The 
always professed to be more loyal to the | reasons are given very fully in the report, 
State than the Crown itself—in opposition and the Orangemen, feeling that public 
to what is called Catholic emancipation.| opinion was strong against them, very 
Hon. gentlemen need not be told what that | properly determined to suppress them- 
was. Within the lifetime of a large num-| selves, and so they did. I wll read just a 
ber of gentlemen who now hear my voice few lines from that report, :_:d hon. gen- 
no Catholic could be elected to the House! tlemen will see for themselve:, the reasons 
of Commons of Great Britain and Ireland.| that prompted that action 01 the part of 
Though in Ireland seven-eighths of the! the House of Commons. I wul be.told, no 
population were Catholic, they had no | doubt, that the object of thi: society is a 
representation. The object of the society | benevolent one, for the purpogvof keeping 
was, of course, to prevent their being so|up fraternal feeling among its own mem- 
represented, and the society became so! bers, and for the purpose of instituting 
decided in its action that the British Gov-| funds for the relief of their own widows 
ernment was forced to intervene. The!and children. Now, at all times that has 
first action taken was to restrain the been a prominent claim put forward by 
society from exhibiting itself in public in| the society. While I think that those are 
the way of processions. It is a singular | objects that we should all desire to favor 
feature that that stand was taken by a/and sustain, they can be carried out by the 
Government that has contributed very! society without this formal recognition by 
largely to the governing element of the| the Parliament of Canada of its existence. 
Dominion of Canada. No less than three | When the question came up in the Legis- 
of the ancestors of gentlemen who have/lature of Ontario, a body of gentlemen, 
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almost entirely Protestant—there were 
only three Catholics in the House—even 
there the vote on the second reading of 
the Bill was only carried by a majority of 
eight, showing that they recognized there 
was a minority element in this country 
that had some right to be considered in 
granting official and parliamentary recog- 
nition to this body. The Government of 
Ontario declined to approve of the Bill, 
and it was referred to Ottawa. The Gov- 
ernment at Ottawa also declined to inter- 
fere. In order that no ground of complaint 
should exist, the Ontario (Government 
shortly afterwards did what I think was 
very proper—they passed a general law, 
under which this association could obtain 
the authority for acquiring property and 
for managing its affairs without its being 
obtruded on the Statute-book as u recog- 
nition by the Province of the order itself, 
because it is for that rather than any other 
reason that a large minority of the people 
of this country take exception to this Bill. 
It necessarily, from its past history, is 
aggressive from their standpoint. I do 
not mean to say that there are not ver 

many excellent men in the order, Ro 
Jent citizens, as good as there are in the 
country, and no doubt it is the influence 
of many of the leading members of the 
order that has kept it within reasonable 
bounds. If one were quite sure that that 


315 


Bill, on the introduction alone, was only 
carried by the casting vote of the Speaker, 
and on the second reading it was thrown 


out in a House largely composed of Pro- 


testants. The motive that actuated them 
was a recognition of the tender rights of 
the minority. Hon. gentlemen may not 
be disposed to consider that those tender 
rights are entitled to very much con- 
sideration, that the feeling has been over- 
drawn and more highly colored than cir- 
cumstances justify, but one cannot ignore 
the history of the past. Without going 
into any controversial point connected 
with the history of the society, I may lay 
down this as a fact which will not be dis- 
puted, that it has been aggressive. It 
may be said that the other side has 
been aggressive also. No doubt the 
existence of the Orange association 
has led to the formation of other 
societies that had the justification of 
being organized in self-defence. I do not 
propose to justify their course. I think it 
was wrong that they should have been 
allowed to go into operation—very wrong, 
in acommunity such as ours, or any com- 
munity, that secret associations should 
exist, where feelings that are developed 
in close lodge rooms are not those of fra- 
ternal charity to people who differ from 
them. I am not speaking now of one 
society or another, but we know that the 





kind of influence could always preserve it | result of the development of this institu- 
within bounds, although one might feel tion was tho production of similar asso- 
offended at the official recognition of|ciations and orders on the other side, and 


the society, 
feeling that it would not be aggressive 
because of that influence in the order. 
Bat, in legislating on questions of this 
kind, we cannot shut our eyes to the fact 
that, no matter how well-disposed the 
leaders and coutrollers of a body of this 
kind may be, its purposes are unpleasant, 
aggressive and hostile, to a very large 
element in this country. The minority 


still there would be a, that has time and again led to very grie- 


vous trouble. I will take the opinion of 
the House of Commons, controlled by one 
of the best Governments of that day. Un- 
der the influence of that Government, here 
was the conclusion of the House of Com- 
mons : 


‘The obvious tendency and effect of the Orange 
institution is to keep up an exclusive association in 
civil and military society, exciting one portion of the 
people against the other, to increase the rancour and 


element, of course, 18 very large, and if it) animosity too often unfortunately existing between 


were not that Parliaments in the past 
have considered that some degree of re- 
gard was due to their feelings this Bill 
would have been on the Stutute-book long 
ago. The first time that I had occasion 


to vote upon this question was so far 


back as 1858, thirty-two years ago, in 


a House of which a large majority were 


Protestants. <A similiar Bill to this was 


introduced by Mr. Benjamin, an excellent 
and a very popular man of that day. The 











persons of different religious persuasions—to make 


Îthe Protestant the enemy of the Catholic and the 


Catholic the enemy of the Protestant- by processions 
on particular days, attending with the insignia of the 
society to excite to breaches of the peace and to blood- 
shed—to raise up other secret societies among the 
Catholics in their own defence, and for their own 
protection against the insults of Orangemen ; to in- 
terrupt the course of justice, and to interfere with 
the course of justice and discipline of the army, thus 
rendering its services injurious instead of useful, when 
required on occasions where Catholics and Protes- 
tants may be parties. All these evils have been proved 
by the evidence before the House in regard to Ireland 

where the system has long existed on an extended 








scale, rendered more pre ,udicial to the best interests 
of society by the patron and protection of 80 
many wealthy members, high in office and rank, tak- 
ing an active part in the proceedings of these lodges, 
though in Great Britain in a more limited way. 

re The Orange lodges havé also interfered in various 
political subjects of the day, and made Orangeism a 
means of supporting the views of a political party, to 
maintain, as they avow, the Protestant ascendancy.” 

It goes on in the same strain and the 
same spirit. We are quite willing that 
the society should continue to exist in this 
country with the facilities given them 
to hold property, but. we do think it is 
asking too much to expect Parliament to 
recognize a body that, as Isaid before, has 
been refused recognition by the Parliament 
of the mother country. Canada ranks, I 
believe, as the 
course excluding India) of Great Britain, 
outside the United Kingdom. This Par- 
liament is now asked to give this associa- 
tion official recognition, which | think is a 
mistake. It can only be under protest of 
those who feel that their best sentiments 
are outraged by this official recognition. 
I do not desire and I am not going to 
embark on very many questions that are 
germane to this subject. 1 simply wish to 
put on record my own protest against the 
official recognition of the Orange society. 
It has now, in several Provinces of the 
Dominion, powers to hold lands and carry 
out any of the benevolent purposes for 
which the society desires under this Bill 
to obtain increased powers. I, for one, 
would not object to their coming in under 
the general Jaw. <A gentleman near me 
says that there is nothing objectionable 
about the Bill, That may be so from his 
standpoint, but from my standpoint, and 
in the opinion of those who think with me, 
there is this objection—-it is an official 
recognition of a body whose birth was an 
aggressive one against the Church to which 
I belong, whose history during the last 
seventy-five years has been quite in har- 
mony with the objects ofits birth, acting as 
they say under the belief that their course is 
the best calculated to sustain the supremacy 
of the Empire. We profess, on the other 
side, to be equally good subjects. We have 
fought in the same fights, we have taken 
part in the same battles to maintain and 
sustain the constitution under which we 
live, and we hope to join hands in the 
future in any necessary movement of that 
kind ; but at the same time we cannot but 
feel that it is unfair to a large class of our 
people that the stamp of official recogni- 


rincipal dominion (of 
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tion should be given to the Orange body 
by the Parliament of Canada. 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—Before this 
Bill is voted on I have a few words to say. 
I agroe with the last speaker that it should 
never have come before the Parliament of 
Canada. The Orange society has been re- 
fused official recognition in the old land, 
where its history was known; its proces- 
sions were suppressed, and the body itself 
had to be dissolved. After one hundred 
years of its history it caused those authori- 
ties to effect those changes, and I regret to 
find that it is carried to this new country, 
where it was not needed. If in the old 
land, where the great majority of the coun- 
try in which it had its birth were of one 
faith, and the Protestants only a small 
minority, there was any cause for a feud or 
for the existence of a secret society to de- 
fend themselves against the ee mon 
surely that does not obtain in Canada. Is 
there any use for a secret political society 
in Canada? 

Now, that is the question that should be 
calmly considered by this House, at any 
rate. If there is a function that this 
House has more than another, it is to pro- 
tect the minorities in every part of the 
Dominion. ‘The Orange association is a 
secret political society that brought no 
credit to the land in which it lived for 
nearly one hundred years, and why should 
it be imported into this new land, where 
there is nothing to be complained of, 
where there is government by the people 
for the people; where there is a free 
press; where thereisafree people? Surely 
the great object of its existence, to support 
Protestantism, does not exist here? There 
is no danger that where there is over the 
whole Dominion only one-third of the 
population Catholic that they are going 
to subvert Protestantism. Protestants dis- 
dain to be considered as allied with this 
organization. Protestantism would not 
bear to hear that they needed it in this land. 
Who then wantsit? There is no need of it. 
Not for the protection of Protestantism 
surely? What, then, is its object? Its object 
is purely political. Itis apolitical organiza- 
tion. This Bill would not be here to-day 
but that it is a political organization, nor 
would it have ever come here for its second 
reading had it not been for a political 
combination. That is what it means—no 
more, no less. Is it wise to foster, to recog- 
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nize secret political combinations in this 
free land of ours ? Does it increase or im- 
prove a neighborhood ? Does it improve 
social intercourse? In times of peace is it 
likely to preserve the peace? Is it safe in 
times of difficulty to have secret political 
societies in our army or in our camp? The 
investigation referred to by the last speaker, 
in England, disclosed the fact that thirty-six 
lodges were found in the army under the 
Duke of Cumberland, and it was found that 
thisvery loyal body—because they possessed, 
according to one side of their shields, all 
the loyalty that is to be found in the world 
—was organised within the army for the 
purpose, as the report and history assert, 
of preventing the succession by her present 
Most Gracious Majesty. They were a con- 
spiracy in the army for the purpose of 
securing to their Grand Master, the Duke of 
Cumberland, the position which Her 
Majesty holds to-day. And they are the loy- 
alists of Canada; they would subvert the! 
constitution and destroy the succession for | 
the purpose of putting their Grand Master 
on the Throne. They are 80 loyal that they 
have loyalty planted in front of everything 
that they introduce, but their acts speak 
another language. They are double-faced, | 
and they are double-tongued. They have. 
two tongues and two faces, and these are 
always working. Now, I will ask the 
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glaring inconsistency, rather such a positive contradic- 
tion between its professed principles and its actual 
practice. The facts which came out before the com- 
mittee surprised all parties, none more, we believe, 
than the Grand Master himself. It appeared that 
the Orange oath of allegiance had once been avowed] 

‘conditional:’ and that the same spirit remained, 
although the words had been changed ; that, con- 
trary to law, warrants had been issued to military 
bodies ; that the inadvertence of the Grand Master 
had been taken advan of, and his confidence 
abused by the officers of the institution ; that the 
practice of the society was to resort to every contri- 
vance—by songs, speeches, party tunes, processions, 
emblems and mottoes—to insult, to domineer over, to 
offend and irritate their Roman Catholic neighbors : 
and the result of its working was seen in outrages, 
murders, houses wrecked, villages destroyed, mots 
without number, law perverted, justice denied, and 
the animosity of the rival parties wrought up to 
madness. 

‘To give some idea of the responsibility falling upon 
those who encourage Orange processions, we will 
enumerate a few of the principal Orange riots in the 
five years preceding the formal dissolution of the society 
in 1836. At Crossar, in 1830, in the County of Down, 
a forinidable armed procession, exhibiting warrants 
from the Duke of Cumberland, openly resisted the 
police, and only retreated before an overpowering 
military force. At Dungannon, in Tyrone, they 
overawed the magistrates, and by force compelled 
them to disobey: the orders of the Government. At 
Tanderaghee there were riots and murders. At 
Maghera, in Londonderry, the Roman Catholic party 
having dispered, the Orangemen broke their promise 
to the magistrates, evaded the troops, and rushed upon 
the villageof Drumard. There they fired upon the 
peasantry, who fled, and continued to wreck and burn 
the houses, until at length the military re-appeared, 
and drove them back &t the point of the bayonet. 
Mr. Hunter, the magistrate, in his report to the 
Government, says : ‘ Anything so disagraceful to the 
character of men and of Protestants—so savage, 80 


House to allow me upon that point to read : lawless, and so uncalled for—cannot be forgotten ; 


from the Edinborough Review an article 
founded upon the report which has just 
been referred to: 


_ “ One of the saddest and most discouraging features 
m the condition of Ireland is the intenseness wit 
which party spirit rages there, and the extent to, 
which it perverts the minds of men of all ranks, and | 
blinds them to their plainest duties. We had in- 

dulged the hope that Orange riots had become a matter 

of history : but the sanguinary events of Dolly’s Brae | 


the whole was done with such deliberation, and in 
open defiance of the law.” In Armagh, and this 
instance shall conclude our list for 1830—-some Orange- 
men ing in procession through the Roman Catho- 
lic village of Maghery, and playing the Protestant 


Boys, were beaten, and their drums broken. Two 


h days afterwards the Orangemen attacked Maghery. 


There was no opposition—the inhabitants fled for 
their lives; an old man was beaten—a widow, within 
eight days of her confiment, was wounded witha 
bayonet, and knocked down—her son, a half-witted 
lad. was fired at—another woman and her infant were 


have dispelled this illusion, and attracted public atten- | beaten and knocked down—and twenty-eight houses 
tion to the saddest of all tasks—the Government of | wrecked and burned, and every particle of property 
peo le who boast of their loyalty as an excuse for | pillaged and destroyed. The sequel is characteristic 

wlessness, and while clamorous for the rights of of the state of society there. The Roman Catholics 
free men, can only be restrained by force from éngag- ! who broke the drums were convicted, and sentenced 
ing in civil war. Our readers are aware that the to three months’ imprisonment; but, though the 
12th of last July was celebrated in the North of Irc-; wrecking of Maghery took place in open day, in the 
land by the Orange party ; that in the County of Down | presence of Colonel Verner himself, though the rioters’ 
the march of a procession was followed by rioting and : names were known and their identity sworn to, not 


the loss of several lives, and that, after a formal 
enquiry into the circumstances by Mr. Berwick, on 
the part of the Government, Lord Roden, Mr. W.., 
Beers, and his brother, Mr. F. C. Beers, were disinissed | 
from the commission of , in consequence of the 
share they had taken in these transactions. 

‘Nothing could be more praiseworthy than the 
published rules of the Orange society. They pres- 
cribed loyalty as the point of honor, obedience to the 
law as the first duty ; they prohibited the admission 
of anyone capable of upbraiding another on account of 
his religious opinions, and they inculcated peace and 

will. But never did any society exhibit such a 





. occurrences, 


: whatever.’ 





one of them received a punishment whatever. 

“ These horrible events startled even Colonel Ver- 
ner and his brother Orangemen, and the advice they 
then gave derives additional weight from additional 
They earnestly recommend the aban- 
donment of all party processions, and ‘trusted that 
no persons of respectability would be found so regard- 
less of consequences as to incur the heavy responsi- 
bility of countenancing the celebration of any day, in 
a manner calculated to give offence to any person 
But having thus discharged their consci- 
ences, they continued to support and stimulate Orange 
processions by every means in their power. 
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‘In 1831, at Tully Orier, in the County of Down, 
an old woman was shot in her house, and four men 
were pursued by the Orange party, fired upon, and 
driven into the river, where they were drowned. In 
1832, under the impending Party Processions Act, 
the Orange leaders exerted themselves, and with con- 
siderable success, to prevent the usual processions. 
But at Dungannon their advice was not followed, and 
riots took place. In 1833 there was great sous in 
Lurgan, Tanderaghee (where, at Lord Manderville’s 
gate, a magistrate was burned in effigy, in the presence 
of Dean Carter), Loughall, Ballyhagan and Cootehill. 
In 1834 similar scenes were acted at Belfast, Port- 
glenone, Portadown and Dungannon. In 1835 there 
were numerous riots—at Belfast, Kilrae, and other 
places ; but we have no room for an account of any 
except that at Annahagh, near Armagh. A Protest- 
ant and his daughter had there been beaten by the 

8 


Roman Catholics, in revenge for which the Oran 
men turned out, armed with their yeomanry fire-locks; 
they attacked Annahagh, and burned and wrecked 


- 
ry 


nine houses, when they were stopped and driven off 


by the police and military. It is almost superfluous 
to record that for beating this man and his daughter 
four Roman Catholics were transported—but for 
burning nine houses not a single Orangeman was 

unished in any way. There is a melancholy simi- 
arity in the details of the occurrences, proving that 
they did not arise from accidental or different causes, 
but were the certain result of a system, according to 
which the Orange processions were arranged on recur- 
ring anniversaries, in the way calcula to produce 
the utmost excitement and irritation. 

‘It was very extraordinary to see men of education, 

principle, and otherwise estimable character, so de- 
ceived by their own assumptions, and so bewildered 
by the noxious influence of party spirit, that though 
familiar with the state of things we have described 
they actually denied its existence, or boldly attempted 
to Justify it to the world. Colonel Verner asserted 
that the Orange society, as a body, had never inter- 
fered in any political question; Colonel Black did 
not consider ‘ Croppies Lie Down’ a party tune: 
affirmed that the anniversaries of the 12th of July were 
peculiarly tranquil, and that administration of justice 
was pure. The enquiry by the committee of 1835, how- 
ever, brought the truth fully to light. The exposure was 
complete, the condemnation universal, All classes, 
creeds and parties then united in declaring that the 
Orange organization must be arrested, that the 
supremacy of the law must be vindicated, and that 
no party m the State should be permitted to arrogate 
to themselves superior privileges, and insult their 
fellow-subjects, under ground of a pure religious 
ane or on the false and insolent plea of superior 
oyalty. 
Th * Orange leaders, we are happy to say, at this 
juncture, yielded a manly and dignified obedience to 
the will of the nation, as expressed in an address of 
the House of Commons, and the answer of the Crown. 
Notwithstanding considerable resistance from the 
Irish portion of the body, the Grand Lodge, in April, 
1836, dissolved this society, and through their organ 
proclaimed that they did so, not in compliance with 
expediency, but for the sake of principle that they 
would neither repent of the deed nor recall it.” 


Hon, Mr. McFARLINE—What is the 
date of the article that the hon. gentleman 
is reading from? 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—I am read- 
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that the society had been dissolved were 
twelve years of solid peace to Ireland. In 
no twelve years during the last century 
did peace reign so supreme as it did during 
the twelve years of its suppression; bat 
immediately upon their re-organizing the 
same state of things continued as before. 
This was the state of affairs in Ireland. 
Its history there was adark one. I do 
not desire to harrow the feelings of any- 
body in this House in going back to these 
events, and | am merely taking up one 
point in their history, to show what it was 
jin Ireland, and to show that this society 
had its origin there. Whether there was 
cause or not, even assuming that there bad 
been cause, there is no reason for bring- 
ing it to this country. The causes that 
obtained in Ireland do not exist here, and 
the causes having ceased, the effect should 
cease also. Orangeism or any other ism 
of a secret political character is not needed 
here. Any man who has anything to 
complain of here can say it as free as the 
wind, as free as water, as free as air. Why, 
then, should we have secret societies? It 
is not consistent with our free institutions. 
| We have one of the freest governments in 
the world—a government from the people 
direct, and springing more from the peo- 
ple’s control, perhaps, than in any other 
{country in the world. We may have differ. 
ences from time to time, party differences 
on party grounds; but all parties admit 
that we have a good system of govern- 
ment—one that we would not change tor 
| anything elsein the world—and under such 
a «ystem of government, why should wein 
this ILouse foster these secret combinations? 
Can any man who votes for that measure 
say to himself: “By doing so, I make 
society better; I tranquilize the country by 
| giving that vote?” Can any man, on his 
.ecnscience, say he has improved society by 
giving his sanction to an Orange Bill at 
this period of the world’s history? Can 
any one say that our people would march 
to the front in time of trouble in the same 
;united spirit they would if we had no 
(lodges? In the army in England, where 
lodges were organized, they were sup 
pressed immediately when found. They 
were as provocative of evil and disunion 
in the army as here, and every man can 














ding from Edinborough Review of 1836.| easily consider to himself how that may 
That was the course there, and the time|be. If you have a regiment with one 
embraced in these transactions only ex- hundred Catholics, and they are banded 
tends over five years. The twelvo years, together in a secret society, and you have 
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loyalty, 


no danger? I say there is a danger. Iam 





fair play. These are evidences of them ; 
but, for us the minority, living in Ontario, 
we have quite another tale to tell. It is 
not eggs—not even loyal Orange eggs that 


speaking to this House frankly; I am |are thrown at us—it is bullets; it is stones. 
speaking to it without regard to what| We see tho Archbishop at the head of his 
Oranyeism has been in the past or what it flock moving from one church to another, 
may be in the future; but I speak in| performing a pilgrimage in solemn silence 
the public interest, in the interest of|and prayer, without any insignia or colors, 


peace and in the interest of social existence 
and happiness in this our new and happy 
land, in which we ought not to foster, en- 
courage or recognize any secret political 
organization, Since Orangeism came here, 
how have those societies conducted them- 








or anything else. We see them run upon, 
stoned, pistoled and driven as if they were 
wild animals. We see bloodshed, women 
and men frightened, and such a scene, per- 
baps, as has never been witnessed in any 
other city in Canada. Now, that is con- 


selves? A few events will demonstrate it, | duct-that we have aright to represent to 


a few events fresh in the memory of every 
man here, from the burning of the Parlia- 


this House. We have aright to ask this 
House, who are a judicial body, and 


ment Ilouse in Montreal until you come to | capable of considering the rights of the 
Prescott, where the black flag was hoisted.| minority as well ag the rights of the 
Then coming to Kingston, where the son majority—we havea right to ask them, 
of Her Majesty would not be allowed to in view of occurrences of this nature, is it 
land unless he marched under an Orange desirable to sanction a body of men who 
arch. He had with him the Duke of New- | are capable of such acts, for good men are 
castle and his suite ; the Orangemen came | known by their observance of the laws? 
to meet them and he could not land there.' Men who violate the laws never can and 


That was loyalty to the Queen’s son. They 
have all the loyalty. That is Orange 
loyalty. Then a step further west, to Tor- 
onto. He wanted to go to church on Sun- 
day, but the Orangemen there bad built an 
Orange arch. He would not go under 
the Orange arch; therefore, they would not 
let him go to church. They filled the 
streets. They were for mobbing him ifhe 
took any other route on that occasion to 
get to church; still, notwithstanding the 
annoyance and humiliation he had tosuffer, 








never could be called good men in any 
period of the history of the world. An- 
other man came out to Canada—whether 
he was prudent in coming to this country 
or not is a question, but he came to a 
country over which floated the British 
flag, and which he heard was a free coun- 
try-—I refer to Mr. O’Brien. He went to 
Kingston and he bad a hairbreadth escape 
from being murdered there, and he had 
the same experience in the city of Toronto. 
These people might find fault and say that 


he would not bow bis neck or humiliate! he had no business coming to this country, 
himself to go under the Orange arch, be-| but was it for them to take the law into 
cause it was the policy of the British their own hands and avenge themselves? 


Government that Orangeism should not be | es : 
fostered or recognized. We had another) ,.; ae Ms. McDONALD—It served him 


specimen of Orange loyalty in the city of | 
oronto—a very nice specimen. Lord| Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE—Do I under- 


Elgin came to the city of Toronto, where |8tand my hon. friend to say “ Yes?” 
he was addressed by the people—a grand; Hon, Mr. McDONALD—To what ? 


man. We all remember him. He was 

rotten-egged in the streets of Toronto by| Hox. MR. O'DONOHOE— That they 
were right to take the law into their own 
ha 


the Orangemen, But these were loyal 








Orange eggs. nds. 
Hon. Mr. McDONALD—No; I did not 
Hon. Mr: McKINDSEY — You are say that; I said it served O’Brien right, 


wrong. | that was all. 





Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE — My hon. 
friend may say it served O’Brien right, 
but if stones were thrown at his own head 
he would scarcely say it served him right. 


Hon. Mr. McDONALD—I did not 
break the law. 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—Nor did Mr. 
O’Brien ou that occasion break the law. 
On another occasion the Orangemen in the 
city of Toronto, without any provocation, 
broke down a hotel, simpl because. MV" 
McGee was dining there onthe 17th March, 
and they pursued him to the Parliament 
House, were he told the House the circum- 
stances, but the owner never received any 
remuneration, nor were there any con- 
victions made. The judges themselves 
said on the bench that the officials and 
the constables were altogether with these 
people, and Chief Justice Richards said 
there was another oath beyond the oath of 
their office that they observed, and no man 
could be brought to justice under it. 
‘That was the state of things there. Look 
at the sad results flowing from the Orange 
procession in the city of New York. They 
may have had some provocation. They 
were out in procession; but supposing 
there is a provocation, does that justify 
wholesale slaughter ? If a child throws a 
red rag at a bull, can the bull be justified 
if he takes the child on his horns and 
tosses him in the air? There were sixty 
lives laid in death because of the procession 
in 1871 in the streets of New York. If 
there had been no procession of that kind 
no lives would have been lost. Would it 
not have been better for society to be with- 
out such an organization ? Would it not 
be better for society here to be without 
thom? I submit to this House that we 
should give no countonance to Bills of this 
character. Next Session a Bill of a very 
differont nature may be brought before us 
by some other secret society, and we cannot 
very consistently wrt no to it if we say 
yes to this one. Outside you hear it 
freely stated that this House has its 
mind made up—that this Bill comes 
to the Senate under the sanction and 
with the approbation of the Premier of 
the Dominion; that, in fact, itis his design, 
and I have very little doubt it is, because 
the maker’s name seems to be stamped on 
the blade pretty well. He is himself one 
of the order, and no doubt does everything 


in his power to foster it, and -has always 
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done so. In my humble judgment this 
House should not pass this Bill. Weshould 
not care under whose auspices the Bill was 
brought up or who brought it here; the 
question for this House should be, is it 
beneficial to society to give this organizs- 
tion that recognition which is sought? It 
is not what is on the face of the Bill I read 
to you. What is on the face of the Bill 
amounts to nothing. The Orange order 
can in every one of the Provinces haveall 
the rights they want as to holding pro- 
perty, and as to benevolent purposes, so it 
is not for that it is brought here. It is 
to give the society recognition. Now, bon. 
gentlemen, in all frankness I believe thata 
more serious question you have not been 
troubled with in your time in this Senate, 
and if there ever was one that should be well 
considered before we cast our votes it is 
this Bill. In withholding our support from 
it we are hurting nobody; we are produc- 
ing no bad effects. We are irritating no 
party. They have all the power they 
want for holding property and for benevo- 
lent purposes, and why do they ask the 
Parliament of Canada to give them recog- 
nition, For my part, | believe it is unwise 
to recognize any society of the kind—not 
merely the Orange society, but any ne 
whatever that is secret and political. 
These societies begin in a very peculiar 
manner, They do not do good to the 
Orangemen. The great mass of the Orange 
body are not benefited by them. It is 
simply the bell wethers—the fellows that 
make use of them for positions—these are 
the men who make use of the other 
poor fellows, and all they get in return 
is to be trotted out under the burning 
sun on the 12th of July to parade the 
streets. These societies do them harm, 
by subjecting their members to excitement, 
and I believe that they would not be any 
worse Protestants by not having this or- 
ganization, and that the state of Protest- 
antism in Canada does not require their 
assistance. England says: “ We don't want 
your assistance,” as she has told them 
freely and frankly over and over agalD; 
“the civil power is strong enough to pro 
tect the country.” The Orangemen offe 

to take up arms for Ireland, but their offer 
was repudiated. Under these circam- 
stances, I ask hon. gentlemen to consider 
calmly whether they are doing a benefit or 
an injury to Canada by legalizing a system 
of secret societies in our political affairs. 
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Hon. MR. McMILLAN—I regret very 


much, though a co-religionist of the bon. 
gone who have just spoken, that I 
ave to take an entirely different view of 
the question before the House. It is not 
for us to consider whether this organiza- 
tion is required in Canada or not; it is for 
us to consider whether the gentlemen who 
are seeking incorporation at our hands 
are entitled to the rights which other 
citizens in the Dominion of Canada have 
hitherto had. They, no doubt, see some 
good in the society. They, no doubt, under- 
stand what they are entering upon when 
they become members of this society, and 
it is under such circumstances we are to 
judge them here, and not from our stand- 
point as Roman Catholics, who are sup- 
posed to be opposed to them. IfI thought 
this Bill would give Orangemen the right 
to insult or harm the Church of which I 
am a member I would oppose it, for I hold 
my Church as dear as anyone; but the 
object of the Bill, as I understand it, is 
simply to enable the society that already 
exists to hold lands, and to carry out 
certain benevolent objects. Ido not think 
that the speeches of my hon. friends who 
have preceded me have done much towards 
creating harmony or good feeling amongst 
the people of this country. I think it 
is really distressing to hon. gentlemen 
who take a calm, honest and disin- 
terested view of this question to listen 
to a history of the society of half a 
century ago. 
its history myself, and I must confess that, 
rhaps, as a Catholic, and belonging to a 
ifferent nationality, I cannot appreciate 
it to the same extent that my hon. friends, 
whose ancestors, or who, perhaps, them- 
selves were born in the country where this 
organization had its birthplace. But, after 
all, I judge of that organization as I find it 
here. Some of the best men I have ever 
met were Orangemen. I have met them 
socially ; [have met them professionally ; I 
have done business with them, and I have 
never known that they were made of 
different clay from my co-religionists. Why 
then should I deprive them of a right that 
other citizens have obtained and are now 
seeking in this House? This is not the 
first society to whom we have granted a 
charter of this kind. Last year we granted 
an Act of incorporation to the Independent 
Order of Foresters, which was almost word 
for word the sameas this Act—and it goes 





even a little further, for it gives them power 
to invest their funds and to become almost 
a loan company. Now, when we granted a 
charter to the Foresters, why should we 
deprive the Orangemen of the same privi- 
lege? Is it because they have a history 
that appears black in the eyes of Irish 
Catholics? I should think that the only 
way to wipe out differences of that kind 
which have hitherto existed would be to 
meet them with the right hand of fellow- 
ship, and say, as Catholics and as friends, 
we will grant you what you want, and by 
so doing deprive you of your grievance. [ 
did not intend to say a word on this 
question, but I do not believe that the 
speeches which have been made by my 
hon. frietids, which were certainly of a very 
recriminatory character, have done their 
side of the question any good, nor do I 
think that they have changed the opinion 
of any hon. gentleman present. [ am 
thoroughly satisfied that 1, belonging to 
the same religion as my hon. friends from 
Ottawa and Toronto, have at my back just 
as many of the hierarchy of this Dominion 
as they have, for they want no struggles, 
they want no feuds, and no dissensions of 
any kind. I may remind my hon. friends 
that when the Roman Catholics were ask- 
ing favors in the Legislature of Canada 
the Orangemen were their best friends. 
Now, [ say it is time for us to return the 
good they have done to us in times gone 
by. Out of fourteen Orangemen in the 


I have read a great deal of| Legislature of Canada, when we asked 


for the separate school system, thirteen of 
them voted for it. They helped us to in- 
corporate the Jesuit College in Montreal, 
and other Catholic institutes; yet, when 
they come before the House fora charter 
we are asked todeprive them of the common 
rights of citizenship. With a view to cre- 
ate peace, order, harmony and good fellow- 
ship in this country, and to restore that 
union that we ought to have to make the 
Dominion of Canada a country worth living 
in, a country where no such distinctions 
are known, the sooner we meet each other 
upon common ground and give to others 
what we demand for ourselves the better 
for the future welfare of this Dominion. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I do not take ex- 
actly the same view of this question as 
any of the hon. gentlemen who have 
proces me, and although there has 

een, perhaps, enough said about this 
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Bill, I propose to say a few words more. 
I think that the hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa and the hon. gentleman from 
Toronto were peer right as a matter 
of principle. The objections to this Bill 
are several. In the first place, there are 
grave doubts as to the constitutionality 
of the Bill, and although hon. gentlemen 
may be disposed to fancy that there is not 
very much in the constitutional objection, 
I would refer them on that point to the 
remarks of the present Premier of the 
Dominion. In 1873 the Ontario Legisla- 
ture passed an Act incorporating the 
Orange Association, and the Lieutenant- 
Governor of Ontario, acting under the 
advice of his Executive Council, reserved 
that Bill for the consideration of His 
Excellency tho Governor General. The 
matter in that way was brought before 
the Government at Ottawa, aud this is 
what the present Premier, who was then 
Minister of Justice, said with respect to 
the Bill: 

‘“If the Acts should again be passed, the Lieu- 
tenant Governor should consider himself bound to 
deal with them at once, and not ask Your Excellency 
to interfere in matters of provincial concern, and 
solely and entirely within the jurisdiction and com- 
petence of the Legislature of the Province.” 

It may be urgod, as it has been urged, 
that this is a case like those of the Metho- 
dist Church and ofthe Presbyterian Church 
which had distinct organizations in the 
different Provinces, when they came to 
Parliament to confirm the union of the 
several local churches with one another, 
when what had been previously separate 
pare organizations were anxious to 

ecome united Dominion organizations. 
The Bill before us is not like those, because 
in both those cases these religious organ- 
izations had legislation from the Provincial 
Legislatures, and they came to Parliament 
to suplement and complete that legislation. 
The principal object of this Bill, as far as 
one can gather from reading it, is toenable 
this body to hold real property throughout 
the Se Now, the power to invest a 
corporate ony with the right to hold real 
property in a Province belongs to the Local 

egislature, and it belongs to the Dom- 
inion Parliament only incidentally to 
some other general right. I do not my- 
self think that the incorporation of this 
society is a thing which really comes with- 
in the jurisdiction of Parliament at all. It 
is possible that if all the Provincial Legis- 
latures had agreed in recognizing the ex- 
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istence of this body as a corporation, that 
corporation, having an existence in all the 
Provinces, might come here to ask us to 
supplement the provincial legislation by 
recognizing the whole body as one corpo 
ration. The Orange association are in- 
corporated in Nova Scotia, New Bruns 
wick and Manitoba, and there can be no 
necessity for incorporation, I should say, 
except in Ontario and Quobec. Nowit 
happens that the people and the Legis- 
latures of these two Provinces are not 
willing to incorporate the Orange body, 
aud the promoters of this Bill come to 
Parliament and ask Parliament to over- 
ride the wishes of the people of Ontario 
and Quebec, by granting them the recog- 
nition which they cannot get from the 
Legislatures of these two Provinces. I 
think we should pause before we pass 
a Bill of that sort. We propose to over- 
ride the wishes of the people of the two 
most populous Provinces of the Dominion, 
Provinces which, together, contain about 
three-fourths of the population of the 
country. So much on the constitutional 
po A great deal more might be said; 

ut I do not propose to take up the time 
of the House with a discussion of that 
kind. Then the principle of the Bill is 
objectionable on the ground stated by the 
two hon. gentlemen who opposed it. Îtis 
a recognition by the State of an oath- 
bound secret society. The hon. gentleman 
who has just sat down wanted to know 
why this society should not be recognized 
by the State as well as other societies of a 
perfectly harmless character. If the hon. 
gentleman had i ts to think he would 
have seen that if the reasons against 
recognizing this society were so potent in 
the old country as to prevent it being 
recognized by the Government or Parlia- 
ment there, not only potent enough for 
that, but so potent as to induce the Gov- 
ernment there to break ap the organiss- 
tion 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That 
was fifty years ago. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not care to 
advert to recent evidence, but the hon. 
gentleman from Toronto quoted a good 
many incidents which go to show that the 
spirit of the Orange body had not changed 
very much during the last fifty years, and 
that in the city of Toronto to-day the same 
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spirit is manifested that was manifested 
in Ireland fifty yearsago. The Government 
and Parliament of Ireland recognize with- 
out hesitation bodies of a benevolent char- 
acter, such as the Forester’s association ; 
and to compare the incorporation of a 
college,and institution of learning, with the 
incorporation of this body, seems to be a 
most extraordinary thing. I am surprised 
that the hon. gentleman from Glengarry 
should have made such a comparison. 


Hon. Me. MoMILLAN—We must look 
at it from their standpoint. 


Hon. Me. POWER—That is just one of 
the misfortunes about the matter. The 
members of the organization do not look 
at these matters from anything like a disin- 
terested or reasonable standpoint. I think 
the hon. gentleman will hardly allege that 
the Imperial Government or men like the 
Duke of Newcastle looked at this question 
from an unfair or one-sided point of view. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—We do not 
want to perpetuate the fights and strug- 
gles that they had on the other side of the 
Atlantic. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Some one said, 
when it was proposed that capital punish- 
ment should done away with : “ Let the 
murderers begin.” Now, the hon. gentle- 
man does not wish to import the strug- 

les of the old country—but the struggles 
Rave been imported, and we have them 
here now. That is the difficulty— it is too 
ate to keep them out. 


Hon. Me. MoMILLAN—Where are the 
struggles? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man has heard references made by the 
hon. gentleman from Toronto to several 
instances where they have nappanes The 
objectionable feature about the principle 
of the Bill is that the real cause of the 
existence of this body is hostility to one 
denomination in the community, and it is 
a most objectionable thing that the State 
should recognize a body which is based on 
that principle. That has been denied, I 
know, by the hon. gentleman who intro- 
duced the Bill. I quite with what 
has been eaid by several hon. gentlemen, 
that there are in that body a great many 
moe amiable and fairly enlightened men, 
and they know that the clergymen of my 
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denomination do not wear horns under . 
their hats, or anything of that sort, but 
still the principles of the order itself are 
such as I have mentioned. That will 
robably be denied by the hon. gentleman 
rom Rideau division when he comes to 
reply. That hon. gentleman was kind 
enough to allow me to look at the manual 
of the order, and there did not appear in 
black and white on its pages anything 
that looked very bad, an that the 
order was based apparently on the 
rinciplos which actuated William of 

range. William of Orange lived at a 
time when the doctrines of toleration, 
which are almost universe] now, were 
almost unknown, and the probabilities are 
that if William of Orange were alive to- 
day his views of toleration would be alto- 
gether different from what they actually 
were. The consequence is that the Orange 
association, which tends to perpetuate in 
the latter end of the 19th century princi- 
ples which were current at the latter end 
of the 17th century, is an anachronism. 
Now, what did William’s principles lead 
him to? In one instance, where he made a 
treaty, not with his rebellious subjects, but 
with men who were fighting in the cause 
of a mun wbom they believed to be their 
lawful monarch—his own father-in-law— 
his principles led him to violate that 
treaty afterwards. The same principles 
led him, when loyal subjects of the 
Stuarts in Scotland were driven to the wall, 
and after the war had ceased, to cause a 
number of them to be put to death at 
Glencoe in the most cruel manner possible. 
We certainly do not need to have princi- 
ples of that sort Ponant at the pre- 
sent day. As the hon. gentleman who 
moved the second reading of the Bill did 
not make any speech, one has to anticipate 
what he will probably say. [claim that, as 
I have stated, hostility to Roman Catho- 
licism is really the essential, fundamental 
principle of the Orange order. When 
this matter was up for discussion in the 
House of Commons some six years ago 
the hon. gentleman from West Durham 
roduced a number of authorities, which : 
on. gentlemen can see by referring to 
his speech, coming from the official organ 
of the Orange association, the Sentinel, 
and from other authoritative sources, 
showing that the fandamental principle of 
the bod is hostility to Roman Catholi- 
cism, As has been very properly stated 
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there is no necessity for such an organi- 
zation as this to-day. I do not think that 
in Canada, at the end of the 19th century, 
‘there is any necessity for an oath-bound, 
secret society of this kind to main- 
tain the rights and liberties of Protestants. 
They are perfectly safe. Protestants have 
a very large majority in the country, and 
they are able to take care of themselves. 
Even at the end of the 18th century, when 
the organization was first established, it 
might be supposed that there was some 
excuse for their existence, because at that 
time the air was full of revolution. The 
French Revolution had just taken place, and 
there was a great deal of more or loss dis- 
loyal feeling current in the United King- 
dom ; and the Catholics, who composed the 
vast majority of the Irish people, were look- 
ing for some of the rights of citizens. 
Naturally, the poople who had the exclusive 
rights in their hands did not wish to share 
them with those who had them not, and 
the object of the establishment of the 
Orange association was to prevent the 
majority, who had been kept under before, 
from acquiring rights which they ought to 
have. “hat is buman nature. The people 
who have exclusive privileges necessarily 
and naturally try to prevent other people 
from sharing them with them; but that is 
not the case in Canada. In Canada we all 
have equal rights. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—That is what we 
want. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—The Cutholics in 
this country are in a small minority in 
every Province except Quebec, and in that 
Province the Protestant minority are 
treated with the utmost liberality. No 
one who has a reputation that he has any 
regard for is prepared to father the state- 
ment that the Protestant minority in the 
Province of Quebec are not treated with 
the utmost liberality. Almost the only 
question as to which differences of religion 
have any effect in Canada is the question 
of education, and as regards that most im- 
portant and vital question, the Protestants 
of Quebec have been treated with wonder- 
ful liberality. I think that Protestants 
ought to be in most ways as good men as 
their Catholic neighbors, and in as 
much as there are five Protestants in 
Ontario to one Catholic, and the propor- 
tion is nearly the same in all of the 
Provinces, except Quebec, I think our 
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Protestant brethren will be able to take 
care of themselves without the assistance 
of any such association as this. In addi- 
tion to the objection which I have already 
mentioned to the orme of secret 
societies by Parliament, the parliamentary 
recognition is equivalent to an admission 
that the society is necessary in Canada. 
No hon. gentleman will contend that that 
is the case. 


Hon. Me. McMILLAN—Does the hon. 
gentleman mean to say that the incorpora- 
tion of this society will embolden them, or 
give them more privileges than they have 
at present to parade the streets ? 


Hon. Mn. POWER—I have said that on 
principle you cannot defend the incorpor- 
ation of this society. There are three 

rounds: I take the constitutional ground ; 
T take the ground that it is improper to 
recognize a secret oath-bound society, and 
then I say that the incorporation of this 
society is a recognition by Parliament of 
the fact that the society is necessary or 
useful here to-day. I say that that it is a 
libel on the country. 


Hon. Me. MoMILLAN—But this Bill 
does not empower them to be more aggres- 
sive. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I shall deal with 
that presently. So far, I agree with the 
hon. gentlemen from Ottawa and Toronto, 
that theoretically the argument against 
this Bill is unanswerable. But there is a 
practical side to the question, too; and 
that I propose, with the permission of the 
House, to deal with very briefly. Are 
there any circumstances in connection 
with this Bill which might modify our 
objections? In the words of the hon. gen- 
tleman who has just interrupted me, will 
incorporation really add anything to the 
power or influence of the Orange body in 
Canada? I do not undertake to answer 
that question in a very decided way my- 
self, but we have some evidence to go 
upon. As far as Iam concerned myself, 
I should be disposed to look to the case 
of. my own Province for an answer. With 
the permission of the House, I shall give a 
very brief history of Orange incorporation 
in Nova Scotia. In the year 1873, the 
same year in which the Bill passed the 
Ontario Legislature, a Bill was introduced 
in the House of Assembly in Nova Scotia 
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for the incorporation of the Provincial 
Grand Orange Lodge of Nova Scotia. That 
Bill did not receive a second reading. It 
was introduced again the following and 
failed to secure a second reading. The Bill 
was introduced a third time in the Session 
of 1875; and my own impression is that in 
1875 there were twice as many Orangemen 
in Nova Scotia as there had been in 1873. 
In 1875 the Bill, which is very much the 
same sort of measure as the one now before 
us, was passed without any discussion. A 
good deal of feeling was being stirred up 
throughout the Province, and the Govern- 
ment of the day and the members of the 
Legislature concluded that, although it 

ight be a thing which could not be 
defended as a matter of principle, yet, asa 
matter of policy, it was better to pass the 
Bill. As I have said, the Bill passed with- 
out any discussion; and since that time we 
have heard very much less of Orangeism 
in Nova Scotia than we heard before. 


Hon. Mz. MACDON ALD(B.C.)—Where 
was the evil effect of it? 


Hon. Mz. POWER—The body has fallen 
back to about the condition in which it 
was two or three years before the Bill 
was passed. Another fact in connection 
with the incorporation is that in Nova 
Scotia, as far as I am aware, the Orange 
association is not in any sense a political 
organization. 


Hon. Mr. READ—It is not here, either. 


Hon. Me. POWER—Under these cir- 
cumstances, 1 am placed in a somewhat 
different position from other members who 


have spoken. The Orange body is incor-| P® 


porated in Nova Scotia, and the additional 
incorporation by this Parliament will not 
materially affect their position in Nova 
Scotia; so that I might vote against this 
Bill without giving them ground for com- 
plaint; and, on the other hand, I might 
vote for the Bill, because we have the 
organization incorporated there, and this 
Bill will not give them an eater influ- 
ence or weight, or any Rig er standing 
than they have already. I think one of 
the probable effects of incorporating the 
body will be that we shall hear less about 
them in other Provinces, as we now find is 
the case in Nova Scotia. 


Hon. Me. MACDONALD (B.C.)—They 
will have no grievance. 
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Hon. Ma. POWER—There is no sub- 
stantial reason why there should be an 
Orange association. I believe the body is 
held together now largely by a feeling—a 
mistaken feeling, no doubt—that they have 
a right to incorporation, which right is 
refused them. They are unable to look at 
their own body with the same eyos as men 
who are perfectly indifferent in the matter 
do, and they feel—wrongly, I think—that 
they have a grievance, and, as one they 
feel that they have a grievance, they will 
keep on agitating, and we shall not get 
rid of this difficulty. I believe, as I say, 
that one of the effects of their incorpora- 
tion will be that we shall hear less of them 
after a very little while. There are two 
classes of Orangemen. There is one class 
who practice upon the prejudices of their 
weaker brethern for their own advantage, 
political or otherwise, or for the advantage 
of their party; and there is the large muss 
of members, who are honestly under the 
impression that they have a serious griev- 
ance. The feeling that they have had 
that grievance, as I have said, keeps 
the body together and makes them ac- 
tive. If the Bill is passed, the sense of 
grievance will probably be removed. I 
should feel very strongly in favor of not 
passing it if I thought that by throwing it 
out we would be done with it; but, if we 
reject this Bill after it has been passed by 
the House of Commons, we shall have it 
coming back year after year; so I take it 
that there is a good deal to be said in favor 
of our freeing Parliament of this agitation 
by passing the Bill. There is this other 
circumstance—that there have been no 
titions presented in this House against 
the Bill. I feel that, as a matter of prin- 
ciple, I am obliged to vote against the Bill. 
Apart altogether from my own religious 
views or prejudices, I could not vote for a 
Bill to recognize an association which is 
based upon what I consider very objectiona- 
ble principles; and, ifthe question is pressed 
to a vote, I shall feel bound to vote against 
the Bill. At the same time, I am not my- 
self anxious that the opposition should 
pressed to a division. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I would not have 
risen on this occasion to say a word if the 
hon. gentleman from Toronto had not 
charged the Orange body with almost 
all the crimes in the calendar. In the 
course of his epeech he referred to the burn- 
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ing of the Parliament buildings, which he 
attributed to the Orangemen. I do not 
know what authority he has for that. 
Many of us recollect the reasons why the 
Parliament buildings were burned. It 
was because the Rebellion Losses Bill had 
jast been sanctioned. We know that 
meetings were held all over Upper Canada 
against the passage of the Rebellion 
Losses Bill, and we claim that the Gover- 
nor General, in his despatches to England, 
did not tell what was exactly true, because 
he stated that there were a few petitions 
against the Rebellion Losses Bill, when 
the fact was that there were petitions 
from all parts of the country. I do not 
think, therefore, that the hon. gentleman 
should charge the Orangemen with hav- 
ing destroyed the Parliament btildings. 
Then the hon. gentleman complained 
that the Prince of Wales was not allowed 
to land at Kingston. It was his own 
fault if he did not land. The Duke 
of Néweastle had notified the Mayor 
of Kingston some time before . that 
if there was any Orange demonstration 
the Prince would not land. I went fifty 
miles to Kingston and stopped there three 
days, and I should not have gone had it 
not been for that letter to the Mayor. I 
went to Kingston alone, and I stayed there 
during the time I have mentioned. The 
Prince had been at ditferent places around 
this country, and we all know why the 
Duke of Newcastle acted as he did on that 
occasion. His Government then was 
depending on the Irish vote, and anything 
he could do at the time to secure that vote 
was what he was aiming at. It appears 
that where there waa an Orange flag or an 
Orange arch it was like a red rag to a 
bull. He would not land at any place 
where the arch was not perfectly green. 
He was to have visited the place where L 
live, but when the steamer arrived, and it 
was found that there: were arches up, he 
did not land. Then he went to Cobourg, 
but did not land there. The hon. gentle- 
man tells us that at Toronto Lord Elgin 
was rotten-egged. I thought it was 
at Montreal. The event happened so 
long ago that I must have forgotten it. 
I thought that those things were dead, and 
I can see no object in reviving them. If 
we, on our side, wished to bring up instan- 
ces of intolerance against our opponents 
we could have a great deal to say. I know 
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have not been in an Orange lodge for over 
forty years. I think the aim of the people 
of this country should be to avoid causes 
of division. . The Orange society say they 
have a grievance; they think that some- 
thing they are entitled to is withheld from 
them, and they will continue to demand it 
until they get this Act of incorporation, 
and they will succeed in getting it some 
time or other. I think the best evidence 
in support of this Bill has been furnished 
by the hon. member for Halifax. He has 
told us what the experience has been in 
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, where 
the Orange society has been incorporated. 
I do not know on what grounds he accuses 
Orangemen of intolerance towards Roman 
Catholics. I know Orangemen in Ontario 
who lost their election because they voted 
for Roman Catholic institutions. The late 
Mr. Benjamin and the late Mr. Anderson 
were defeated because they voted for the 
incorporation of the Sisters of Lorette at 
Quebec. I will not detain the House any 
longer, because our tempers are likely to 
be aroused by discussions of this kind, and 
the less that is said the better. 


Hon. Me. CLEMOW-—I have not much 
to complain of with respect to this discus- 
sion. The remarks of my worthy con- 
frére showing that this Bill had been 
before the House on many occasions, and 
it would not receive the sanction of Par- 
liament, is the best evidence tomy mind 
of the great revolution of sentiment that 
has taken place in the minds of the people 
of this country. It shows that they have 
come at last to recognize the fact that the 
Orangemen are entitled to what they seek 
from Parliament. A great deal has been 
said respecting the difficulties concerning 
the visit of the Prince of Wales to this 
country. I think the whole difficulty on 
that occasion arose from the fact that the 
Duke of Newcastle acted under Imperial 
instructions. It was impossible for him at 
that time to act otherwise than he did, be- 
cause the Party Processions Act was then in 
operation in England, and he was compelled 
by force of circumstances to prevent the 
Prince from in any way recognizing the 
Orangeinstitutioninthiscountry. But since 
that time the Party Processions Act has 
been repealed in England, and they are as 
free there to-day as we are in this country. 
Now, after all, what do we demand? 


why I became an Orangeman, though I|Simply what is accorded on all occasions 
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to every institution and class of men that 
may apply for such legislation. Is there 
anything wrong in that? Can there be 
any diffieulty in granting these powers to 
an association which is known to be loyal 
to the Crown? JLoyalty is one of their 
fundamental principles. I do not think, 
judging from the array of names that 
appear us corporators to that Bill, that you 
can hesitate for one moment to place in 
their hands the powers they asx for. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—They were not loyal 
to the Prince of Wales. 


Hon. Me. CLEMOW—They have always 
been loyal to the Crown of Great Britain. 
At that time there was a disability. The 
loyal Orangemen of this country consider 
that they have a grievance. They have 
asked for this Bill over and over again. 
Why it has been denied them I cannot 
tell. It is true that at one time an Act 
‘was passed in Ontario and submitted here, 
and the Orangemen were told that the 
Federal authorities had nothing to do with 
it, and that they had to get the consent of 
the local authorities in Ontario. That was 
refused, and that was another grievance. 
Now we want to try to remove this grio- 
vance. I believe that the passage of this 
Bill will have the same effect throughout 
the Dominion that the incorporation of the 
order has had in Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick. This legislation is necessary, 
because this body issupreme, and the pro- 
vincial bodies are subject to them, and 
therefore they require to have one grand 


<ontrolling power over the other minor | McK 


bodies. I am very glad to hear from my 
hon. friend from Ottawa that he at last 
recognizes the fact that there has been a 
Change in the sentiments of the people 
of this country, and that they are willing 
to render substantial justice to people who 
have been denied it for ety years. I 
would remind him that he has himself 
received more assistance from the Orange- 
men of this section than any other poli- 
tician that I know of. Wesupported Lim 
when he ea the Re tion of the 
separate 80h00! system, aa ran great 
riak myself in 8 rting him as the 
representative hes ue City Sgen Al vote 
ae & majority of the e here thought 
he abould mst have pated on that question. 
Reference has been made to the difference 
in the tzestment accorded the minority in 
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Quebec as compared with the minority of 
Ontario. I think we are just as lenient to 
the minority in this Province as the major- 
ity are to the minority in Quebec. There 
i8 no difference in that respect at all, We 
want to try to efface those differences alto- 
ether, and to become a united people. I 
lieve that this Bill will do more to 
accomplish that result than any measure 
that has been before Parliament up to 
the present time. I hope the House will 
pass this measure and give this body 
of men the revognition that f think they 
are entitled to, and which they should 
have reeeived lung ago at the hands of the 
Dominion Parliament. I am very glad 
that the discussion is at an end, and that 
there has been nothing of an irritating 
character said in the course of the debate. 
I should like to have the Bill passed with- 
out a vote, but if a vote must be taken I 
hope the measure will be sustained by a 
large majority. | 
The Senate divided on the motion, which 
was agreed to by the following vote :— 


CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Abbott, Macdonald (B.C.), 
Stora Er Po mp : , 
tsfo: Maclnnes (Burlington 
Boulton, Merner, 
Clemow, Montgomery, 
Drammond, Odell, 
Glasier, Perley, 
Grant, Prowse 
Kaulbach, Read (Quint), 
Lougheed, 
McCallum, Reid (Cariboo), 
McClelan, anford, 
McInnes (B.C.), Stevens, 
cKay Sutherland, 
McKindse ; Vidal, 
McMillan, Wark.—82 
Non-CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs 
Armand, Haythorne, 
i Howlan, 
Boldue, ” Murph 
u urpby, 
Cours O’Donohoe, 
Chaffers, Paquet, 
DeBlois, Pelletier, 
Dever Power, 
Girard, Robitaille, 
Guévremont, Scott. —20. 


Hon. Me. LACOSTE announced that he 
had paired with Mr. Dickey. 


Hon. Me. SULLIVAN announced that 
he ‘had paired with Mr. Flint. 


The Bill was then read the second time. 
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SAMUEL MAY RELIEF BILL. 
SECOND READING POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Second reading of Bill (16) “An Act to 
confer on the Commissioner of Patents 


certain powers for the relief of Samuel 
May.” | 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: With regard 
to this Bill, there has already been a little 
discussion in the House, and I should like 
my hon. friend who has charge of it to 
postpone the further consideration of it 
until Monday next. There is another Bill 
of a similar character coming up which I 
expect to have here on Friday, and I should 
like to consider them together, 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved that the Order of the Day be 
discharged, and that the Bill be read the 
second time on Monday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


SECOND READINGS 


Bill (79) “ An Act respecting tho Grand 
Trunk Railway Company of Canada.” 
(Mr. Vidal.) 

Bill (86) “An Act respecting the Cen- 
tral Ontario Railway.” (Mr. Read.) 

Bill (74) “An Act respecting the 
Confederation Life Association.” (Mr. 
Murphy.) 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (9) “ An Act further to amend the 
Adulteration Act, Cap. 107 of the Revised 
Statutes.” (Mr. Abbott.) 

Bill (6) “An Act relating to Bills of 
Exchange,Cheques and Promissory Notes.” 
(Mr. Abbott.) 


The Senate adjourned at 5:45 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, March 20th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (V) “An Act to amend the Acts 
respecting the North-West Territories.” 
(Mr. Abbott.) - 


Adulteration Act [SENATE] Amendment Bill. 


Bill (W) “An Act respecting Grants of 
Public Lands.” (Mr. A st) 
Bill (X) “ An Act to amend Cap. 127 of 
the Revised Statutes, entitled: ‘An Act re- 
specting Interest.’ ” (Mr. Abbott.) 


ADULTERATION ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


SECOND READING POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day being called— 
Second reading Bill (9) “ An Act further 
to amend the Adulteration Act, Cap. 107 of 
the Revised Statutes.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
Order of the Day be discharged, as the 
Bill had not been distributed. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Are there any 
changes from the Bill as introduced in 
the other House? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have not seen 
the Bill, and am not, therefore, able to in- 
form my hon. friend. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I might mention 
that the principle which the hon. gentle- 
man laid down yesterday, and which I 
thought was an extremely good one, should 
be followed in this case. It would be in- 
finitely better if the draughtsman should 
consolidate the amendments. Last Session 
we made changes, and this Session we are 
asked to make further changes, and it is 
extremely difficult to ascertain without 
such a consolidation what the changes are. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—As soon as we have 
the reprint of the Bill I shall endeavor to 
meet my hon. friend’s view. 


Hon. Mr. PAQUET—Last year the 
hon. gentleman promised that he would 
endeavor to have the law amended 80 as 
to provide a legal standard for milk. 
Under the existing law it is impossible to 
convict a vendor of milk for adulteration, 


as we have no legal standard. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTTI—I promised to do 
it as far as I could do so. 


Hon. Mr. PAQUET—<After I had the 
conversation with the hon. gentleman, I 
promised the Dairy Association that I 
would urge upon the Government to have 
a legal standard fixed, and I would like to 
know if there is any hope that we may 
get something definite this Session ? 
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Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I think I explained 
to my hon. friend the difficulty which 
existed last year—that it was almost im- 
possible to determine a standard percen- 
tage, because the percentage of fatty matter 
in the milk of some animals was at times 
so extremely low that it would not be con- 
venient to make that the standard, and at 
the same time it would be an extreme 
hardship to provide that the milk of Hol- 
stein cows, for instance, should be excluded 
because it was not up to the standard. I 
have not discussed the matter with my 
colleague this Session, but I shall do 80 
before we proceed with the Bill. 


The motion was ati to, and the Order 
of the Day was discharged. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE, CHEQUES 
AND PROMISSORY NOTES BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (6) “An Act relating to 
Bills of Exchanye, Cheques and Promis- 
sory Notes.” He said: I suppose the House 
will not expect me to enter upon the de- 
tails of this Bill on its second reading. It 
is almost a reproduction of the existing 
law—in fact, it is a sort of code for promis- 
sory notes and bills of exchange, the first 
that bas been made under the power given 
to the Federal Parliament by the British 
North America Act. Every clause will 
be considered in detail in committee, and 
in order that members may have time to 
look carefully into the Bill and make up 
their minds about it, I propose to submit 
it to Committee of the Whole on Wednes- 
day next. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—This Bill has just |? 


been handed to mo, and I am not in a posi- 
tion to say much about it; but my hon. 
friend will remember the promise he made 
yesterday, that he would get somebody in 
the Department of Justice to strike off a 
few slips showing what the changes are in 
this Bill? 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I have given such 
orders. It is not very easy to show what 
all the changes are, but I propose to show 
in what respect the law is to be changed. 


Horn. Me. KAULBACH—The changes 
are, briefly, to make the law uniform 
throughout the Dominion. 
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—— 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
read the second time. | 


The Senate adjourned at 4 p. m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, March 21st, 1890. . 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


NORTH CANADIAN ATLANTIC RAIL- 
WAY AND STEAMSHIP CO.’S BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Commit- 
tee on Railways, Telegraph and Harbors, 
reported Bill (88) “An Act to incorporate 
the North Canadian Atlantic Railway and 
Steamship Company,” with an amend- 
ment. He said: The substance of this 
amendment is that it affords time in 
which the competing line can have legis- 
lative power to sell their property, if they 
so agree, to this company. It provides 
also, in case of difference of opinion, a 
mode of adjusting the price, and in the 
meantime this company shall have only 
running powers over the competing line. 
This amendment was reported to us to- 
day by a sub-committee to whom the 
whole matter was referred. The com- 
mittee, of which I had the pleasure of 
being chairman, had before them the diffi- 
cult tusk of recouciling the passage of this 
important measure with a due regard to 
the legitimate interests of the competing 
line; and Iam happy to say that this ob- 
ject was attained in a manner that com- 
mended itself to the support and concur- 
rence of all the parties interested in it. 
This happy result has been attained, I 
think it is fair to the committee to say, in 
consequence of the patient hearing which 
was given to all parties on the question, 
this being the last of three distinct sittings 
which the committee devoted to the con- 
sideration of this measure. I may be also 
permitted to hope that this amendment 
may receive approval in another place, 
and that the result will be that this mea- 
sure, in which a large portion of the 
ple of Quebec have evinced such an in- 
terest, may be brought to a successful 
issue. I have therefore great pleasure in 
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moving that the House do now adopt this| We are not very near the end of the Ses- 
report, My reason for doing so is this: It|sion; there is not the slightest risk of the 
is a report concurred in by all the parties | Bill if it has to waita couple of days, aad 


interested, unanimously concurred in by 
the committee, andI hope it will receive, 
not only the unanimous concurrence of 
this House, but of the other branch of Par- 
liament. At this period of the Session, 
and with the prospect of a holiday before 
us, it is important that the Bill should be 
sent down to the other House, so that it 
may be concurred in there, and be in a 

osition to be passed upon with other 

ills, at the first meeting of the repre- 
sentatives of the Crown, which I am led to 
believe may be possible before the end of 
next week. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not see any 
objection to the Bill taking this present 
stage. I have seen the amendment, and it 
is an important one, but, at the same time, 
one which solves all the difficulties be- 
tween the proposed company and the ex- 
isting company, which isa railway run- 
ning east from Quebec about 21 miles; but 
there is another point in the Bill to which 
my attention has been called, and while I 
hope that the Bill may be allowed to take 
this stage and get so much nearer comple- 
tion, I propose to ask my hon. friend to let 
the third reading stand over until Wed- 
nesday, in order that this point may be 
considered. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—It was understood 
before the committee that the amendment 
would be concurred in to-day, and the third 
reading taken, and this course was recom- 
mended by the committee. The chairman 
was authorized to say that this was the 
desire, and that no notice would be re- 
quired for any amendments that might be 
proposed at the third reading. The hon. 
member from Montreal has, I think, an 
amendment to move to a very important 
clause of the Bill, and it was understood 
that he might make that amendment with- 
out the usual notice required for amend- 
ments to private Bills. Unless there is 
some urgent reason for postponing the 
third rea ing until Wednesday, I do not 
see why, under the circumstances, it might 
not be read the third time immediately. 


Hon, Mn. POWER—As a private mem- 
ber ot the House, I feel very strongly that 
the step which the hon. leader of the 
House has recommended should be taken. 


I think his suggestion is a proper one. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I would say, in 
answer to my hon. friend from Richmond, 
that the point to which I refer is one of 
immense public importance, and I am not 
satisfied that it has received proper con- 
sideration. . 


Hon. Mr. MILLER— What clause is 
that? 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—The bridge clause. 
I do not know that that was taken up in 
committee. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—It was, and I voted 
against it, and if the motion is made I 
shall vote against it here. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It has not received 
such consideration from my colleagues as 
they desire to give it, and I was requested 
by the Minister of Railways to ask to have 
the Bill stand over until they have time to 
consider it. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It was brought to 
our notice, because an injustice to others 
might be involved if that fact were not 
brought out. An hon. member did pro- 
pose to make a motion in the commit- 
tee to-day with regard to that very clause, 
to strike it out, and it was felt that it was 
a matter, the committee having already 
divided upon it and having recommended 
the clause, that had better be placed before 
the House, and in order to meet the con- 
venience of the hon. member who wanted 
to make a motion in amendment, it was 
agreed to recommend to the House that 
he should be at liberty to do so without 
giving regular notice. The matter was 
brought before us and very fully consid- 
ered. However, the motion now before 
the House is for the adoption of the 
amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Me. LACOSTE—The third reading 
of the Bill being opposed to-day by some 
members, it is impossible for me to pro- 
ceed. Under the circumstances, I move 
that the third reading take place on Wed- 
nesday next. 
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Hon. Mn. ABBOTT—I presume that if 
any amendment shoald be moved on Wed- 
nesday next my hon. friend will consider 
that he has notice of it. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—No; Ishould think 
any amendments to be moved on Wednes- 
day should be placed on the Order Paper. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
not reasonable on that point. I have asked 
for the postponement of the third reading 
in order that the Government may, to- 
morrow, have an opportunity to decide on 
this bridge clause. I cannot foresee what 
they may decide upon, whether to refuse 
permission to constract a bridge, or 
whether they will approveof it; and [ am 
not, therefore, in a position to give notice 
of any amendment which it may be desir- 
able to move on Wednesday next. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—TI think the re- 
marks of the leader of the House shows 
great laxity on the part of the Government 
on this important matter. The measure 
passed through the House of Commons, 
and no objection was raised to it there, 
though the Premier made a general objec- 
tion to further bridging the St. Lawrence. 
I think it would be very wrong and a very 
unfortunate thing to permit any co y 
to obstruct the navigation of the St. Lave 
rence to the extent that it would be 
obstructed below Quebec as this Bill con- 
templates. The promoter of the Bill says 
that unless he gets the clause providi 
for the bridge the whole scheme will 
to the ground. It would be a very easy 
matter at the third reading to move the 
six months’ hoist if the Government object 
to the clause. 


Hon. Ma. ABBOTT—That is what I 
propore to do on Wednesday next if the 

vernment should come to the conclusion 
that they would rather not have another 
bridge across the St. Lawrence down there. 
All that I ask is, that I may be excused 
from plucing on the Notice Paper any 
amendment that the Government may 
think it advisable to have moved at the 
third reading. 


Horn. Me POWER—After the declara- 
tion made by the leader in a full House 
the promoter of the Bill cannot complain 
that he has no notice, and I do not thi 
that amy member of the House would raise 
& technical objection of that sert uader the 


| the 


circumstances, The rules are based on 
common sense, and it would be contrary to 
common sense to expect the leader of the 
Government in this House to give notice 
of an amendment when he does not know 
what the Government may decide to do. 
He has, however, notified the promoter of 
the Bill that he may find it necessary to 
move an amendment to this particular 
clause. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—If the rules are 
based on common sense they shoud be 
carried out. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—The notice might 
be given on Monday. 


Hon. Me. LACOSTE—I shall have no 
objection if a motion is made on Wednes- 
day without further notice, because I un- 
derstand the only question affected is the 
power to build the bridge. Meanwhile, I 
will communicate with the members of m 
company and see what position we wi 
take. I think an amendment to this clause 
would injure that grand scheme. It is 
necessary that our railway should have 
connections with the railway systems on 
both sides of the St. Lawrence. It is true 
there is acompany now in existence which 
intends to build the bridge, but this char- 
ter was granted in 1887, and will lapse in 
the month of June next, and no power 
during the Session will be granted to the 
company—at least there is no Bill before 
ouse, Under the circumstances, I 
think it is in the interest of this company 
to have the bridge clause, so as to be enabled 
to float bonds at once. The whole matter 
will be left in the hands of the Government. 
The Governor in Council will have the 
pews to decide everything. If the other 

ridge is not built they might grant our 
company the right to goon and build a 


bridge. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Sufficient notice 
has been given that the amendment if 
made will Be to the bridge clause. 


Hon. Mz. MURPHY—I have no idea of 
frustrating this great enterprise by de- 
priving the company of the right to build 
the bridge, but my instructions from Mont- 
real are to this effect, that it is marvellous 
that such a Bill should have been before 
the House and the shipping interests 
should not have been informed of it. It is 
still mere marvellous that it should have 
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passed the Railway Committee without 
any provision being made as to the height 
of the bridge above the navigable channel 
of the river. That is the objection that I 
made to-day, and I asked to have that 
clause struck out; but with the assurance 
of the leader of the House that the matter 
will be considered by the Government to- 
morrow, I am satisfied that they will see 
that the bridgo is built at the proper 
height, and that all other conditions neces- 
sary in the public interest will be attended 
to. 


Hon. Me. LACOSTE—Al1 those matters 
are, by this clause, to be decided by the 
Governor in Council. 


The motion was agreed to. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported without 
amendment from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Commerce, were read the third 
time, and passed :— 

Bill (74) “An Act respecting the Con- 
federation Life Association.” (Mr. Vidal.) 

Bill (72) “An Act respecting the Sum- 
merside Bank.” (Mr. Howlan.) 

Bill ee “An Act to incorporate the 
Grand Orange Lodge of British America.” 
(Mr. Clemow.) 


ADU RES LL AMENDMENT 
ILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill No. (9) “An Act further 
to amend the Adulteration Act, Chapter 
107 of the Revised Statutes.” He said: 
This Bill, though long, is largely a 
reprint of former clauses which required 
alteration. The first two clauses that 
occupy the first three pages require a 
change in the middle of them which is not 
easy to be found if printed by themselves 
ee where they should be in- 
serted. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It is not easy to 
find them in the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It will be easy to 
find an amendment in the Bill when it is 
substituted for another, because then it 
will be in the Bill, in the body of it. The 
alteration is in sub-clause No. 7, and it is 
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adulteration harmonious with the new pro- 
vision of the Act, that in certain cases the 
Governor in Council may fix a standard of 
each article of food, and declare what its 
component parts shall be, and this clause 
is put in for the purpose of making that 
one of the definitions of adulteration, The 
only other alteration in that clause is to 

rovide that: the word “analyst” shall 
include any member of the Board 
appointed under the authority. of sub- 
section 2 of section 3 of this Act, and any 
assistant analyst to the Chief Analyst at 
Ottawa. The first three pages of the Bill 
are all as they are in the Statutes, with these 
two exceptions. The alteration in section 
12is simply a verbalone. The word “such 
certificate” is used in the Act, and it 
seems to be doubtful as it stands what 
certificate is referred to; so it is altered 
to represont such certificate as is referred 
to in the preceding section. Section 5 of 
the Act provides for the publication of the 

roceedings of the analyst, and the distri- 

ution of these publications for public in. 
formation. Section 8 is the clause to which 
I have just referred, which enables the 
Governor in Council to establish a standard 
of the component parts of any article of 
food, drug or compound, where it is not 
otherwise provided for under the terms of 
the Act. Section 9 is substituted for a 
previous clause, making much more equi- 
table provisions with respect to trials of 
charges for adulteration, and providing, 
where the facts are such as to show the 
innocence of the accused, or his ignorance 
of the adultcration that has been practised, 
that he is in some cases absolutely dis- 
charged. In section 11 the only alteration 
is the inserting of the word “ procuring,” 
to provide for making any expenses in- 
curred in procuring and analyzing a sample 
of food, drug or fertilizer a portion of the 
costs of the proceedings against the party 
convicted. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There is one point 
inconnection with this Adulteration Act. It 
is a very useful law if it were carried out. 
We passed this Act one year, amended it 
the next year, and the third year further 
amended it, and I think the provisions of 
it are very carefully drawn, and itis a very 

ood Act; but what is the use of legislat- 
ing that such and such shall be deemed 
adulterations, for which the party shall be 


required to make one of the definitions of! punished, and then when these adultera- 
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tions take place the party is never 
punished ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
mistaken. 


Hon. Mr. POW ER— Whatever the prac- 
tice may be in this part of the country, in 
the lower Provinces [ have not heard of a 
single case where any seller of an adulter- 
ated article has been prosecuted for con- 
travention of the Act. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I can speak for my 
own Province, and I can assure my hon. 
friend that there have been repeated prose- 
cutions for adulteration there. I do not 
know whut the statistics of prosecutions 
in other Provinces are, but I know that in 
the city ot Montreal there are many prose- 
cutions under the Act, What the Govern- 
ment are doing is to so amend the law as 
to make the conviction of offenders against 
it sure. There seems to be an unaccount- 
able disposition on the part of magistrates 
to let off those parties. Probably it is 
because adulterations are so common, or it 
is because tradesmen are supposed not to 
know much about them; but the attention 
of the Department is more and more 
directed to this particular subject, with a 
view of endeavoring to make this system 
effective. I omitted to mention,with regard 
to a standard for milk, that I was unable 
to see the Minister to-day, owing to his 
being occupied in departmental business, 
but before the Bill comes up for the third 
rea ling I shall be able to give my hon. 
friend an answer. 


Hon. Me. REESOR—I beg to call the 
attention of the hon. member to the fact 
that a great many parties have been let 
off, because the goods sold were adulterated 
before they reached them—s0 far as the 
evidence went, they did not know that the 
goods were adulterated. It would be a 
great hardship fora man to be fined in a 
case of that kind for adulterating goods. 
The Act has accomplished a great deal of 
good, by putting dealers more on their 
guard against introducing adulterated 
articles than before, and the public are 
more on the watch to see that the goods 
nag buy are what they are represented to 


Hon. Mn. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will perceive that the plea whieh he says 
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has been put forth, and which defendants 
are entitled to, and on which they are ac- 

uitted, must be a bonâ fide plea; but the 
act is, that most of the dealers—and this 
is one of the difficulties it is almost impos- 
sible to get over—most of the dealers in 
articles usually adulterated must know 
whether they are adulterated or not, not 
because they have adulterated them, or 
examined them, but they know from the 
price at which they buy and sell. When 
they sell a box of coffee below a. certain 
price they know whether it is all coffee or 
not ; but it cannot be said that they have 
any special knowledge of it. They take 
it in good faith as being coffee, and sell it 
as cotiee, just as they get it, and it is very 
hard before a judicial tribunal to say : “ You 
must know, being a skilled grocer, that 
there was chicory in that coffee.” . Thatis 
one of the great difficulties, and 1 do not 
know how it is going to be got over, about 
articles sold by tradesmen. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—A great many gro- 
cers sell coffee openly as a mixture of 
coffee and chicory. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—They are bound to 
describe it in that way now. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—So far, I don’t 
know that they are necessarily to blame. 
Parties want cheap articles, and buy them 
adulterated; other dealers sell the article 
in a pure state and grind it before the 
purchaser. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was road a second time. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (89) “ An Act to amend the Act in- 
corporating the River Detroit Winter Rail- 
way Bridge Company, and to change the 
name of the Company to the River Detroit 
Railway Bridge Company.” (Mr. McKind- 
ey.) 

Bill (91) “An Act to grant certain 

wers to the Chambly Manufacturing 

mpany.’ (Mr. Peltier.) 


The Senate adjourned at 4:15 p.m. 
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THE SENATE, 
Ottawa, Monday, March 24th, 1890. 


Taz SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


SAMUEL MAY RELIEF BILL. 
SEOOND READING POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Second reading Bill (16) “An Act to 
confer on the Commissioner of Patents 
+ powers for the relief of Samuel 

y.” 


Hon. Me. MaoINNES (Burlington) said : 
When this Bill came up for a second read- 


ing on a previous occasion the leader of 


the House requested me to postpone it 
until a Bill of a similar character came up 
from the other House. That Bill has 
not reached us, and, as the leader of the 
House is not here, and he has requested 
me to ask a further postponement, I move 
that the Order of the Day be discharged, 
and that the Bill be read a second time on 
Wednesday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT. 
MOTION. 


Hon, Mr. READ moved the adoption of 
the Fourth Report of the Joint Committee 
of both Houses on the Printing of Parlia- 
ment. 


The motion was agreed to. 


ELBOW RIVER WATER CO.’S BILL. 
FIRST AND SEOOND READINGS, 


Bill (9 “An Act to incorporate the 
Elbow River Water Power Company,” was 
introduced and read the first time. 


Hon. Ma. LOUGHEED moved the 
sus ion of the 41st Rule of the House, 
and that the Bill be read the second time 
presently. He said: The reason 1 make 
this App eatin is that a delegation has 
arrived from Calgary, consisting of the 
Mayor and some of the councillors, and 
they are desirous of presenting their views 
before the Committee on Railways, Tele- 
graphs and Harborson this question. As 


we contemplate an adjournment for some 
time, and as it would bo impossible for 
those gentlemen to wait over the adjourn- 
ment, I trust that hon. members will allow 
the Rules to be suspended and the Bill to be 
read the second time presently, so that 
these gentlemen may have an opportunity 
to appear before the Committee. 


The motion was agreed to. 


SASKATCHEWAN RAILWAY AND 
MINING CO.’S BILL. 


FIRST READING. 


Bill (34) “ An Act toamend the Act to in- 
corporate the Saskatchewan Railway and 
Mining Company,” was introduced and read 
the first time. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved the 
suspension of the 41st Rule, and that the 
Bill be read the second time presently. 
He said: I think the House will treat this 
Bill with as much consideration as they 
did the last one, and I think I have a good 
precedent to ask that the Rule be 
suspended. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think this is the 
first time that a request of this sort has 
been made without any reason being 
given. I fancy there can hardly be any 

ood reason, for if there were, no one is 
better qualified to put the reason before 
the House than the hon. gentleman who 
has made this motion. 


Hon. Mn. READ—As for my qualifica- 
tion in this instance, I may say I have 
none; I do not know anything about the 
Bill. I was simply asked to move the sus- 
pension of the Rule; but as there is an 
objection, 1 beg to withdraw the motion, 
and to move that the Bill be read the sec- 
ond time on Wednesday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY CO.’S BILL. 


FIRST READING. 
Bill (87) ‘An Act respecting the Pontiac 


Pacific Junction Railway Company,” was 
introduced and read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. Pea am very much in 
the position of my hon. fri Opposite 
with regard to this Bill, The promoter 
of the Bill simply asked me to move the 
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suspension of the Rule and that the Bill be 
read the second time presently ; but as he 
has given me no explanation for adopting 
such a course, and as there is an objection 
to it, I move thatfthe Bill be read the sec- 
ond time on Wednesday next. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I do not know even 
that that motion should be allowed. This 
Bill contemplates the ae of a bridge 
across the river Ottawa. think the 
policy which is now in favor is to obstruct 
these navigable streams as little as possi- 
ble, and perhaps, second to the St. Law- 
rence alone, is the Ottawa River in this 
respect. Iam not in favor of any one of 
these projects, and I give my hon. friend 
notice that I must have ample evidence 
as to the necessity for this bridge when 
the Bill is before the committee, before I 
give it my support, 

Hon. Me. CLEMOW—There are some 
very objectionable features inthis Bill. Hon. 
gentlemen will recollect that a Bill has 
already passed this House providing for 
one bridge across the Ottawa River here. 
The promoters have incorporated in this 
Bill similar rights and privileges, and have 
also incorporated other rights and privi- 
leges of which they have given no notice. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY—I rise to a 
question of order. The hon. gentleman 
has no right to discuss the principle of the 
Bill on this motion for asecond reading at 
a future day. 


Toe SPEAKER—The point of ordér is 
not well taken. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—This Bill asks for 
the right to build a bridge across the 
Ottawa, almost at the same point for which 
another charter has already been granted, 
and for other rights which the original 
charter did not give them. They also 
appiy, without notice, for power to build a 
foot passenger bridge, and to collect tolls. 
Hon. gentlemen will recollect that whén 
the Morrisburg Railway was before the 
House, the provision for a bridge across 
the Ottawa was struck out, on the under- 
standing that there should be only one 

i allowed across the Ottawa River at 
this point ; therefore, it would be very 
wrong to allow this company to have 
powers that were struck out of the other 
company’s Bill on the same principle. I 

ink that when the Bill comes before the 
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committee I shall be able to show that 
they have incorporated in it several 
clauses of which notice has not been given, 
and I shall oppose it on several particulars, 

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—This discussion only 
shows the inconvenience of debating the 
preps of the Bill at the wrong stage. 

am constrained to say, with the Bill in 
my hand, that the hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa has entirely misinterpreted its 
contents. This Bill merely asks for an 
extension of time, in order to allow the 
company to complete their works. There 
is nothing in the Bill about foot passengeis 
and tolls. 


The motion was agreed to. 


AN ADJOURNMENT. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH moved that the House 
do now adjourn. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Before the House 
adjourns, I wish to state that owing to an 
irregularity in the notice of motion sub- 
mitted by me in our routine proceedings 
to-day, I give notice for Thursday, the 27th 
instant, that when the House adjourns on 
that day it do stand adjourned until the 
15th of April next, at 8.30 p.m. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—I would like to 
know why we were brought here at all 
to-day, unless it was to hear our prayers. 
There is no business to be done, and I do 
not see why the House was not adjourned 
over Friday until Wednesday next, to 
allow those gentlemen, who could have 
done so, to go to their homes. I get up to 
look at the House, and I am reminded 
very much of the words of a celebrated 
orator when he was brought before a 
Scotch audience. After the cheers had 
subsided he said: “ What have we all come 
here to-day for ? Curiosity? No,” said he, 
“curiosity never brought so many Scotch- 
men together ? It is something else.” I 
say there is neither curiosity nor business, 
nor anything else that has brought us 
together. There is no business before the 
House and no reason why we should not 
have adjourned over until Wednesday. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—We could not have 
adjourned without a notice, 


Hon. Me. MILLER—The adjournment 
could have been moved, and that motion 
could have been carried by the unanimous 
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consent of the House. I contend that the 
Senate occupy a much more ludicrous 
position before the eyes of the country 
when weare brought here to do no business, 
but merely to say our prayers, than if we 
had adjourned. Any one who has followed 
the business of Parliament must know 
that the Senate for years has given con- 
scientious attention to the legislation of 
the Dominion in its committees. There is 
where the work is done, and I can turn to 
the hon. gentleman on my right (Mr. 
Dickey) and say that perhaps no member 
of the Senate deserves more from Parlia- 
ment than he does for the consideration, 
the attention, the ability and the patience 
which he has given to committee work. 
And it is telling, too, because you find the 
other day the House of Commons seri- 
ously considering the proposal to send all 
private Bill legislation to this House, ac- 
cording to the custom prevailing in Eng- 
land in regard to legislation in the 
Imperial Parliament. I repeat that the 
wise, careful and attentive consideration 
which this House gives and has been 
giving for years to the legislation 
of the country is telling—and perhaps 
ne hostile public opinion—in favor of 

is House. I do not think, under these 
circumstances, that we should be called 
upon in this way to show that we have 
nothing to do, when the House of Com- 
mons has adjourned over Tuesday. I 
thought the other day, when some import- 
ant Bill came up before the House, for 
instance the Promissory Note Bill, which 
would take some time in committee, and 
the North-West Lands Bill, the North- 
West Government Bill and some other 
Billx, that we might have them to-day. I 
do not see why these Bills were not remit- 
ted to this House to-day. - Is it to suit the 
convenience of the gentleman that leads 
the House, and who had to go to Montreal, 
that the public business of the country is 
to be shoved aside in this way ? I may feel 
it my duty before Parliament rises to sub- 
mit a resolution to the Senate on this ques- 
tion. : 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I am quite sure that 
had the leader of this House known the 
wishes of the hon. Senator from Richmond 
he would very likely have complied with 
them; but the hon. gentleman had some 
business to look after, to-day, in Mont- 
real. He is to be here on Wednesday 
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morning, and there is considerable busi- 
ness to done on Wednesday and 
Thursday before the Easter adjourn- 
ment. I think the hon. leader, on all 
occasions, endeavors to comply with 
the wishes of the majority of this House, 
even against his own convenience. To- 
morrow being a holiday, it is my intention 
to move that this House do stand adjourned 
until Wednesday next, and Wednesday and 
Thursday will be sufficient to bring up all 
arrears of business to that date. 


‘Hon. Me. MILLER—I have no doubt at 
all that everything that has been said by 
the hon. gentleman:is quite correct, but I 
ask this House to consider first what this 
body represents. This body represents 
the highest court in the Dominion. It 
represents the first branch of the Parlia- 
ment of a great coun It should not 
forget its dignity and its rights; and what 
are we called upon to adjourn over for? 
Why, to suit the convenience of an in- 
dividual member of the House. 


Hon. Me. SMITH- No; no. 


Hon. Me. MILLER-I say it is, and un- 
less this thing is moderated I will submit 
a motion and record the opinion of the 
House as to the way generally in which 
this House is treated with regard to Min- 
isterial measures. 


Hon. Me. SMITH—TI should say that 
the leader of the House intended to move 
an adjournment until the 7th of April, and 
that would have have taken in Easter week 
and a few days more. 


Hon. Mrz. MILLER—It is quite time 
that this House should speak out, if we do 
not want to go duwn to nothing. 


THE SPEAKER—I understand that the 
motion now made by the Hon. Mr. 
Smith is to this effect: That the House do 
new adjourn until Wednesday afternoon 
at three o'clock. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is no notice 
of that motion before the House. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—To-morrow will be 
a statutory holiday. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is no notice 
of this motion before the House, and I 
take objection to it on a point of order. 
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Tax SPEAKER —TI hope that this, mat- 
ter will be arranged without any further 
feeling. I suppose that Parliament can 
sit every day if it pleases, Sunday included. 
There are however, certain days which 
are considered as public holidays or fétes 
d'obligation. I believe that to-morrow is 
one of these. The hon. gentleman in makin 
his first motion had forgotten this an 
then got up and moved the motion now 
before the House, that when the House 
adjourns it stands adjourned until Wednes- 
day next. If the hon. gentleman insists 
on his objection that the motion cannot be 
made without notice, of course it is fatal. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—It is to be hoped 
that the hon. gentleman from Richmond 
will not insist on his objection, for we shall 
be in a worse position to-morrow than we 
are in to-day. There is nothing at all on 
the Orders of the Day for to-morrow, and 
nothing can come before the House. The 
House of Commons is not now sitting, and 
we have the only Bills that are in a 
sition to come before us from the House of 
Commons ; consequently, if the hon. gentle- 
man from Richmond insists upon his ob- 
jection we shall have nothing at all to do 
to-morrow but come here and say our 
prayers; and I may say, as one member of 
the House that I do not get a great deal of 
spiritual advantage from that exercise. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The objection is a 
fatal one if the hon. gentleman insists 
upon it, but I do not think that he will 
stand alono in this matter, and say that 
his willis to prevail against the will of 
the whole House. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—[f other hon. gentle- 
men get as little advantage from the pray- 
ers as the hon. gentleman from Halifax 
does, and there is to be uo other business 
before us, I shall not press my objection 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 26th, 1889. 


Tax SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 
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ELBOW RIVER WATER POWER 
COS BILL. 


REJECTED. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and 
Harbors, reported Bill (76) “An Act to 
incorporate the Elbow River Water Power 
Company,” recommending that the Bill be 
not pester as it would be contrary to the 
public interests. He said: As the rule 
requires that reasons should be given for 
postponing a Bill, I may briefly explain 
why we make this recommendation. This 
corporation asks for power to appropriate 
the Elbow River for the purpose of specu- 
lating. This river, as it happens, passes 
through the southern margin of the city 
of Calgary. Looking to the future of that 
city, which occupies perhaps the most 
commanding position in the North-West, 
and looking tn the vital importance of its 
water supply, the committee considered, 
with very little difference of opinion, that 


PO-lit would be most unwise to allow that 


water privilege to be taken away, and to 
ee the power of diverting it entirely 

rom its present course to another termina- 
tion in the Bow River, and they, therefore, 
recommend that it is against the interests 
of the city of Calgary, represented before 
the committee by the Mayor and Corpora- 
tion, and, therefore, against the public 
interest. I apprehend that the House 
will have no difficulty in agreeing withthe 
committee that such a Bill should not 
receive the sanction of this House. I 
therefore move that the report be adopted. 


The motion was agreed to. 


A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved: That when 
the House adjourns on Thursday, the 27th 
instant, it do stand adjourned until Tues- 
day, the 15th day of April, at hait-past 
eight o’clock in the evening. He said: It 
is understood that there is very little legis- 
lation before the Senate now, and the 
practice has been that the Senate adjourns 
over Easter week. It is thought desirable 
to make the adjournment, this time, a 
little longer, to enable hon. gentlemen 
who live at x distance to visit their homes. 
Members from the North-West and from 
the Maritime Provinces cannot take ad- 
vantage of those adjournments; if the pro- 
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posed adjournment is grantod they can. I 
understand that the Budget is to be 
brought down to-morrow, and that the de- 
bate thereon is likely to occupy several 
days, when no business will be brought up 
to this House. Short adjournments are of 
no value to members who do not live 
within a reasonable distance; but if the 
adjournment proposed in my motion is 
considered too long, it might be reduced 
to the 9th of April. | 


Hon. Me. MoINNES (B. C.)—Better 
make it a week longer, so that British 
Columbia members can go home. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I am taken by 
surprise in this matter. I understood 
from my hon. friends that they had with- 
drawn this motion for to-day, and had 
made it for to-morrow, and I see another 
motion to the same effect on the Order 
Paper for to-morrow. I think my hon. 
friend had better withdraw his motion. It 
is not in the interest of the public or inthe 
interest of legislation that these adjourn- 
ments should take place. When we come 
to look at the number of Bills of great 
importance, such as the Banking Bill, 
Promissory Notes and Bills of Exchange 
Bill, and other important Bills that are to 
come before this House, I do not think it 
is advisable that we should have such a 
long adjournment, If we do adjourn, it 
should be simply over the Easter holi- 
days, the same as the House of Commons. 
They will probably meetevery day except 
one next week. In consequence of those 
repeated applications for adjournments, 
the business of this House is not in a satis- 
factory position. They are generally 
brought up for discussion by gentlemen 
who do not take an active interest in the 
business of the House. There is no neces- 
sity for adjourning beyond ‘Tuesday. The 
banks are open on other days, business is 
going on, and men are at work in the 
streets and in their shops, yet the Senate is 
asked, for some particular purpose, to ad- 
journ for several days. esterday the 
Senate did not meet, though the pages and 
messengers were ou hand; the Senators 
ulone were absent. 


Hon. Mz. ROBITAILLE — Yesterday 
was a statutory holidy. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—If my hon. 
friend wished to say his prayers on that 


day there was no reason why he should 
not do so; but even that hon. gentle- 
man I found about the House, as well as 
others, though it was aday supposed to be 
set apart for prayers. I do not know that 
there is anything obligatory that we should 
do no work on that day. 


Hon. Mra. ROBITAILLE—It is a statu- 
tory holiday. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—There are sev- 
eral important Bills before the committee 
of which Iam chairman—the Divorce Com- 
mittee—that we cannot go on with, and if 
this long adjournment takes place the effect 
may be that justice will not be done. I 
think we had better alter the rules of our 
House and the constitution of the Senate, 
and provide that all those days tbat hon. 

entlemen take as holidays should not 

e taken at the expense of the public. We 
are called here to do important business, 
and we should stay and attend to it. If the 
adjourned days were called absent days, 
and were taken from the indemnity of 
members, there would not be so many ad- 
journments asked for. I say in all earn- 
estness that itis not in our interests to 
adjourn ; because, after an adjournment, 
whether long or short, we come here rushed 
with business, and instead of discussing the 
public measures before us in a deliberate 
way, they will be put through in a manner 
not creditable to this House. I contend 
that we had better adjourn the Senate alto- 
gether and amend the constitution, if we 
are to bring upon ourselves, by our own con- 
duct, the adverse criticism of the public. 
I do hope the leader of the House, having 
the responsibility on his shoulders of seeing 
that the business of the Senate is prose- 
cuted effectively, will, in the interest of 
legislation, and in the public interest, op- 
pose prolonged holidays as being detri- 
mental to the best interests of the country. 
We had an adjournment in the early part 
of the Session for ten days. Then we had 
another adjournment of ten days. 


An Hon. GENTLEMAN—No; only a 
week. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—Well, say a 
week; yet, here we are asked again for 
another adjournment of two weeks. I was 
going to say I wonder that my hon. friend 
has the audacity to rise in the House aud 
propose such a motion as this. The Bills 
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before us should occupy the undivided at- 
tention of the House for a week if properly 


discussed, and I do hope that the leader of 


the Government will state to the House 
that it is not in the public interest that 
there should be any longer adjournment 
than is necessitated by the Easter holidays. 
If the adjournment does take place there 


are Bills before the Divorce Committee 


that cannot be proceeded with; members 
of the Committee will not stay bere and 

roceed with the consideration of these 
important questions during an adjourn- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—When did the Di- 


vorce Committee meet last ? 


Hon. Mr. KAU LBACH—Some time last 


week. We had a meeting since then, and, 


in consequence of the evidence not being 


printed, the committee felt that they were 
not prepared to discuss the merits of the 
Bills, or decide upon the important ques- 
tions which they involved. I say the 
effect of this adjournment will be to post- 

one the consideration of those questions 


fore the committee, and will no doubt 


have the effect of depriving those persons 
who are looking to this Senate for the 
passage ot these Bills of the retief which 
they seek from Parliament. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—I move in 
amendment, that when the House adjourns 
on Thursday next it stand adjourned until 
Wednesday, the 9th of April. Iam quite 
willing that an adjournment should take 
place, but I think that ten or twelve days 
will be ample to enable my hon. friend 
who made this motion to go to his home, 
remain there a couple of dave, and return. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I am very much 
confused by the different amendments. I 
would like to know what the leader 
of the House has to say to these proposi- 
tions, and also how senators will be 
treated on the Intercolonial Railway. 


When Sir Charles Tupper had charge of 


the Intercolonial Railway, the members 
of this House had free passage over that 
line. Under the system that prevails now 
we travel athalffare. If we put on white 
chokers and called ourselves “ reve: end ”— 
and I do not see why we should not—we 
would get the same rate. If I was to 
travel as a drummer selling boots and 
shoes I would get the same rate, although 
21 
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I have less baggage. I hear that the man- 
agement of the road has been very much 
improved of late by adopting suggestions 
that I have made in this House from time 
to time. For instance, I told them time : 
and again that they could shorten the 
journey between Montreal and Halifax by 

aving breakfast at one place instead of 
two. They used to have breakfast at 
Truro and Amherst; now they have it at 
only one of these places. I also told them 
that they could save time by taking water 
at stations where they had to stop for 
other purposes, I should have thought 
the Minister of Railways and all his depu- 
ties would have waited on me and 
thanked me for all the suggestions I gave 
them, and which they have adopted, by 
which they have shortened the journey 
between Montreal und Halifax some six 
hours. We have now only one night in the 
Pullman, whereas we had two before m 
suggestions were adopted. I should like 
to ask what the leader of the House thinks 
about making the Intercolonial Railway 
free for senators travelling to and from 
the capital in connection with the public 
business. I do not agree with the hon. 
member from Lunenburg on the question 
of consulting the people on public ques- 
tions. For instance, I should like to 
meet the people of Halifax and ascertain 
whether they prefer the Harvey Short 
Line or the one from Riviére du Loup to 
Moncton. Hulifax wants both; but if they 
were told that they could get only one 
they might state which they preferred. I 
do not know that the hon. member from 
Lunenburg would have any occasion to 
consult his constituents. There is no 
canal or railway in which they are inter- 
ested. There is a little packet which goes 
to Halifax and furnishes communication 
with civilisation. We who live in civilised 
communities would like to go and find out 
what our constituents think on public 
questions. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am in favor of 
the amendment moved by the hon. mem- 
ber from New Westminster. It has been 
the custom to adjourn for about twelve 
days at Easter in past Sessions. That is. 
all that the hon. member proposes. The 
House of Commons, as I understand, will 
adjourn for a week. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—No; no. 
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Hon. Me. POWER—I have fairly good 
authority for saying so. My informant is 
-one of the Ministry. Perhaps the hon. 
member from Lunenburg has something 
later and more authoritative. I think 
that the speech made by the hon. gentle- 
‘man is one that we are all familiar with. 
We have heard it already twice this Ses- 
sion, and at least twice every Session for 
some years. The only new thing that 
appeared in his speech is the fact that 
the committee of which he is chairman 
would be interfered with to some extent 
by the proposed adjournment. With the 
exception of that reference, the hon. gen- 
tleman might as well have said: “If hon. 
members will refer to my speech, made a 
month ago, at the last adjournment, they 
will see my sentiments.” It would have 
saved time and covered the ground just as 
effectually. Take my own case. I am 
like a good many other members who 
come from a distance. I have been here 
nearly two and a-half months attending 
to the public business whenever there was 
any to be attended to. Easter is at hand, 
and we propose to adjourn as usual. Now, 
the question is whether the adjournment 
at Easter will be made so that it will suit 
members who live at a distance from the 
capital or not. Hon. gentlemen who live 
comparatively near Ottawa should show a 
little consideration for the convenience of 
those who live a little distance away. 


Hon. Mr. HAY THORNE—No. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. 
man from Prince Edward Islan 


“No.” 
Hon. MR. HAYTHORNE—I say, no. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This is a free 
country, and people are at liberty to ex- 
press their opinions. It so happens that 
the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward 
Island would not go home no matter how 
long the recess was. As for the hon. mem- 
ber from Lunenburg, his home at pre- 
sont really is in Montreal, and not in Lun- 
enburg; therefore, he is not anxious that 
we should have a long adjournment. If I 
thought that the public business would 
suffer owing to this adjournment I should 
not support the motion, but I do not think 
it will suffer. There is not the slightest 
possibility that Parliament will be pro- 
rogued before the Ist of May, so that at 
the very lowest and most moderate calcu- 


entle- 
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lation we shall have at least three weeks 
to transact whatever business may come 
before us. Any gentleman who has noticed 
the vast amount of work done during the 
last week of the Session by this House 
will understand that we will have no diff- 
culty in dealing with any business that may 
come before us during the three weeks that 
must elapse after the close of this adjourn- 
ment. The object in selecting Thursday 
is to enable gentlemen from Manitoba to 
reach their homes by Sunday. With re 
spect to the vast amount of work which 
the hon. gentleman has given us to under- 
stand we have before us, I contend he is 

uite mistaken. There is only one Order 
or to-morrow—that is, Committee of the 
Whole House on the Adulteration Bill. 
The business of the committees is very 
well up. There are almost no Bills before 
the committees and the public business will 
not suffer at all owing to this adjournment. 
I hope that hon. gentlemen who live com- 
pera ely near the capital and who have 

ad several oppor uuitiee during the Ses- 
sion to visit their homes will not now deal 
in aniggardly or churlish spirit with those 
who live some distance away. 


Hon. Mz. HAYTHORNE—I think I 
might pay the hon. member from Halifax 
the same compliment that he paid the hon. 
gentleman from Lunenburg, because I 
think we have heard similar sentiments 
from his lips on other occasions. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—Never; this is the 
first time that I have spoken in the same 
direction. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—With the 
exception that on other occasions he did 
not differ so far from me. I think we 
should not have long adjournments. As to 
the fairness of accommodating gentlemen 
who live a distance from the capital, such 
considerations should not enter into the 
votes given by the members of this House. 
We are sent here to attend to the public 
business, and for no other purpose. And 
when we begin to weigh the cost and incon- 
venience which different members will suf- 
fer personally, I say we are departing from 
our proper duty. I was anxious to hear 
from the leader of the Government what 
his view was with regard to this adjourn- 
ment, because I presume that whatever 
the Government approve of will necessarily 
be carried. [have a recollection that when 
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the House adjourned the first time after the 
opening of the Session we had from the 
leader of the House a distinct pledge that 
no more adjournments would be asked for 
this side of Easter, and that the House 
would then be in a position to rise before 
Easter. I know that circumstances have 
occurred with regard to the hon. gentle- 
man himself which I, in common with 
others, regret, which caused his absence, 
but having returned to us it 18 the more 
incumbent on him to economise all the time 
that we can and waste none. I was here 
two day before the opening of the Session 
and have been here ever since, though I 
have business that I could attend to if I 
could only be at home. I am not goin 
to allow anything of this kind to weig 
with me at all. Let us have no adjourn- 
ment whatever, except for the Easter holi- 
days, and then let it be of the smallest 
possible dimensions. 


Hon. Me. PROWSE—Before taking a 
seat in this Chamber, and before receivin 
my appointment to the Senate, I was | 
to believe that the hon. gentlemen com- 
posing this ext were gentlemen who were 
imbued with a high sense of the important 
position they occupy; that they are not 
responsible like gentlemen who occupy 
seats in another place—not directly res- 
ponsible tothe Régie ae were chosen ag 
men who would be responsible to a higher 
authority, the best interests of their coun- 
try and their own consciences. Since 
coming here I have been impressed with 
the idea that the deliberations of this hon. 
House are not meeting the expectations of 
the people, and I am to some extent dis- 
appointed. My experience since I came 
to the Senate has been that whenever an 
important question was proposed which 
would be worthy of consideration in this 
Chamber for a week, it was passed over 
in a few minutes. I refer to two of those 
in particular—one, the question introduced 
by the hon. gentleman from Calgary in 
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ation, a question on which I thought the 
matured minds of the older senators in 
this House would have spent some time in 
expressing their views fully; yet it was 
passed over, apparently with no other 
object than to adjourn the House and have 
as few speeches as possible, I find also 
that when an hon. member rises in his place 
to address the House he is very often 
interrupted by conversations and inter- 
jections which render it very unpleasant 
for him to proceed with the remarks he 
has to make. When this Dominion was 
first confederated we never heard a word 
about doing away with the Senate. The 
constitution was framed by delegates 
appointed for that purpose and it was con- 
firmed by every Province in the Dominion, 
and that constitution provided that we 
should have a House of Commons and a 
Senate, and the sentiment was never 
expressed that we could do without an 
Upper Chamber. But what do we find 

ay? We find an agitation throughout 
the country in favor of doing away with 
the Senate altogether, and in some quarters 
in favor of an elective Senate. hat are 
the causes? I maintain it is due to the fact 
that members of this House have not shown 
themselves equal to the responsibilities 
imposed upon them. 


Some Hon. GENTLEMEN—No! No! 
No! 


Hon. Me. PROWSE—That is, in my 
humble opinion the cause, and if this 
Chamber gets into disrepute with the 
people of the Provinces the senators them- 
selves are alone responsible for it. I shall 
feel it my duty, when the usefulness of 
this Chamber is gone, to be prepared to 
vote for its abolition. But I contend that 
its usefulness is not gone. I contend that 
it is one of the best guarantees we have 
against hasty legislation in another place, 
and if hon. gentlemen will only apply 
themselves to the duties devolving upon 
them as senators they will make of this 


reference to immigration, which is one of| Chamber an institution in which the people 


the most important questions that could 
be considered by this Chamber or by any 
other body, in the present condition of the 
Dominion. It was passed over with one 
or two speeches. Then there was the very 
important question, perhaps not second to 
the first one in importance, introduced by 
the hon. gentleman from Manitoba (Mr. 
me in reference to Imperial Feder- 
1 


throughout the Dominion will have full 
confidence. I understand that my hon. 
friend from Alberton (Mr. Howlan) has 
a question to bring before this House which 
demands most careful consideration, I 
might almost say it is whether Prince 
Edward Island really belongs to this Con- 
federation or not—whether the terms of 
Union which were promised us some seven- 
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teon years ago have ever been fulfilled. 
This question, I take it, demands from the 
Senate very careful, long and continued 
deliberation and discussion; and other 
questions might be introduced which would 
be useful to the country and to the credit 
of the Senate, if sufficient time and atten- 
tion were given to them. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TI hope the 
few remarks that I made on this subject 
will have some influence on the leader of 
the House. Iam very much surprised at 
the remarks of the senior member for 
Halifax to-day. He said that my remarks 
on this question were a repetition of my re- 
marks on former occasions—that I brought 
nothing new to bear on the subject, 
except what I said about the Divorce Com- 
mittee. I am sorry that the hon. gentle- 
man did not undorstand my reasons against 
a long adjournment, and I can only attri- 
bute to him personal motives in support- 
ing this motion. My hon. friend on former 
occasions stood by me when I opposed 
adjournments during the Session; but now 
he tells us that he wants to go home him- 
self—in other words, that he is prepared to 
sacrifice the business of the country for 
his own personal gratification. My hon. 
friend says that we can do the business 
that remains to be done this Session in 
three weeks, He isono of those who, with 
myself, have for years past denounced the 
Government for holding back the import- 
ant business of the country to the last week 
of the Session, yet he now thinks we can 
adjourn for two weeks, go to our homes, 
and then come back here and finish up the 
business of the Session in three weeks. 
The important Bill respecting bills of ex- 
change and promissory notes: is to come 
before us incommittee, and every clause of 
it should be discussed a couple of days at 
least. Then the Bill respecting the North- 
west Territories is a matter of grave and 
important consideration, and might well 
occupy the time of the House for two or 
three days. The hon. gontleman from 
Halifax seems to be in the secrets of the 
Government, and tells us how long the other 
branch of the Legislature is going to sit. 
He seems to have privileges which are not 
accorded to other members of the Senate. 
He tells us that he had his information 
from the Ministry. I doubt if his infor- 
mation is correct—that even a Minister 
could tell him; and I doubt if any such 
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decision has been arrived at. On Friday 
of this week the Divorce Committee 
would probably have a report to pre- 
sent to the House for consideration. By 
this motion we lose not only Friday, but 
all the next week and part of the week 
following, and then meet at 8:30 in the 
evening. Is not thata day lostalso? It 
is a fraud and a delusion to say that on 
the night we meet here after the holidays 
we shall do any business. To meet at 
that hour is simply to do nothing, and 
adjourn. Members rush in here late in 
the evening, and they do not feel disposed 
to enter upon the business of the House 
with any pleasure. The mind is diverted 
by absence from legislation and from be- 
‘ng shaken up by the cars. So it is not 
only Friday of this week, but all next 
week and virtually two days of the week 
following will be lost. The junior meme 
ber for Halifax has referred to the im- 
pose of his going down to his own 
rovince to consult his constituents on the 
Short Line question. When he gets down 
there he has a lovely place on an arm of 
the sea, and when he finds himself nine 
cozily in his pleasant room he will thin 
very little of the affairs of the Province, 
or the Short Line either. I am surprised 
that the hon. gentleman has shown such 
ignorance of the Province of Nova Scotia. 
He thinks Lunenburg is out of civilization, 
and we have no way of getting down there 
except by tramping through. I will in- 
form my hon. friend that we have had 
steamers running daily to that town ever 
since Confederation. We have a railway 
coming there within two miles of my own 
premiser, and we have every accommoda- 
tion; but notwithstanding the facilities 
which I might avail myself of to go home, 
I consider it is not in the public interest 
that I should go and leave the business of 
the country at a standstill. We had no- 
thing to do on Monday, simply because there 
was nothing given us todo. The business 
of the House was so arranged for Monday 
and Tuesday that we had nothing on our 
Order Paper. When I look upon the amount 
of business before us and the attention it 
requires I cannot see that this adjournment 
will have any beneficial effect, but quite 
the reverse. Ido hope the leader of the 
House will take this matter into consider- 
ation, and not place us in a humiliating 
position; those of us who are anxious to 
take an interest in the business of the 
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country will have to remain idle here 
during an adjournment. These motions 
do not emanate from men who take an 
active interest in the business of Parlia- 
ment, and I would say it is time to ask in 
the public interest whether we should have 
these adjournments at the public expense. 
The Senate ought to do away with free 
passes on the railway. If senators were 
without free passes we would not be asked 
for so many adjournments. 


Hon. MR. ALMON—I only suggested 
we should have passes over Government 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—If members 
could not pass so freely without expense, 
and did not have these holidays at the 
pue expense, they would not be so eager 
or adjouroments. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The Deputy of 
His Excellency the Governor General is 
waiting to give the Royal Assent to Bills 
that have been passed this Session. I 
therefore move that the House do adjourn 
during pleasure. , 


The motion was agreed to, and the 
House adjourned during pleasure. 


The House was resumed. 


The Hon. Sir William Johnston Ritchie, 
Knight, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of Canada, Deputy Governor, being seated 
on the Throne. 


The bon. the Speaker commanded the 
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to pro- 
ceed to the House of Commons and acquaint 
that House: “It is the Deputy Governor's 
desire that they attend him immediately 
in this House ; ” 


Who being come with their Speaker, 


The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery 
read the titles of the Bills to be passed 
severally as follow :— 


An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Alberta 
Railway and Coal Company. 
i the Sault Ste. Marie and 


An 
Hudeon’s 


m 


Western Railway Company. 
An Act eapeceing the Goderich and Canadian 
Pacific Junction ilway Company, and to change 
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An Act to incorporate the Tilsonburg, Lake Erie 
and Pacific Railway ae à 

An Act to incorporate the Canada Cable Company. 

An Act to amend the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Act, 1889, and for other : | 
An eople’s Bank of New 


Act respecting the 
anis he St. S Bank 
ct respecting the St. Stephen’s ; 

An Act to incorporate i Behine Paul and Com- 
pany (Limited).” 

An Act to amend ‘‘ The Public Stores Act.” 

An Act to incorporate the Mount Forest, Markdale 
and Meaford Railway Company. 
aoe Act relating to the Canada Southern Bridge 

mpany. 

An Act respecting the North-Western Coal and 
Navigation Company (Limited). 

An Act respecting the Hereford Railway Company. 

An Act to change the name of the Vaudreuil and 
Prescott Railway Company to “The Montreal and 
Ottawa Railway pany.” 

An Act to amend the Act fifty-second Victoria, 
chapter four, intituled ‘‘An Act to authorize the 
granting of Subsidies in Land to certain Railway Com- 

es.” 

An Act to amend 


the Act respecting Trade Marks 
and Industrial igns pies 


An Act further to amend the Dominion Elections 
Act, chapter eight of the Revised Statutes of Canada. 

An Act to incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg and 
New York Railway Sel pes à 

An Act respecting the Manitoba and North- 
Western Railway Company of Canada. 

An Act Deere) the Northern and Western Rail- 
way Com of New Brunswick and to change the 
name of the Company to ‘The Canada Eastern Rail- 
way Company.” 

n Act to incorporate the Brandon and South- 
Western Railway pany. 

An Act to confirm an ment between the 
Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and katchewan Rai 
and Steamboat Company and the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company 


An Act respecting the New Brunswick Railway 
Company. 
An Act to inoorporate the Moncton and Prince 


Edward Island Railway and Ferry Company. 

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Lake 
Manitoba Railway and Canal Company. | 

An Act respecting the Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay 
and Lake Erie Railway ou À 

An Act to incorporate the Shore Line Railway 
Bridge Company. 

An Act respecting the Great North-West Central 


Railway Company. 


To these Bills the Royal Assent was pro- 
nounced by the Clerk of the Senate in the 
words following : ‘ In Her Majesty’s name, 
His Honor the Deputy of His Excellency 
a Governor General doth assent to these 

ills,” 


The Deputy Governor was pleased to 
retire, and 


The House of Commons withdrew. 


Hon. Mr. A BBOTT-—-I quite understand 
the various opinions that prevail about 
adjourning, but it has been the practice in 
this House to adjourn for a few days at 
Easter, and from the fact that so many 
members of this House reside at a great 
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distance from Ottawa it is obvious that an 
adjournment of two or three days would be 
of no value. Consequently the practice has 
grown up of making an extended adjourn- 
ment at Éaster,and making it long enough 
to enable those who reside at some dis- 
tance to visit their homes. My own opi- 
niou of this adjournment would be to make 
it from Friday evening to Tuesday even- 
ing, but I see plainly that there is a strong 
sentiment in the House in favor of extend- 
ing the holiday at both ends—that is, to 
allow the adjournment to commence on 
Thursday evening and extend it to ten 
days. The reason that is given for this is 
that hon. members who leave here on 
Thursday evening can reach their homes in 
the lower Provinces and in the North-West 
and Manitoba for Sunday. In like manner 
they can leave their homes on Monday and 
reach here by Wednesdaynight. I recog- 
nize a great deal of force in that, althoug 
my own opinion would be to adjourn 
from Friday nigbt till Tuesday night. 
However, if the House is disposed to take 
the extra days, I would be disposed to 
yield to it; but I should like to know what 
the views of hon. members are. 


THe SPEAKER—The question is on 
the amendment to the motion of Mr. 
Perley. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—I rise merely to 
express my regret that my hon. friend, 
with his usual good nature as leader of the 
House, has so far yielded his own opinion 
as to give us an opportunity of consenting 
to an adjournment which I consider is too 
long. I think that the position which the 
hon. leader of the House took in the first 
instance was a proper one, and I regret very 
much that he has yielded to the pressure 
to consent that the House may adjourn for a 
longer term. My own experience is that 
the ordinary adjournment is quite suffi- 
cient, and any further adjournment is very 
much to be deprecated. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I do not know that 
any hon. gentleman, if he wants to go 
home, should be ashamed to say so, nor 
that he should be ashamed to say 80 if he 
does not want to go home. 


The amendment was agreed. to on a 
division. 


NORTH CANADIAN ATLANTIC RAIL 
WAY AND Bee EE CO.’'S 


REFERRED BACK TO COMMITTEE. 


Hon. Mr. BOLDUC (in the absence of 
Mr. Lacostg) moved the third reading of 
the Bill Sad “An Act to incorporate the 
North Canadian Atlantic Railway and 
Sseamship Company.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This Bill was 
allowed to stand over when it was last 
before this House, with a view to the con- 
sideration of the question whether the 
company should be permitted to erect a 
bridge across the River St. Lawrence from 
the Island of Orleans to the main shore. 
That question has been laid before my 
colleagues, and we think it would be im- 

litic to allow an obstacle of that kind to 

placed to the navigation of the St. Law- 
rence at a point where the whole of the 
shipping, which visita our country passes 
through, and i am sorry to say that I 
cannot on behalf of the Government, give 
my consent tothe Bill passing with that 
clause in it. In fact, to facilitate matters, 
it would be best for me to move, as I now 
do, that the Bill be not now read a third 
time, but that it be amended by striking 
out section 4 of the Bill with its sub-sec 
tions, and the 5th and 6th sections. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Are those all bridge 
clauses ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—They are all with 
reference to the bridge. 


Hon. Me. BOLDUC—I understand that 
the promoters of this bridge have 
that the clauses referred to be stricken out, 
and I have no objection to the motion. 


Hon. Mr. KAU LBACH—I do not know 
if I understood the leader of the House to 
say that it was the view of the Govern- 
ment that there should be no bridge built 
across the St, Lawrence in that locality at 
all. There is a projected bridge in which 
the Maritime Provinces are interested— 
that is, the bridge which is to cross at 
Quebec. I do not know if this expression 
of opinion from the leader is general, or 
with regard to this particular bridge. 
The exercise of the powers mentioned in 
the Bill must be subject to the approval of 
the Governor in Council, and I think it 
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would be just as well if the bridge clause 
had been allowed to remain in the Bill. 
Then it would be easy for the Govern- 
ment, when the question came up, to see 
that the bridge was built in such a way 
that it would not be an impediment to 
navigation, but to say that there shall be 
no bridge there at all is, I think, going 
too far. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—TI trust that 
the House will consent to the elimination 
of these clauses. I opposed in committee 
the construction of the bridge at that 
point, on the ground that it would be an 
obstruction to navigation. I think any 
one will see that the elimination of those 
clauses will do no harm to the company 
at all, as the construction of the bridge is 
a highly improbable work, and at best 
would be only a makeshift and a serious 
obstruction to the navigation of the river. 


Tux SPEAKER—I suggest that an en- 
try be made in the Minutes that this 
amendment is made at the third reading 
with the consent of the House. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I wish to call the 
attention of the leader of the House to 
the fact that the latter half of clause 17, 
which provides for the issuing of bonds, 
should be stricken out also, because it 
deals with the issuing of bonds for the 
bridge. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—TI also call atten- 
tion to the fact that we are establishing .a 
dangerous pions in. undertaking to 
amend the Bill at the third reading with- 
out notice, It should be well under- 
stood by the House and clearly stated in 
the Minutes that this is not to be rogarded 
as a precedent. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The fact is, in 
clause 17 there are several references to 
the bridge, and I have to thank my hon. 
friend from Halifax for calling my atten- 
tion to it. I am under the impression that 
it would be better to refer this Bill back to 
the Committee on Railways, or to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, for the purpose 
of re-modelling this 17th clause. 


Hon. Me. POWER—Perhaps the better 
way would be to refer the whole Bill back 
to the Railway Committee for the purpose 
of making these amendments, 
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Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—This Bill has been 
80 often postponed that I should prefer to 
have the amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House now. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—I do not wish to 
delay the passage of the Bill, but I think it 
would be more regular to refer it to the 
Railway Committee, with instructions to 
amend it. 


Tor SPEAKER—I am of opinion that 
that is the proper course. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT moved that the Bill 
be referred back to the Committee on Rail- 
ways, Telegraphs and Harbors, to eliminate 
the clauses authorizing the construction of 
the bridge and all provisions incidental 
thereto. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—Then there will be 
nothing on our Minutes with reference to 
striking out the clauses herein the house. 


_ Tue SPEAKER—No. 
The motion was agrood to. 


NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (V) ‘ An Act to amend the 
Act respecting the North-West Territor- 
ies.” He said: This Bill makes several 
provisions, the details of which are import- 
ant in themselves, but not of general 
importance, and also contains some enact- 
ments which are of great general import- 
ance to the North-West Territories. 
The details to which I refer relate to the 

eriods of meeting, the mode of conduct- 
ing elections and several provisions with 
regard to judicial proceedings which will 
facilitate the administration of justice in 
the North-West Territories. The more 
important general provisions have refer- 
ence to the classes of subjects about which 
the Assembly may legislate. There are 
sixteen subjects which are relegated to the 
Local Legislatures by the Constitution, and 
by the tenth clause of the Bill eleven of 
these subjects are referred to the Assembly. 
Those which are omitted are the powers 
of amending the Constitution, the borrow- 
ing of money on the credit of the Terri- 
tories, the management of public lands, 
the management of eleemosynary institu- 
tions and the conduct of local undertak- 
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ings. Those are five subjects which for 
the moment it is not deemed expedient 
to entrust the Local Assembly, and I sup- 
pose the reasons for witholding them are 
tolerably obvious. There are also two 
other very important clauses, one in refer- 
ence to the language in which the pro- 
ceedings of the Assembly are to be re- 
corded, the other with reference to regu- 
lating the sale of intoxicating na 
The powers with regard to those subjects 
are relegated to the Assembly after the 
next election. They are allowed to make 
such provisions as they ner deem ex- 
pedient for the mode in which their pro- 
ceedings shall be recorded, and they are 
prohibited from making any change in 


self-government. What we are now giving 
them we might have given them earlier ; 
but they must be thankfal to get it, though 
a little late. Amongst the things over 
which jurisdiction is given to the isla- 
tive Assembly I do not find the franchise. 
There is a provision in the 9th clause of 
this Bill as to the mode of providing 
voters’ lists, but that does not seem to me 
to be quite broad enough to include the 
right to decide who shall be allowed to 
vote. It is apparently authorising the 
Legislative Assembly to arrange as to the 
manner in which the lists of persons enti- 
tled to vote under Dominion legislation 
shall be made up. I think the Legislative 
Assembly ought to have the right to 


the existing law with regard to the sale of decide who should have the privilege of 


liquors until after the next election. So, in 
point of fact, those questions are relegated 
to the people. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Perhaps the hon. 
gentleman will say whether the question 
of education is relegated to them. I did 
not hear him mention it. Has it been 
overlooked ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No; I think the 
educational powers are retained by the 
Dominion for the present. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I thought the hon. 
gentleman said that the particular powers 
that are retained are mentioned also. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The subject of 
education is not relegated to them for the 
present. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—This refers 
to the publishing and recording of pro- 
ceedings of the Assembly. That is 1ele- 
gated to the Assembly itself, but I do not 
see anything here as regards the statutes 
and proceedings in the courts. Is that 
intended by this Bill to be relegated to the 
North-West Territories or is it to remain 
under the jurisdiction of the Parliament 
of Canada ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I understand that 
the regulation of all matters connected 
with the publication of the Acts of the 
Legislature and with its proceedings will 
be in the hands of the Legislature. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I am glad to see 
that we are giving the people of the North- 
West Territories another instalment ot 


voting at their own elections. I simply 
call the attention of the leader of the 
House to it, so that he will be able to satisfy 
himself on the point between now and the 
time the House goes into Committee of 
the Whole on this Bill. 1 think the right 
to regulate the franchise is one that pro- 
bably was intended to be given to the 
Legislative Assembly. 


Hon. Mr. BELLLROSK—I regret that I 
cannot support this Bill. There is a part 
of it, the 32nd clause, which I consider un- 
just. Under existing law, the people of 
the North-West may use either French or 
English in the meetings of the Assembly; 
this right is to be set aside by this Bill, if 
a majority of the people should decide to 
do 80 after the next elections We know 
that they have already decided that the 
use of the French language should be 
abolished in the North-West. Ifthis clause 
of the Bill is rejected we know that an 
legislation which would deprive the French 
minority of tbe rights which they possess 
under the Constitution, given them by the 
Parliament of Canada, would be ultra vires, 
and the Premier of Canada would be obliged 
to veto it. By this 32nd section the Local 
Assembly will be empowered after the 
next general election in those Territories, 
to abolish the use of the French language 
and we all know that if this Bill passes 
French will cease to be an official language 
in those Territories. The principle which 
this clause embodies has been accepted by 
the Government of the Dominion. I do 
not intend to use language which would 
be necessary to characterize the conduct 
of those members of the Government from 
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the Province of Quebec who accepted that 
position ; they disregarded the interests of 
those whom in honor and in conscience they 
were bound to protect. Ifthe Government 
are allowed to sanction this invasion of the 
rights of the minority in the North-West 
Territories they will be placed in a posi- 
tion to go still further and to sanction the 
Act recently passed by the Manitoba Legis- 
lature abolishing the use of French as 
an official language in that Province. Sir 
John Macdonald is bound by his asser- 
tions, and by his iaterpretations of the 
Constitution for over twenty years, to 
veto that Act of the Manitoba Legis- 
lature; but the decision of the other 
House on the dual language question 
would warrant the Prime “Minister in 
allowing the Act, because the Parliament 
of Canada has already consented to doing 
away with the use of the French language 
in the North West. Tho result of passing 
this Bill without amendment will be that 
within a year, both in the Territories and 
in the Province of Manitoba, the rights 
guaranteed to the minority will be swept 
away. It is true that the great majority 
of the people in that part of Canada do not 
approve of the use of the French language, 
but the French population are not new 
arrivals there. French was the first lan- 
guage spoken in those Territories, and it 
is not surprising that those who are of 
French descent cling to it still. In this 
country England did not adopt the same 
policy that ake pursued in Ireland. When 
ngland sought to destroy, not only the 
nationality but the religion of Ireland, she 
attacked the language of the people. 


Hon. Mn. POWER—But the religion of 
the Irish was not destroyed. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—England tried 
it, but did not succeed. In this country 
her policy was different. She was liberal 
in the extreme to her French Canadian 
subjects. Of her own free will she gave 
them tbe rights that they have enjoyed, 
and guaranteed them by treaty. ese 

rivileges were confirmed by the British 

orth America Act, and when the Terri- 
torial Government was organized in the 
North-West the Dominion Government— 
and I am happy to say it was a Liberal Gov- 
ernment—extended the same privileges to 
that portion of the Dominion. Are we to 
be told now, after all these years, that 
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these privileges are to be withdrawn? It 
is useless to say that we are simply grant- 
ing to the people of the Territories the 
right to regulate these matters for them- 
selves: we know what it means—that we 
are handing over the minority to be strip- 

d of their righta by a hostile majority. 
We are asked to empower the Legislative 
Assembly of the North-West Territories 
to strike a blow which the Government at 
Ottawa have not dared themselves to inflict. 
I should have looked on this question in a 
different light had the Dominion Govern- 
ment come forward and adopted this 
policy on their own responsibility, but. 
they have preferred to deprive the 
minority in the North-West Territories of 
their privileges by indirect means, and it 
only shows that they are willing to 
empower Others to do a wrong which they 
would have done themselves if they had 
not been afraid of the consequences. I 
would prefer the open hostility of the. 
Government; and if those who speak the 
French language throughout the Dominion 
are true to themselves they will resent 
this as an act of hostility to their race on 
the part of the Government of the day. I 
am opposed to this Bill, and when ‘it goes 
to a Committee of the Whole House I shall 
move an amendment to that clause. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—This only 
refers to the proceedings in the Assembly. 
The publication of the statutes and the 
proceedings of the courts are not given 
to the Government of the North-West, and, 
therefore, the clause is not as far-reaching 
in its effects as the hon. gentleman sup- 


poses. 
The motion was agreed to. 


GRANTS OF PUBLIC LANDS BILL. 
SECOND READING 


Hon. Mn. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (W) “An Act respecting 
Grants of Public Lands.” Hesaid: This 
is a short Bill for the purpose of placing 
the titles of real estate in the North-West 
Territories upon a proper footing. It. 
appears that we have adopted there the 
new system of titles, under which, on the 
death of a man, his real property vests in 
his executors. My hon. friend from 
Calgary will be able to correct me if I am 
wrong; it is a subject with which I am 
not familiar, but I understand it is neces- 
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sary, in issuing a patent, to make the 
grant in such a manner that the fee simple 
will be in the patentee; but the ordinary 
words of limitation are not inserted in the 
Pou for fear of conflicting with the 

orrens system. This Bill is simply to 
make provision in granting patents to 
vest them in the patentee. 


The motion was agreed to. 


INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (X) “An Act to amend 
Chap. 27 of the Revised Statutes, intituled : 
‘An Act respecting Interest.’” He said: 
This is a Bill intended to remedy a diffi- 
culty which has arisen about large loans 
by incorporated companies—such, for in- 
stance, as the bonds that are issued by the 
railway companies for a termof years. It 
appears to be considered that under the 
law which enables a mortgagee to pay in 
his mortgage within the time fixed te the 
instrument itself, where he thinks proper 
to do so, a privilege might exist on the 
part of railway companies and a à cor- 
porations that have effected loans for long 

eriods of time to pay in those loans be- 
ore they become due. This, it appears, is 
likely to affect the values of such securi- 
ties. It is a subject of enormous import- 
ance to Canada that the loans of those who 
are engaged in improving this country 
should not be affected, that the value of 
securities should not be lessened by a legal 
point of this description. Hon. gentlemen 
will remember that this clause was intro- 
duced at the time when there was a kind 
of a crusade against the loan companies, 
in order that the farmers, who had bor- 
towed money at large rates of interest, 
should be at liberty to pay back the money 
before the time fixed for the maturing of 
the mortgage. The law was then enacted, 
and it is in such general terms that there 
is a danger that it may be construed to 
ap ly to such cases as I have referred to. 
is Bill is to prevent, in so many words, 
the application of that law to loans made 
by incorporated companies for a fixed 
period of time. 


Hon. Me. POWER.—When the Bill goes 
into committee I think it would be desir- 
able to insert some provision that would 
make it apply to cases of loans which have 
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already been made to incorporated com- 
panies, because this Bill, of course, can only 
speak from to-day. As to the railway 
companies of which the hon. gentleman 
has sport all railway companies which 
have heretofore borrowed money would be 
presumably governed by the law that was 
in force at the time of the loan and I 
think, in order to avoid any doubt of that 
sort, the Bill should be modified in the 
direction I have suggested. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is the inten- 
tion of the Bill. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—It does not say 80, 
and this Bill only applies to cases where 
corporations are the borrowers. The lan- 
guage used by the hon. gentleman mins 
create the impression that it was intended 
also to apply to cuses where corporations 
are the lenders. I am glad to see that it 
does not, because there is no reason why a 
loan company should be in adifferent posi- 
tion from a private lender. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will see by the terms of the Act that it is 
expressly limited to the class of loans that 
I have already referred to—that is, loans 
which corporations have made for them- 
selves, not loans which they have made to 
other people. 


The motion was agreed to. 


SECOND READINGS. 


Bill (89) “An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the River Detroit Winter Rail- 
way Bridge Company, and to change the 
name of the Company to the River Detroit 
Railway BridgeCompany.” (Mr. Howlan.) 

Bill (91) “An Act to grant certain 
powers to the Chambly Manufacturing 
Company.” (Mr. Pelletier.) 


PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY CO.’S BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Me. POIRIER moved the second 
reading of Bill (87) “An Act respecting 
the Pontiac Pacific Junction ilway 
Company.” 


- Hon. Mr. POWER—I think it would be 
more courteous to the hon. member from 
Rideau division to let the second reading 
of the Bill stand until to-morrow, or some 
otherday. One ofthe principal provisions 
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of this Bill is the authority given to the 
ne construct a bridge over the 
Ottawa River, and the hon. gentleman from 
Rideau division, who is not in his seat to- 
day, has very strong objections to that part 
of the Bill. I think it wouid be better to 
let the Bill stand until he can be present 
to express his views. 


Hon. MR. POLRIER—There can be no 
objection to the second reading of the Bill 
to-day, as I propose to have it referred to 
the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs 
and Harbors, where the hon. member 
from Rideau division will have an oppor- 
tunity to press his objection to any of the 
details of the measure. | 


The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMIS- 
SORY NOTES BILL. 


PROGRESS IN COMMITTEE. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (6) “An Act 
relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques and 
Promissory Notes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the 2nd clause,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOT'T—There is no portion 
of this clause which I understand to vary 
in any degree the existing law. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—Where are the defi- 
nitions taken from? They are not in any 
statute of ours at present. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—They are mainl 
taken from the English law, [ understand, 
which is now in force. The English Act 
is like this: a species of codification of the 
entire laws with regard to bills of ex- 
change, cheques and promissory notes. 
The definitions are taken from the English 
Act, which my hon, friend will find in 
Chalmer’s “ Treatise on Bills and Notes.” 
There are one or two left out—for in- 
stance, the word “ bankrupt,” as there are 
no bankrupts here. 


On section 3,— 

Hor. Mr. ABBOTT—This definition is 
taken from the same Treatise, and I believe 
from the English law also, and every hon. 
gentleman who has read the law of bills of 
exchange will recognize the usual defini- 
non, é É 

The clause was agreed to. 
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- On section 4,— | 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The only portion 
of this section which can be regarded as 
new is sub-section 2. That is taken literally 
from the English law, and it is simply a 
provision which prevents the possibility of 
a holder being defeated in his claim on a 
bill by proof that although it appears to be 
an inland bill it was really either made 
or accepted in foreign country. This is 
the reason give by Mr. Chalmers, and I 
presume it is the correct reason. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On clause 6, — 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Sub-section 7 of 
clause 6 makes some change. . At present 
it is understood that a bill payable to the 
treasurer or other official of a society is 
void for nncertainty. There are several 
judgment uin that sense. They are cited 
here—I think those that are cited are Eng- 
lish judgments; but it is evidently a subject 
that ought to be cleared up, and it has 
been cleared up here, as it is cleared up in 
he English law, by making a bill valid 
which 1s addressed to any person holding 
any particular office for the time being. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On section 8,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Some of the sub- 
sections of section 8 are supposed to alter 
the law in some respects. For instance, 
sub-section 3 provides that a bill is pay- 
able to bearer which is expressed to ke so 
bayer or on which the only or last en- 

orsement is an endorsement in blank— 
the name only of the endorser. . The differ- 
ence, if there be a difference, is in this: 
that if the last endorsement is a blank en- 
dorsement it renews the negotiability of 
the note or bill, which may have been 
limited by a penn endorsement, It is 
not permitted under this measure to stop 
the negotiability of a bill by omitting to 
make it payable to order. For instance, a 
bill is endorsed “Pay to John Smith.” 
That bill remains negotiable. John Smith 
has the right to endorse it, and he may en- 
dorse it in blank, and if he does so it be- 
comes a bill payable to order. I am not 
prepared to say that that is not the law 
now, but it is a point on which ‘there is 
some doubt, and this clears it up. 

Sub-section 4 is changed in a slight 
degree, in conformity with the principle 
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which I have just mentioned as being ap- 
plicable to section 3. It embodies, in so 
many words, the rule that as long as the 
bill does not contain express words pro- 
hibiting transfer the bill remains payable 
to order. That was the Scotch law; it is 
now universal in Great Britain. It was 
adopted into the English law under their 
new Bill. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On section 9,— 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I cannot understand 
the wisdom of introducing sub-clause (c) 
into this Bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is a clause 
embodying a practice in frequent use of 
late years, and I doubt if its legality has 
ever been disputed. The principle is now 
adopted almost universally in loans on 
time—that is to say, if the interest is not 
paid, or if any instalment is not paid when 
due, the whole debt becomes due. | 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is an entirely new 
i a in Canada. The objection to this 

ill is this: as I get into it I find that it 
will take a great many years to find out 
what the law is. We ure going to have 
all the decisions of our courts upturned 
with regard to bills and notes. In my 
opinion, it would be much better to trust 
to the precedents established by the deci- 
sions of our courts. Under this bill all 
our valuable reports are going to be set 
aside as futile. and new precedents are to 
be established. 


Hon. Mr. A BBOTT—I am not sure that 
my hon. friend’s criticism is quite correct, 
for he will perceive that the changes we 
are making have already been sanctioned 
by the courts, and this clause is drawn 
in accordance with the decisions of the 
courts. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That if an instal- 
ment on a note is not paid within the 
time, then the whole amount becomes due? 
I don’t think my hon. friend will find any 
law for that in Canada. : 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is the law in 
England. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—By special statute 
there? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—By a statute that 
has been in force there for some considera- 
ble time, and that law rests on the deci- 
sions of the courts. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—Then a single day of 
& mistake in a man paying a $1,000 in- 
stalment on a note for $10,000, payable in 
ten instalments, makes it all become due ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT-—My hon. friend 
will find that itis not an uncommon thing 
to make such a provision in other im- 
portant transactions—mortgages, for in- 
stance. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—What I say is this: 
that in an important document, such as a 
mortgage, the mortgagee may come into 
court with it, but he cannot enforce 1t sum- 
marily—he cannot get out an execution 
within ten days, us he can on a note. 


Hon. Me. ABBO'TT—He cannot get it 
in ten days on a note either, if the maker 
has a defence. 


Hon. Ma. SCOTT—It is presumed that — 
there is no defence. The only defence would 
be that he did not make the note. Say he 
made a note for $10,000, $1,000 payable at 
a future day and the balance payable in 
nine instalments. The first payment by 
oversight of a single day is overdue, and 
the maker has failed to ponts for it. He 
can be sued immediately for the whole 
amount under this Bill, and in ten days 
execution will issue. [think it is a very 
oppressive and arbitrary clause. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It does seem 
certainly hard. It has been the law with 
regard to mortgages that in default of pA1y- 
ment of instalment or interest the party 
could foreclose the mortgage. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will see that the alternative lies between 
letting people do what they like and pre- 
scribing what they shall do. If a man 
can satisfy the exigencies of his own busi- 
ness by making an undertaking in this 
form under conditions of the law, surely he 
should be permitted todo it. He knows 
the conditions, and if he does not choose to 
make a note which will expose him to such 
a contingency, there is no obligation on 
him to make it, 
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Hon. Me. SCOTT—-I think my hon. 
friend had better let that clause stand for 
the present. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—L have no objection. 


On clause 11,— 

Hon. Me. ABBOTT—This is a provision 
made to remedy a doubt in the existing 
law. I fancy there are decisions upon it, 
but this is to clear up the doubt and lay 
down a fixed rule, which is to be binding 
on all occasions in future, and it seems to 
be an equitable rule, because if there is 
any inconvenience caused by the exercise 
of this right, it is thrown on the person 
who makes the blunder. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On clause 13,— 
Hon. Mr. POWER—It has been sug” 
ted by the hon. gentleman from St- 
ohn that this clause might be amended 
by inserting after the word “Sunday ” the 
words “or other non-judicial day.” The 
aper might be dated on a statutory 
oliday, for instance. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTI—I do not know that 
it has ever been contended that a note 
dated on a statutory holiday is null. 


Hon. MR. POWER—As some doubt has 
been expressed by business men upon this 
point, wouid it not be better to remove 
any doubt by inserting the words I have 
suggested ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is a pity to put 
anything into the Bill which is not 
absolutely required. However, I will 
consider if it is necessary. 


On clause 14,— 

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It seems to be an 
anomaly that a bill payable on demand is 
payable really on demand, while a bill 
payable at sight is allowed three days 
grace. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is not proposed 
to alter the law in that respect. e do 
not want to alter the law where we can 
help doing so. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—If my hon. friend 
looks at clause 2 of clause 14 I think he 
will find that there is some ground for the 
doubt expressed by the hon. gentleman 
from St. John. 
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Hon. Me. ABBOTT —I will have it 
looked into. 


On clause 18,— 

- Hon. Mr. SCOTT — This is a strange 
provision, that where a man declines to 
accept a bill payable at sight, and subse- 
quently accepts it, the days of grace are 
counted from the day the bill was first 
presented to him. think it is rather 
contrary to common sense. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In the absence of 
an agreement. 


Hon. Ma. SCOTT—It is presumed that 
when a man says, “I will accept that bill,” 
the time should run from then. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—In my opinion the 
view taken of this clause is the right one, 
because the original contract with the 
holder is that on the presentafion of the 
bill the drawee shall pay it. If, when he 
accepts, he desires to vary the date, he is 
permise to do 80 by agreement with the 

older. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On clause 19,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a clause 
about which there was a good deal of 
debate in the other House, and it seems to 
be a question whether there is anything 
new in it or not. There is no substantive 
law to which we can refer for the express 
letter of it, and it is not always easy to say 
whether a proposed clause is new or not. 
I would suggest that it be allowed to stand 
for the present. 


Onthe 26th clause,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBO'1T—This is framed to 
meet difficulties which have very frequent- 
ly arisen as to whether a person was liable 
when he added to his signature some qual- 
ifying word, such as “Agent,” without say- 
ing for whom he was agent. By this clause 
he is not liable if he states for whom he is 
agent, but unless he states for whom he is 
agent he is liable. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—Suppose he signed 
for a company, ought he to be liable ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Not at all, if he 
states the company for which he is agent. 
The mere addition of “agent” to his signa- 
ture does not relieve him. 
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Hon. Me. SCOTT—But ‘if he signs as 
agent for a company ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Then he comes 
under the first part of the clause. If he 
designates himself as acting in a represen- 
tative capacity he is not liable, butif he 
simply signs as “agent” he is liable. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—If he says he is 
agent for John Smith he is not liable, but 
if he says that heis simply an agent he is 
liable. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes; that puts the 
destinction very clearly. This clause isin 
accordance with the English system, and 
we shall have there, to begin with, a fund of 
decisions. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There are cases in 
our own courts in the same direction. 

The clause was adopted. 

Hon. Me. McCLELAN, from the com- 
mittee, reported that they had made some 


progress with the Bill, and asked leave to 
sit again. 


The Senate adjourned at 6 o’clock. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, March 27th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 
GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY CO.S 
BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har- 
bors, reported Bill (79) “An Act respect- 
ing the Grand Trunk mousy. of Canada,” 
with amendments. He said: These amend- 
ments are in the direction of the preserva- 
tion of the private rights of the city of 
Hamilton with reference to this Bill. The 
clause which came to us in the Bill for that 
purpose from another place—clause 4— 
enacted that nothing in this Act should 
affect or impair the claims of the city of 
Hamilton as to any claim which now 
exists, arising out of the dispute between 
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them. The first amendment extends that 
to claims which may hereafter exist arisi 
from the same causes. The next amend- 
ment is of a more comprehensive charac- 
ter, and extends the benefit of this protec- 
tion to any obligation arising out of any 
by-law hereafter made for which the said 
company are in any way liable. These 
amendments cover the whole ground ; and 
I may add, for the satisfaction of the House 
—and it is a satisfaction to the committee 
which endeavors to protect private rights 
—that these amendments have received the 
sanction of both contending parties and 
the unanimous sanction of thé committee. 
I have no hesitation in asking the House 
to concur in these amendments. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was read the third time and 
passed. 


NORTH CANADIAN RAILWAY AND 
STEAMSHIP COS BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, 
reported Bill (88) ‘ An Act to incorporate 
the North Canadian Atlantic Railway and 
Steamship Company,” with amendments. 
He said: This Bill, although so recently 
before the House, may not be familiar to 
some hon. members, and, therefore, it 
becomes necessary for me to explain, as 
the report merely refers to what 18 struck 
out of the Bill, that this was the result of 
a decision arrived at by the Government 
and announced here after the first report 
was submitted, against allowing any bridge 
over the St. Lawrence in the place where 
this Bill would allow it to be constructed. 
It was referred for a reconsideration, with 
instructions accordingly, to strike out all 
parts of the Bill relating to the bridge 
clauses. The first of the three consecutive 
amendments is that which relates to the 
three clauses referring purely and solely 
to the building of the bridge—clauses 4, 5 
and 6. The second amendment was a 
consequential one, following from that, 
and relates to the 17th clause, which pro- 
vided for the issuing of bonds for the 
bridge as well as for the construction of 
the railway. The amendment to the 17th 
clause struck out all relating to the bonds 
or mortgages given for the raising of 
money in order to build the bridges. The 
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other amendment is returning the Bill 
with the amendment, which was in the 
first report, renewed; that is to say, the 
amendment which related to the circum- 
stances under which this company could 
take any step at all, and which prevented 
them from taking any step in carryin 
out the undertaking until after they h 
made an agreement with the competing 
company. Under these circumstances, 
tho Bill is in a position that I can ask the 
House to concur in the amendments. I 
therefore move that they be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, as amended, and 
passed. 


DISMISSAL OF JOHN WIGGINS. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) enquired 
of the Government :— 

Why was John Wiggins, of New Westminster, 
B.C., and lately employed in the British Columbia 
Penitentiary, dismissed ; and what is the amount, if 
any, still due him in respect of such employment ? ” 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have to inform 
my hon. friend that the cause of the dis- 
missal of this man Wiggins is somewhat 
complicated, and arises out of papers which 
he was going to move for to-murrow, and 
I think it would be better to leave the ex- 
planation of that cause until after those 
papers come down, which will be soon 
after they are moved for. As tothe money 
due him, there is a small sum, the exact 
amount of which the Department does not 
know. That was offered to him but was 
refused. 


CENTRAL ONTARIO RAILWAY BILL. 
THIRD READING POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day having been called, 
Third reading Bill (87) “An Act respect- 
ing the Central Ontario Railway.” 


Hon. Mr. READ said: There is an 
amendment to be proposed to this Bill on 
the third reading, and as I have no autho- 
rity from the promoters to accept of an 
amendment, I wish to have time to con- 
sult them as to what I shall do. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAIs—There is no notice 
given of any amendment. 


Hon. MR. READ—No; but I under- 
stand that the leader of the House pro- 
poses to move some amendment. 


The motion was agreed to, and the 
Order of the Day was discharged. 


THE ADULTERATION ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


THIRD BEADING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (9) “An Act 
further to amend the Adulteration Act, 
Cap. 107 of the Revised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the 11th section,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—With reference to 
the question which my hon. friend opposite 
(Mr. Pâquet) put to me, as to the 
standard for milk, the matter has formed 
the subject of a good deal of consideration 
with the Minister, and the conclusion that 
neg come to is this: apne Pro be 

ifficult, perhaps impossible, advantage- 
ously to fix pielaiandard for milk. Tie 
necessary that milk for manufacturing 
purposes should possess a certain percent- 
age of fatty matter, but it is not absolutely 
essential for domestic uses that it should 
be as rich as it must be for manufacturing 
purposes, and the present intention is to 

ave, under clause 8 of this Bill, two 
standards for milk—one which will form 
the minimum standard for milk to be used 
for manufacturing purposes, and the other 
to form a minimum standard for milk to 
be used for domestic purposes. It would 
gratify the Minister very much if gentle- 
men like my hon. friend opposite, who 
have given their attention to this subject, 
would favor him with their views about 
it. It is a new subject, and it is one of 
very grave importance indeed from many 
points of view, and we are extremely 
anxious that it should be dealt with as it 
ought to be, and if my hon. friend would 
favor the Minister with his views, either 
by sending him a memo. or by seeing him, 
it would gratify us very much. 


The clause was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
committee rise and report the Bill with- 
out amendment. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—Before the 
committee rises I may ay that I am full 
alive to the importance of having a stand- 
ard formilk. lrecently read in an English 
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paper that milk was still one of the few 
things that it was found difficult to deal 
with there, owing to the want of a stand- 
ard laid down by the Government as to 

uality, and it is now a moot question 
there as to establishing that standard. I 
am glad to find that we in Canada are a 
little ahead in that respect, although I 
fear that we are a little behind them on 
the general principle with regard to which 
our adulteration Acte are passed. They 
appear to have, in England, an Act mak- 
ing the vendors responsible for the quality 
of all the articles they sell, and as a con- 
sequence there is a general purity found 
to exist now in the articles sold by retail, 
in which adulteration used to be so very 
common. I rather think, that before 
very many years elapse, Canadian dealers 
will have to be placed under the same 
responsibility with regard to the articles 
that they retail, looking of course them- 
selves to the parties who furnish the 
goods. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—The Minister will 
have to be very careful not to make the 
standard too high, and I am very glad to 
hear the remark of the leader of the House 
about two standards, On the Island 
of Montreal there are two points, three 
miles from each other, at one of which 
they got the standard easily; on the other 
point they are not able to get the standard 
at all. At one place it is high gravelly 
soil, and it seems to be able to produce 
richer milk there than on low clay ground. 
That is along the Petite Cote road. At 
Longue Point it is not so, and at one of the 
richest farms that I know of they tried 
‘ six or seven times last year, by examining 
the milk fresh from the cows, to get the 
standard, and they never reached it. I 
suppose it is on account of the different 
qualities of feed, so that if the standard 
was made too high it might be very severe 
on parties who own low lands, where their 
cows cannot get as good feed as they cun 
on high lands. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I would like to say, 
in answer to my hon. friend from Prince 
Edward Island, with whose sentiments on 
this subject I entirely concur, that an effort 
is being made by this Bill now before the 
committee in the direction he indicates. 
The Government are fully sensible of the 
necessity of enforcing these laws against 
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adulteration, as well as making them and 
purring them on the Statute-book ; but the 
on. gentleman not being a lawyer him- 
self, and perhaps not having had any ex- 
rience on this particular subject, cannot 
be aware of the extreme difficulty of pro- 
curing a conviction against a dealer for 
the sale of adulterated articles. It is very 
difficult to say that a man shall be con- 
victed because he sells an adulterated 
article, unless it is shown that he has some 
knowledge of what he is doing, and I may 
say that most of the prosecutions have 
failed from the impossibility of proving 
that the man who sold the article had a 
knowledge himself of the adulteration of 
it. In sections 5 and 9 provision is made 
for giving mach greater publicity to the 
examinations node. including the names 
of the vendors and the results of those ex- 
aminations, than has hitherto prevailed. 
In addition to that section which places 
the vendor on a different one alto- 
gether with regard to the article which he 
sells, it is not sufficient for him under the 
provisions of section 9 to profess ignor- 
ance, or place himself in a position for 
knowledge to be proved against him, but 
he must take a certain amount of precau- 
tion, and must do that in a formal manner, 
to relieve himself from the punishment 
which the law inflicts for adulteration. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—By making 
the vendors responsible for the purity of 
all the articles they sell they themsclves 
will take care to obtain such a guarantee 
from the manufacturer as will practically 
secure the object we all have in view, 
which is the sale of absolutely pure arti- 
cles. That, I think, has been the experi- 
ence of countries that have tried making 
vendors responsible. I do not mean to 
attach any criminal intent to the vendors. 
They sell what they get, and probably the 
chief gainers by it are the manufacturers 
of the adulterated articles; but if these 
gentlemen were reached by law through 
the vendors I think it would tend to the 
security of the public. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That, as my hon. 
friend will see, is precisely the tendency 
of section 9. 


Hon. Mz. MacINNES (Burlington), from 
the committee, repo the Bill without 
amendment. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time and passed. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMIS- 
SORY NOTES BILL. 


COMMITTEE POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day being read,— 
House again in Committee of the Whole 
on Bill (6) “An Act relating to Bills of Ex- 
change, Cheques and Promissory Notes.” 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH said : Many of 


the gentlemen who are interested in the 
discussion of this Bill are absent, and I 
think it would be well, if my hon. friend 
considers it will not interfere with the 
public business, that the consideration of 
the Bill be postponed until after the 
adjournment. 


Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
anticipates what I was about to say 
to the House with regard to this Bill. A 
god many of the gentleman who take an 
interest, and some who took part in the 
debate yesterduy, have left already, but 
they called upon me and asked as a parti- 
cular favor that the Bill should not be pro- 
ceeded with in their absence. I therefore 
move that the Order of the Day be dis. 
charged, and that it be an order for the 
10th of April next. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—Will the 
hon. gentleman, during the recess, see that 
the promised slips showing the changes 
in the law are distributed to members. 


Hox. Ma. ABBOTT—My hon. friend | 


does not quite realize the difficulty. 
There is no statute, nothing to which we 
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Justice, showing the clauses in which there 
is some difference between the English. 
law and our law, and those of the clauses 
in which we have what may be called, im 
one sense, à new enactment, inasmuch ag 
it settles difficulties thet occurred pre- 
viously. I would b> 4Ssppy to commu- 
nicate that to my ho: f z:and if he desires 
it, but I do not thiil:l could profitably 
undertake to publish a 1egular statement 
of the changes, because there are no data 
from which to commence. There is no 
clear statement of the present law on 
promuseory notes in existence. It is taken 
rom judgments, from decisions of the 
courts, from custom, from the code of 
Quebec, from the statutes in different 
Provinces, and largely from the existin 
definition of the law in England; but I 
shall be prepared, as [ was yesterday, to 
point out in alvance, on any clause being 
called, exactly what alteration, if any, is 
made by that clause in what is generally 
understood to be the existing law. I do 
not think I could do more than that. 


Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—The hon. 
gentleman congratulates the House on the 
forward state of the business, but I be to 
point out that there are two important 
private notices of motion which have been 
postponed from day today. One of them 
is in the hands of my hon. friend from 
Alberton, and is a motion which is of very 
special interest to the people of Prince 

ward Island. I cannot, of course, say 
whether my hon. friend has been induced 
to postpone that motion in consequence of 
the adjournment, or what other cause, but 
I can only say that the people of Prince 
Edward Island take a very keen interest 
in the motion of which the hon. gentleman 
has given notice and which has been post- 


can refer as containing the existing law, , poned more than once. 


and, therefore, it is practically impossible 
to do what I did on one occasion—I think 
it was when the Customs Act was before 
us two or three years ago—print the Bill 
and the existing law in parallel columns, 
showing the difference between them. 
The changes in the law are not absolute, 
positive agen except in very minor 
particulars. Where they appear to change 
the law they really do scarcely anything 
more than settle disputed points. There 
is really no absolutely new legislation in 








Hon. Mae. KAULBACH—I am glad to 
hear my hon. friend speak that way. On 
former occasions, when this matter came 
up, I did not find him taking such a keen 
interest in it as he does now. With refe- 
rence to the measure before us, relating to 
bills of exchange and promissory notes, 
I wish to know if the French code has been 
brought in harmony with the law of the 
Dominion on this subject? I know there 
is some difference between the law of 


the Bill, from one end to the other. I! Quebec and the laws of the other Provinces. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am pleased to be 
able to say that, so far as the principles of 
the law are concerned, this Bill harmonizes 
the laws throughout the whole Dominion. 
There may be some slight difference in the 
Quebec law as to the exigencies for pre- 
sentments und protests, but it it only in 
matters of detail, matters of procedure, 
and does not affect the principles of the 
law. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I muy say, in 
reply to my hon. friend from Churlotte- 
town, that the only reason I postponed the 
motion of which I gave notice was in order 
that we might make more rapid progress 
with the business of the House. Several 
gentlemen expressed a wish to get home, 
and I thought that the motion might be 
allowed to stand until today. A similar 
anxiety is manifested to-day, and as nothing 
can be lost by postponing the motion, | 
am willing to let it stand over until after 
the holidays. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—TI hope that 
the hon. gentleman who leads the House 
will, on the resumption of business hure, 
feel himself in a position to give the House 
some information with regard to the state 
of negotiations between the British and the 
American Governments on the Behring 
Sea question, It may be in the hon. gen- 
tleman’s recollection that the subject was 
alluded to at the opening of the Session, 
and I think then he expressed the hope 
that he would be in a position to give 
further info: mation before the House rose. 
I only hope that the hon. gentleman will 
be able to do so when we meet after the 
holidays. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Senate adjourned at 4 o’clock. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, April 9th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 8:30 
p-m. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


PUBLIC LANDS ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


TEIRD READING. 
The House resolved itself into a Com- 


——— ee 


(In the Committee.) 


On the Ist clause— 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT asked for an explana- 
tion. 


Hon. Mra. ABBOTT —I had the honor of 
informing hon. gentlemen of tte purposes 
of the Bill on the second reading, but I 
shall be happy to repeat the explanation. 
This is a Bill for the purpose of harmon- 
izing the system of grants with the Tor- 
rens system of conveyance, and for no 
other purpose. I am afraid, not being a 
lawyer under the common law, tbat I can- 
not explain accurately the precise effect of 
the change, but I understand it to besome- 
thing like this : In ordinary letters patent 
property is conveyed by the Crown to the 
grantee and his heirs; under the Torrens 
system, as [ understand, the land does not 
pass to the heirs of the deceased in case of 
transmission by death, but to the execu- 
tors, and this Act is intended to harmonize 
the system so that the grant in the letters 
patent, which would not, under the com- 
mon law, be a grant in fee, is made a grant 
equivalent to a grant in fee to harmonize 
with the Torrens system. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The reason I asked 
for anexplanation is that the Bill applies 
to Ontario. Now, the Torrens system is 
not in force in Ontario, except in u small 
area of it, butit isin force in the North- 
West. 


Hon. MR ABBOTT—I am unable to 
inform my hon, triend why it is made to 
apply generally to Ontario. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—For Manitoba and 
the North-West Territories it is all right 
enough. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—It would be all 
right also in those parts of Ontario which 
are under the Torrens system. Whether . 
there is any objection to having the Bill 
apply to Ontario generally I do not know, 
not being familiar with the laws of this 
Province. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It appears to me 
that this Parliament has no power to deal 
with the public lands of Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There are Indian 
lands in Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I quite see the 


mittee of Whole on Bill (W) “ An Act res-| objection taken by the hon. gentleman 


pecting Grants of Public Lands.” 


from Ottawa. The Torrens system is not 
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in operation in Ontario, except as to the 
County of York, and I do not think tho 
Dominion Government owns any land in 
that county. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle- 
man will see, with regard to that point, in 
the third clause it is limited to Dominion 
lands, Ordnance or Admiralty lands, 
Indian lands, and all other lands which are 
the property of Canada, o: of which the 
Government of Canada has power to 
dispose. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Take, for instance, 
the Indian lands in the County of Haldi- 
mand. The Torrens system of land con- 
veyancing and registration is not in opera- 
tion in that county. Why should the 
lands which the Dominion Government 
may grant there be under a different law 
from the lands in other counties ? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—That is the objec- 
tion taken by the hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa, and the one which requires 
explanation. If the committee will pass 
the Bill through this present stage, I will 
be in a position to give an answer to that 
question at the third reading. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—As to the second 
clause, the twenty-third line says that the 
grant shall be “taken and held to have 
operated as a conveyance to such personal 
representative of an estate in fee simple 
or an equivalent estate in such lands.” 
It appears to me that there should be 
some words to show—lI do not know 
that they are absolutely necessary — 
that they are conveyed to him as such 
personal representative, and that the 
administrator does not take them for him- 
self. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The preliminary 
sentence of the clause makes that clear. 
Ido not think there is anything in that 
point. 

Hoy. Mr. DRUMMOND, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment. 


INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
IN COMMITTEE. 

The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (X) “An 
Act to amend Chapter 127 of the Revised 
Statutes of Canada, entituled: ‘An Act 
respecting Interest. ” 

224 
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(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: I desire to 
improve this Bill by adding a clause to 
repeal two sections of the Revised Statutes, 
which should not have been allowed to 
remain in force, and which are only pro- 
ductive of trouble and worry to under- 
stand what they mean. Ireter to sections 
10 and 11 of the law respecting interest, 
both of which are inconsistent with all the 
legislation we have had with reference to 
interest, and have become entirely obsolete. 
In some extraordinary manner these 
clauses escaped the notice of the legis- 
lators, and found their way into the 
Revised Statutes. It was intended last 
Session to repeal these two sections, but 
the Bill relating to interest came up at too 
late a ure of the Session. I move that 
a clause be added to the Bill to repval 
sections 10 and 11. If the committee 
accept this amendment, I propose to let 
the third reading be postponed for two or 
three days, so that hon. members may see 
what the effect of the amendment is. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—While I think that 
the first sub-section of section 10 appears 
objectionable, it strikes me that there 
should be some limitation to the amount 
of interest that should be chargeable in 
these cases; but looking at the remainder 
of this chapter I do not see that, apart 
from those two sections, there is any limi- 
tation of the rate of interest, and it occurs 
to me that there ought to be some limi- 
tation. I do not think that in the case of 
bills and notes, for instance, more than 8 
per cent, should be collectable. 


Hon. MR. DEVER—I do not see why 
there should be any limitation of the rate 
of interest any more than in anything else 
that is the subject of bargain and sale, It 
is not the case in New Brunswick. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The policy has 
been to relieve the dealing in money of 
any restriction, leaving it perfectly free to 
people to make whatever bargain they 
please, except in special cases, where there 
is à special exception created by charter or 
ct. 

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Where there is no 
bargain, there should be limitation of in- 
terest. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man from St. John has undertaken to con- 
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tradict what I said just now about the | coming of the other, but I do not think it 


other Provinces. I would refer him to 
the provision with respect to New Bruns- 
wick in chapter 127 of the Revised Sta- 
tutes. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—That has been re- 
pealed, I understand. 


Hon. Me. POWER—No; it is in force 
now. The next section contains a pro- 
vision such as I have suggested just now. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
right, I think, in saying that there is a 
restriction in New Brunswick and Nova 
Scotia, but that is not the general policy 
of the Dominion, and I dare say it has 
found its way into the Act in deference to 
the feelings of the people of those Pro- 
vinces. The clauses which are being re- 
pealed apply only to the Province of 
Quebec. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. READ (B.C.), from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill as amended. 


SAMUEL MAY RELIEF BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved the second reading of Bill (16) 
“ An Act to confer on the Commissioner 
of Patents certain powers for the relief of 
Samuel May.” He said: This Bill has been 

ostponed for some time until a Bill of a 
fanid ted character should reach us from 
the other House. The other Bill has not 

et reached us, and I do not like to ask the 


ouse to defer the second reading of this! 


one any longer. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Postpone it for ten 
days until the other Bill comes up, and 
let the two be considered together. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES—I may state that 
I have some evidence to offer before the 
Committee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, if the Bill is referred to that com- 
mittee, in order to show the bona fides of 
the petitioner and the merits of the Bill, 
and with the permission of the House 1 
prefer to go on with it. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I took some objec- 


tion to my hon. friend’s motion on a former 
occasion, and suggested that the whole 


is quite fair to keep my hon. friend hanging 
between heaven and earth so long, and as 
he tells me that he has evidence to bring 
before the committee which will place the 
House in possession of the facts as to 
whether this Bill should be made an 
exception to the general rule, I think it is 
only fair that he should have the oppor- 
tunity to do so. We can take any time we 
like to consider the Bill itself on another 
occasion after the Bill comes back from 
the committee. 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—I think in fairness 
to the House we should not be compro- 
mised by any action we take now 
at this stage of the Bill. The motion 
before the Chair is that the Bill be read 
the second time, and that involves the 
principle of the Bill, which I, for one, do 
not wish to be considered as assenting to. 
Whatever course my hon. friend wishes to 
take, we should not be embarrassed by. 
being called upon to sanction the principle 
of the Bill at this stage, when we might be 
very much disposed hereafter to regret 
our action. If the motion had been that 
the Bill be not now read the second time, 
but that it be referred to committee, it 
would be another matter. That was the 
course I presumed my hon, friend would 
take, and in that way the House would not 
be compromised and he could bring all the 
information before committee that he 
desired. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I would call my 
hon. friend’s attention to the fact that the 
second reading of a private Bill is not con- 
sidered to have the same force as binding 
upou the House on future occasions as the 
second reading of a public Bill. Of course 
a great deal dea at upon the merits of a 
private Bill and the evidence that can be 
adduced in support of it; and it is the 
ordinary practice of the House undoubted- 
ly to give private Bills the second reading 
and refer them to committee. The House 
never hesitates, after the committee reports 
a Bill, to deal with it as they think proper. 
When this Bill came up on a former occa- 
sion the impression I had was that it was 
an entirely new proceeding, one for which 
I thought there was no precedent. I 
stated so on the authority quoted in 


question should come up before the House | another place. I have had occasion, how- 


at the same time, and therefore I thought 
it better that this Bill should wait the 


| 


ever, since then, to look into the records 
myself, and I find that there are three or 
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four Bills on our Statute-book already car-| vidual himself, who neglected to renew 
rying out the principlo which my hon.'his patent ut the proper time, but we have 
friend seeks tu act upon in his Bill, somo| to look to the interests of the public. This 
of which passed without any objection | industry belongs to the public, and we are 
whatever, and I only find one instance of actually by this Bill depriving them of the 
a Bill being rejected in another placa, and | benetit of it. We may by our action be 
none in which a Bill of a similar character depriving gentlemen who have invested 
was rejected in this House. So, in reaiity, | capital in the manufacture of this article, 
if we come to precedent the statements; whatever it is, of a right to which they 
quoted in the Commons Debates werejare fairly entitled under the law. The 
erroneous, for there are actually laws on! petitioner has had for five years absolute 
the Statute-book similar to this one in all| control of this gee and I do not see 
respects. Even that would not decide| why he should have a continuous mono- 
me to pass a Bill like this as a matter poly. I[f it is his misfortune to have for- 
of course, or anything approaching a | feited his patent it is also his fault. He 
matter of course. I should only do itin|has had five years of a monopoly, and 
an exceptional case, and I could conceive! with the practical experience gained in 
a case where it would be a manifest hard-: that timo, and with his plant and facilitics 
ship to a patentee to refuse him a renewal | for manufacturing, he still has the advan- 
of his patent, and I do not think any hon. , tage over competitors, and if, through his 
gentleman in this House would reject an; neglect, his patent was not renewed at the 
application of that description. I could proper time, and it has now become the 
speak of a case which occurred where the! property of the public, I do not think it is 
mail happened to be late—where the money ‘in the interests of the community that the 
for the renewal of the patent was in a re-: public should bo deprived of the rights 
gistered letter that had arrived in Ottawa| which they have acquired. 


afew minutes after the period at which D 
registered letters were delivered a Hon, Me, MoDONALD—Yoa rob the 
patentee of his rights. 


Ottawa. The letter and money made their : 
appearance in the Department after the! ion, Mr. KAULBACH—If he has 
time for renewing the patent had lupsed | neylected his duty and allowed his patent 
and the Commissioner refused to renew it. | to lapse, I do not see why we should 
Should a gentleman come to the Houre| interfere between him and the public. 
under snch circumstances and apply for a! Supposing others have been investing their 
renewal of his patent on the g'ound that, money in this industry, knowing that the 
he did everything he could to geta re- patent had lapsed, are such men to be 
newal within the proper time, we should prejudiced in this way? I think the public 
feel disposed to sanction it. Iam con “have rights to be protected as well as the 
dent that the great majority of this Houxe individual. We are told that there is 
would vote for it. It is possible tu con- another Bill of this character before Parlia- 
ceive a care where we would be disposed! nent, and if we pass this one it is hard to 
to relax the rule prescribed for us in the say how many more we shall have if such 
patent law. My hon. friend from Burling-| 9 precedent is established. 

ton tells me that he can make out a ver 

strong equitable case in favor of this Bill, Hon. Mr. VIDAL—TI think my hon. 
and 1 do not think we shall compromise friend from Lunenburg is making a great 
ourselves in our final vote on this Bill by | mistake in opposing the second reading of 
passing the second reading now and refer- | this Bill. His statement shows the necer- 
ring it to committce to ascertain what sity of letting this Bill go to the com- 
my hon. friend can prove of the efforts | mittee, where evidence cun be received. 
made by the petitioner to get a renewal How can any of us form a judgment on the 
for his patent. case without knowing the particulars of 
it? We have had it shown already, by 
the leader of the House, that circumstances 
may occur where not a single momber of 
the Senate would refuse relief to an appli- 
cant. How do we know but this is a caro 
of the kind? If we remit this Bill to the 











Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I am opposed 
to this Bill. 1 think it is a dangerous 
measure, calculated to establish a pre- 
cedent of a vicious character. We have 
not only to look at the rights of the indi- 
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committee to look into the evidonce, I have 
perfect confidence in that committee that 
they will guard the interests of all parties 
concerned as jealously as this House will. 
If any reason should be shown why this 
Bill should not pass, the committee will 
report to that etfect. How are we to judge 
whether it is right to pass this Bill or not, 
if we do not send it to the committee, 
where the evidence concerning it can be 
obtained? 1 am porsuaded that the ma- 
jority of this House will see the reason- 
ableness of the proposition that has been 
made, We do not commit ourselves to the 
a eg of the Bill, when it is a private 
ill which requires investigation. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—L am rather in a 
quandary as to how I should vote on this 
motion, and J am placed in that position 
by the hon. leader of the Senate. When 
the Bill was under discussion on a previous 
occasion he opposed it as x matter of prin- 
ciple, and he tells us this evening that while 
he may possibly oppose the Bill at a later 
stage, still he thinks it would be highly 
unfair to the hon. promoter, and the per- 
son whose interests he repre-ents, not to 
allow this Bill to go to a committee for 
the purpose of having an inquiry. Now I 
remember that when this Bill was under 
discussion before, the hon. leader 
the House did not take th:.t view. 


that time he looked at the preamble, in| 


which are set out all the arguments in 
favor of passing the Bill, and took the 
ground that if all the statements in the 





of 
At | ed his duty, to pass this Bill. [ quite agree 
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Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—He 
could not have taken any steps before. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—He could have 
applied in the Session of 1889. As the 
hon. member from Lunenburg has said this 
evening, and the leader of the House said 
on a former occasion, the public may have 
been using this patent since. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
He, Mr. May, had no opportunity of apply- 
ing to Parliament until now. He could 
not have done it during the previous 
Session. 


Hon. MR. POWER—Why not? 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES—Because there 
was not time. Last year the House had 
risen, and he applied at the very earliest 
pene he could to this Parliament for 
relief. 


Hon. Me. POWER—His patent right 
expired on the 12th July, 1888. The ap- 
pcan to the Department was made by 

is solicitor in October, 1888, and then the 
application should have been made to this 
Parliament the following Session. A 
deal of time has elapsed and, as has been 
pointed out, the rights of other people 
may have arisen in the meantime. Now 
we are asked, because his solicitor neglect- 








with the view taken by tbe leader of the 
House on a previous occasion, that this 
would be vicious legislation, and the ar- 
guments which the hon. gentleman has 














preamble—and that is all that could go to, made use ot this evening have not changed 
the committee—if all those allegations my mind. Unless he produces stronger 
were true, the Bill should not pass. Now, reusons in support of the Bill I shall 


what is the substantial allegation ? It is| oppose the second reading. 


that this patent was granted on the 12th 
of July, 1883—the day is perhaps a little 


ominous—and under the law the owner of | 


the patent should have made his pores 
tion on or before the 12th July, 1888. Now, 
it may be that Mr. May was engaged in 
the celebrations which occasionally take 
pace on the 12th July, but then that might 

ave been forgiven him if he had applied 
next day, but no application was made for 
three months afterwards, not until October, 
18°8, and since that time a further period 
elapsed, from October, 1888, until the open- 
ing of the prerent session of Parliament, 
before any steps were tuken by Mr. May to 
make his rights good. 


Hon. Mr. VRUMMOND—With regard 
to the rights of other parties which may 
have arisen in the meantime, clause 2 
applies to them. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—No. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Clause 2 says: 


‘Any person who has, within the period between the 
twelfth day of July, one thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-eight, and the extension of renewal hereunder 
of the said letters patent, acquired any interest or 
right in respect of such improvements or inventio 
shall continue to enjoy the same as if this Act 
not been passed.” 


That fully provides for any interest 
which may have arisen prior to the pass- 
ing of this Act. 
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Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
may also state that it requires a very large 
expenditure to go into this business—the 
erection of expensive buildings; and I 
believe it can be shown before the com- 
mittee that no one else has commenced to 
manufacture this particular article. J am 

erfectly convinced that it would be only 
justice to Mr. May to give him an oppor 
tunity to prove his bona fides, and to show 
that the neglect was not his. He is en- 
titled to go before the Standing Orders 
Committee, and prove under oath the 
allegations set forth in the preamble. If 
he does not prove his case to the satis- 
faction of the committee, of course there 
the matter ends, but if he shows a good 
case, it would be only doing justice to grant 
him relief, 


Hon. Me. DEVER —Has anybody peti- 
tioned against the passage of this Bill ? 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES—No. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


THE RECENT ADJOURNMENT. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Before the House 
adjourns I wish to call the attention of the 
hon. member from Lunenburg to the fact 
that there has not been a vast accumula- 
tion of work from the House of Commons 
during our adjournment. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—But there is 
before us some legislation that may be 
defeated through the delay caused by our 
adjournment. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I hope no injury 
will result from our little junketting, and 
I do not think there will be any. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate 
adjourned at 9:20 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, April 10th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


CENTRAL ONTARIO RAILWAY BILL. 
REFERRED BACK TO COMMITTEE. 


The Order of the Day having been called, 
“Third reading Bill (86) ‘An Act respect- 
ing the Central Ontario Railway.’” 


Hon. Mr. READ said: This Bill has 
been laid over in the interest of some of 
the original bondholders, who ask for an 
amendment to secure their position as it 
now exists, so that there will be no uncer- 
tainty aboutit. I beg, therefore, to move 
that the Bill be not now read the third 
time, but that it be amended by inserting 
in the sixth line, after the word “shall,” the 
words .“ continue to all the property cover- 
ed by the mortgage securing such bonds.” 
I move this with the consent of the bond- 
holders, and they are the only parties in- 
terested. The Bill would appear to convey 
the idea that their bonds would cover the 
road to be constructed. Itis only intended 
that the securities shall cover the road 
already constructed, and it is to make it 
definite, that there shall be no mistake 
about it. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It would be better 
if the hon. gentleman would move that 
the Bill be re-committed. We can hardly 
grasp the whole scope of this amendment 
on such short uotice. | 


Hon. Me. POWER—I think it would 
be better to adopt the course that was 
adopted with another Bill the other day, 
that is, to refer it back to the Committee, 
and let the Committee make the amend- 
ment. . 


Hon. Me. MILLER—Even thon, notice 
will have to be given ; it being a private 
Bill no amendment can be made toit with- 
out notice. 


THe SPEAKER- I think the simplest 
form would be for the hon. gentleman to 
move that the Bill bereferred back to the 
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and 
Harbors. 


Hon. Me. READ—I will adopt that 
suggestion, and beg to move that the 
Order of the Day be discharged, and that 
the Bill be referred back to Committee. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Order 
of the Day was discharged. 








THIRD READING. | 


® Hon. MR. ABBOTT moved the third SASKATCHEWAN RAILWAY AND 

reading of Bill (W) “An Act respecting MINING CO.’S BILL. 
nts of Public Lands.” Hesaid: This 

ill passed through Committee yesterday, DES OST IN 
but there was one point in it respecting| Hon. MR. READ (Quinté) moved the 
which some questions were put to me, second reading of Bill (34) “An Act to 
that | was not at the time prepared to| amend the Act to incorporate the Saskat- 
answer with a proper degree of precision. chewan Railway and Mining Company.” 
The Bill is intended in the main to recon-| He said: This Bill extends the time of 
cile the system of grants made by the | commencing the construction of the rail- 
Government with the system of trans-| way and also authorizes a connection with 
mission of property known as the Torrens’ | the Hudson Bay Railway. 
system, and it was pointed out that it 
applied not only to the Province of Mani- 
toba and the North-Wost Territories, where 


the Torrens’ system exists, but also to BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PRO- 


Ontario, where it only partially exists. MISSORY NOTES BILL. 
For the moment I saw some difficulty in 
IN COMMITTEE. 


that fact, and desired to have time to con- 
sider the Bill. I find now, as a fact, that! The House resumed in Committee of the 
the main object of the Bill is to reconcile | Whole the consideration of Bill (6) “ An 
the two systems ; but, in the Province of! Act relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques 
Ontario there has been a law passed which ! and Promissory Notes.” 
rovides for the devolution of property : 

and which makes real estate Dune frown (In the Committee.) 

‘a deceased person personal estate, that is,| On the 32nd clause. — 

it goes to his personal representatives,’ Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: Sub-section 
exactly as under the Torrens’ system the 2 jg changed in some degree but not 
land passes to the persons who represent | materially. This is a modification of sec- 
it, and, therefore, the Bill is intended not tion 4 of the English Act. Thereis a form 
only to harmonize the present system—|of endorsement which is common in the 
the form of the patent with the Torrens’) Province of Quebec and not unknown else- 
system—but also to harmonize in Ontario, | where in the Dominion. I am not satis- 
in the limited area in which this has any-| fied that this clause provides for that en- 
thing to do with it, the land grant with) dorsement. It is known as endorsement 
the system of devolution of property under | pour aval. It is true this clause has refer- 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 











the legislation adopted in 1886. ence to the transfer of a bill, but [ think 
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill | that the amendment that I suggest could 
was read the third time, and passed. be made at the end of the clause. 


NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL. Hon. Mr. P OWER—This clause deals 
altogether with the transferring of bills. 
COMMITTEE POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day having been read,!. Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Although it says 
“Committee of the whole House on Bill(V) in the first portion of this clause, that it 
“An Act to amend the Acts respecting, PUrports to deal with the negotiation of a 


the North-West Territories.” ) ne de the Nate ae NS eee 

. | do not seem to deal exclusively with tha 

arte ns Do nor are certain j subject, and we might with propriety treat 

points which will come up on the discus, this clause in a more comprehensive way. 
sion of this Bill, and one or two which have | 


been brought to the notice of the Govern-| Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-—I would ven- 
ment lately, and which are now under con-| ture to suggest that if a person is wrongly 
sideration, and for these reasons 1 ask that designated in a bill, and endorses it as 
the Order of the Day be discharged, and | therein stated, he should be compelled to 
that it stand as an order for Tuesday next. | attach his proper signature. Under such 
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circumstances, a man should be held 
clearly responsible over his own proper 
signature, for the fact that he adopts de- 
liberately an erroneous designation. I 
would therefore suggest to strike out the 
words “if he thinks fit,” and that he be 
compelled to adopt the wrongful designa- 
tion over his own proper signature. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend’s 
suggestion is a very important one and 
should not be dismissed without due con- 
sideration. With the consent of the 
House, I will let the clause stand for the 
present. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The suggestion is 
a very good one. 


The clause was allowed to stand. 


On the 36th clause,— 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND said: It ap- 
pears to me that the third sub-section is 
very vague and uncertain and that some 
definition should be given of what is a 
reasonable length of time. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—My hon. friend’s 
objection to this has a certain degree 
of plausibility, but the same difficulty 
occurs in a great many places in the Bill, 
and already exists in the law. The ques- 
tion whether a bill, or note, or cheque, 
payable on demand is presented within a 
reasonable time has always been left to 
the appreciation of the court. There are 
cases where a bill has been held for nearly 
five years before being presented, and it 
bas been decided that it was not withheld 
an unreasonable time. There are other 
cases in which a much shorter time has 
been held to be unreasonable. It all de- 

nds on the circumstances of the case. 

or instance, it is a common practice for 
a demand note to be given to a bank as 
collateral security for an account. Al- 
though it is made payable on demand, it 
is obviously not intended to be presented, 
but to remain in the hands of the bank 
until the persons whose names appear on 
it insist on something being done with it. 
In a case which went from St. John’s to the 
Privy Council a note which had been left 
in the hands of the St. John’s glass works 
for over four years, until the parties to it 
had become bankrupt, and was then pre- 
sented, was held to be presented in suffi- 
cient time, because it had been presented 
in the hands of the bank as collateral 
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security. It is therefore practically im- 
possible to put into any Act what is 
a reasonable time within which a note 
payable on demand shall be presented, 
and it has to be left to the judgment of 
the court, 


The clause was adopted. 


On clause 38,— 


Hon. Mk. DRUMMOND said: It is well 
known in Canada that the maker of a note 
very often pays the wholesale house to 
whom it is given, and not the bank. The 
wording of the last clause of sub-section 
(c) of this section would appear to open the 
door to the discharge of the promissor. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The rights and 
owers of the holder of a bill are defined 
y this section. That is an incident to 
the character of bills of exchange and 
promissory notes. ‘They are necessarily 
negotiable, and obtain a kind of sanctity 
inthe hands of a third holder for value 
which is not accorded to any other form 
of payment. In the hands of a third 
holder, for value, even though the note 
was improperly negotiated by the original 
holder he can obtain value for it, leaving 
the man who gave it recourse against the 
party who improperly negotiated it. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is, if the paper 
has matured, but this might be inter- 
preted to apply to a note at any stage. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Words are em- 
ployed through this Bill to signify a note 
given to a third party for value. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—It would not 
apply in the way I suggested. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The holder must 
be paid. 


The clause was adopted. 


On clause 42,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: There is a 
good deal of laxity as to what is the proper 
time for Seco D a bill, There is no 
such universal custom established in the 
Dominion as would justify a person delay- 
ing acceptance of a bill of this kind with- 
out exposing himself to some risk. It was 
thought expedient, and it met with the 
approbation of a good many business men 
who were consulted about it, to fix the 
time as stated in this clause, That is, if 
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it is not accepted on the day on which 
it is actually presented for acceptance, or 
the following day, then it must be pro- 
tested. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT.—I think it would be 
a mistake to alter the law in that particu- 
lar. Bills are often sent forward for pre- 
sentation, and the party bas not had ad- 
vice; he says, “call to-morrow or the 
day after to-morrow; I have not had my 
mail, and I will probably hear from the 
drawer in a couple of days.” The bill is 
withheld accordingly. Under this clause 
the bank could not withhold it. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—Yes, for two days, 
the day of presentment and the next day. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My idea would be 
to allow more time. You cannot lay down 
an arbitrary rule that would apply in all 
cases. 


Hon. Me. McK AY—Bills are often pre- 
sented betore the invoice of the goods 
are received, and the banks allow a draft, 
in such a case, to remain in their posses- 
sion until they know that the goods have 
arrived. 


Hon. Me. DRUMMOND— A longer 
time would be better; three days, at least, 
should be allowed. 


The clause was allowed to stand. 


On the 45th clause — 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: Thisisslightly 
different from the provision in the English 
Act. In sub-section (c) the words “or his 
representative” are added, and we leave 
out the words “at a reasonable hour on a 
business day.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Why leave out 
those words? They seem reasonable, 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—tThero is no occa- 
sion to provide that it shall be on a busi- 
ness day, because there is another specific 
provision in the Act which excludes the 
payment on a day which is not a business 
day. To fix what would be a reasonable 
hour was thought inadvisable, because out- 
side of cities, where business hours are not 
always observed, it would not be considered 
at all improper to present a bill or note at 
the store of a storekeeper whose business 
is in full blust between seven and. nine in 
the evening; but in a city it would 
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probably be considered a rather extraor- 
dinary proceeding to present a bill at such 
an hour. It was thought perfectly safe to 
leave this to the practice that prevails 
among the people themselves who hold 
notes and have to pay them. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I do not feel quite 
clear about that. Suppose, as has happened 
in American cases, the presentment for 
payment is made at 11 o’clock in the even- 
ing at a man’s house, and he does not hap- 
pen to keep his money about the house, he 
cannot be expected to pay then. 


Hon. Mn. PELLETIER—That would 
not be the proper place or time. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The proper time is 
leftout. I doubt the wisdom of departing 
from the wording of the English law there. 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—There is no pro- 
vision in our law as it stands as to the time 
in which a bill should be presented, and it 
seems to me that we have worked under 
the law as it stands without any difficulty, 
and we do not wish to introduce any 
arbitrary “change with respect to bills and 
notes that does not exist in any Province 
in our country now. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Still, we are doing 
it with regard toa great many points in 
this Bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think we 
are making any changes of importance, 
except where inconvenience and loss to 
the community have been experienced 
under the existing law. I have never had 
a case, and I have had a great deal of 
experience in my practice, in which a 
difficulty arose because of the time of pre- 
sentment. There is a word omitted in 
sub-section 7 which 1 should like to put 
in. Theword “acceptance” should follow 
the word “bill” in the first line, because 
if the place of payment is specified in the 
acceptance the bill ought to be presented 
at that place. Under the English law the 
word “bill” is construed to mean bill or 
acceptance, but in passing this Bill through 
the House of Commons some one took 
exception there to the word “bill” as 
possibly not including the acceptance, and 
the words “or acceptance” have been in- 
serted in several places in the Bill, and a8 
they are left out here, it seems to me it 
might create a doubt whether it meant 
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acceptance or not, so I move to insert the 
words “or acceptance” in the first line 
of the secund sub-section. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


On the 47th clause,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In sub-section 2 
of this section there is an omission. It is 
stated that a bill is dishonored by non- 
payment when it has been presented for 
pme and payment has been refused. 

hen the section goes on to define what 
the rights of the holder are. The word 
“acceptor” ought to be there, because the 
recourse is created against the acceptor, 
as well as the drawer and the endorser. 


Hon. Mr POWER—It is remarkable 
that so important a point as that should 
not have been dealt with by the English 
Act. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—Weall know that 
as soon as the bill is dishonored the 
immediate right of recourse exists against 
the whole of the parties to the bill ; still, 
ag we are taking the trouble to make all 
the parties liable, we may as well name 
all of them. 


The cluuse was agreed to. : 


On clause 49—notice of dishonor,— 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Is verbal notice suf- 
ficient now ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes ; [ think it is 
a matter of proof in Quebec. I do not 
know how it is in Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have no objection 
to the provision. 


On sub-section 4,— 

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think it is intro- 
ducing a very dangerous principle, to 
make a notice of protest or dishonor as 


being sufficiently given if it is addressed | 


to any party to such bill at ths place 
where the bill is dated. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—I think it is usual 
to usk the post office address of every 
endorser. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think the de- 
posit in any post office at any time during 
the day on which protest or presentment 
has been made ought not to sufficient 
unless the postage is paid. I propose to 
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add after the words “ post office,” in the 
seventeenth line, the words “with the 
postage paid thereon.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBotr—tThen in sub-section 
5 I would like to add in the 23rd line, 
after the word “ posted,” the words “as 
before provided.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ea te he (k) is 
different from the English law. The pro- 
vision in the English Act is that notice 
must be given as soon as the bill is dis- 
honored, or as soon after as possible. 
This Bill provides that notice must be 
given not later than the next following 
judicial or business day. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I would like my hon. 
friend to consider if an amendment would 
not bein order at the 9th line of sub-section 
4, with reference to qualifying the words 
“at his customary address or place of 
residence,” by adding “or place where 
such residence is given.” 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—A note is payable 
to so-and-so in Montreal, and is endorsed 
by half a dozen people. The note is not 
paid when it falls due, and it goes with 
perhaps a hundred other notes to the 
notary to be protested. He sends notices 
to everybody on that bill to the place 
where the note is dated. He mails the 
notices in Montreal. If the endorsers live 
elsewhere it is only necessary for them to 
insert after their names the places to 
which notice shall be sent, and if they 
fail to do so it is their own fault if notice 
: sent only to the place where the note is 

ated. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—The rule in Ontario 
is that the notary has not only that day 
but the whole of the next to post the 
notice, and during that time he has plenty 
of time to make enquiries. Ifa well known 
firm in Toronto is endorser on a bill, 
surely it is not asking too much of the 
notary to address the notice to the proper 
address. It is too much to say that a 
notary’s clerk, without making the slight- 
est enquiry, may send a notice to the post 
office, at the place where the bill was 
dated, when he could easily find out the 
proper address. 
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Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I do not pretend | 


to know the Ontario law as well as my 
hon. friend does, but I may inform the hon. 

entlemen that the general practice has 

een to mail the notice to the place at 
which the bill is dated, unless there be an 
indication of another address. It is all 
very well in a small place, or where there 
is a small business, to say that the notary 
shall make enquiry where the parties are, 
but where business is transacted on a 
large scale it is not easy to find out where 
each party is to be addressed, when there 
may be, perhaps, a hundred notes to be 
protested on the same day. It might give 
rise to an immense loss of security. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—The whole Bill is 
conceived in the interest of the banks. It 
is quite apparent on the face of it. 


Hon. Mr. DRMMMOND—Would it not 
be well to put in the word “ endorser” 
after the word “ bill,” in the 9th line, sub- 
section 4 ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will perceive that the endorsation does 
not usually bear the name of the place 
where it is made, but the law expressly 
provides that if the endorser choose to 
name the place, then the notice must be 
‘sent to that place. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On clause 51,— 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND—Wby should 
there be any distinction made between the 
Province of Quebec and other Provinces 
in the noting and protestiug of an inland 
bill for non-acceplance and payment? I 
heard the opinion aa pieced within the 
last day or two, by a judge of the Province 
of Québec. that it was injudicious and im- 
proper that there should be any distinc- 
tion made. I submit that what is suffi- 
‘cient for one Province ought to be for the 
‘others. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TI presume the secret 
‘of it is, that the notarial body is a very 
large and influential one in the Province 
of Quebec, and is also well represented in 
the House of Commons, and they have 
taken care that their fees shall not be 
taken away from them. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The people of 
Quebec desire to have their law as it is, 
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and it seems to me, as it is only a matter 
of procedure and not of law, it is desir- 
able to keep it as it is. It is a process that 
their forefuthers have been accustomed to 
for centuries; they wish to retain it, and 
I can see no objection to allowing them to 
do so. 


Hon. Ma. PELLETIER—I must believe 
the hon. gentleman from Montreal when 
he says that a judge there expressed the 
opinion that there should be no difference 
in the law in the Province of Quebec and 
elsewhere; but I um sure that that judge 
does not represent the opinion of the Pro- 
vince or ot the Bar of the Province. I 
remember an occasion when an attempt 
was made to have a chango in the law of 
Quebec in this respect, and not only the 
members of the Bar, but the Bench also, 
were opposed to it. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—It is desirable 
to have the law uniform—not only the law 
but the procedure. 


Hon. Me. PELLETIER—Then mako it 
as it is in Quebec, and we will have no 
objection to it. 


Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—I have now heard 
for the first time that a judge has made 
Objections to the practice in the Province 
of Quebec. I have, on many occasions, 
heard those gentlemen state that the 
commercial law of Quebec was the best 
that could be bad anywhere. Our people 
are used to the law as it exists in the 
Province, and the slightest change would 
work very prejudicially against them. 


Hon. Mr. RESSOR—Will the hon. gen- 
tleman explain why notarial fees are more 
than twice as high in the Province of Que- 
bec as they are in the Province of Ontario ? 


Hon. Mz. BOLDUC—That is a matter 
of detail. I do not think they are double, 
but protests are not so numerous in our 
Province as in other Provinces, in conse- 
quence of the high notarial fees. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will perceive that in Quebec the notarial 
Pees is a learned profession by itself. 

n the other Provinces any one may bea 
notary; it isan incident generally to some 
other profession, and there is no reason 
for paying a high price for services which 
are almost mechanical. There is no rea- 
son for making the same charges in the 
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other Provinces that 
vince of Quebec. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—Will my hon. friend 
explain why those words are introdueed 
in clause 51—*“ but it shall not, except in 
the Province of Quebec, be necessary to 
note or protest any such bill in order to 
preserve the recourse against the drawer 
or endorser.” How is the drawer or the 
endorser to be held unless he is notified ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I put that question 
to those who drew the Bin and the ex- 
planation is satisfactory to certain ex- 
tent. There is another clause in the Bill 
which provides that if an inland bill is 
dishonored notice must be given to the 
endorser and the drawer, but they do not 
insist on the formality of a protest. That 
is What is dispensed with in the practice 
in Ontario. Noting means notarial nota- 
tion, which is completed by protest. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think those words 
are simply confusing. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I propose 10 add 
after the word “but,” in the third line, 
“subject to the provisions of this Act with 
respect to motives of dishonor.” 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The clause means 
nothing, and should be struck out alto- 
gether. 


Hon. MR ABBOTT—This clause deals 
with the protesting of bills, and it says 
that inland bills need no: be protested. I 
understand that that is the law in Eng- 
land, and it makes the law uniform 
throughout the Provinces, except the Pro- 
vince of Quebec. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—The notice of dis- 
honor woujd not entail the expense of a 
notarial protest. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—It would not. The 
amendments I propose to make to this 
clause are, after the word “but,” in the 
third line, to add “subject to the provisions 
i this Act with respect to notice of dis- 

onor.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That is clear from 
the provisions of the Act. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—My theory about 
legislation is that we should endeavor to 
put it in such a form that persons will not 

liable to be misled by it. I must con- 


prevail in the Pro- 
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fess that I was misled by this for some 
time, and imagined that the bill rendered 
it unnecessary to take any proceeding 
whatever with regard to inland bills of- 
exchange, and one would naturally think 
so, reading the clause by itself. There- 
fore, as this amendment will make it quite 
clear, I think it will be better to adopt it. 


The amendment was adopted. 


Hon. Mk SANFORD—Do I understand 
that the portion referring to the Province 
of Quebec is struck out ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No. Why should 
my hon. friend take such an interest in 
the Province of Quebec? 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD—I take a consider- 
able interest in the Province of Quebec. If 
this exception is permitted, anyone whose. 
business extends to the Province of Que- 
bec would have to keep in his employ 
somebody specially to watch these matters. 
in that Province. We are legislating for 
the Dominion, and I cannot see why a law 
which is applicable to the other Provinces. 
should not be suitable for the Province. 
of Quebec. I am not ulone in taking this 
view of it. Many who are doing business 
in different sections of Canada feel as I do 
on this question. If we have one uniform 
law for all the Provinces we will avoid 
serious mistakes and embarrassing losses. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—I hope my hon. 
friend will move that inland bills be pro- 
tested notarially in other Provinces as well 
as in Quebec. I think itisabetter system. 
There is really no change in the principle 
of the law whatever. It is only a minor 
proceeding, and I do not see why we 
should not indulge the Province of Quebec 
in this matter. I should like to know 
whether I am expressing correctly the 
feelings of representatives from Québec in 
saying that they desire to retain this mode 
of procedure in the event of a bill being 
dishonored. I think it is hard to deny it 
to them, inasmuch as it does not muter- 
ially affect the other Provinces. 


Hon. Me. DRUMMOND—It is quite 
impossible to say that a special regulation 
affecting Quebec does not affect other parts 
of the Dominion. In this case the notarial 
protest should be dispensed with if it is 
found unnecessary elsewhere. If the sug- 
gestion of the hon. leader of the House, 
that the other parts of the Dominion 
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should adopt this system of notorial pro- 
test, were to prevail, it seems to me that 
the tail would wag the dog. I am of 
opinion, not having any interest in notarial 
fees or legal expenses, that the parts of 
the clause referring specially to the Pro- 
vince of Quebec should be omitted. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—The object of 
this Bill is to harmonize the commercial 
law as far as possible throughout the Do- 
minion. J do not see why Quebec could 
not come under the general law which 
applies to all the Dominion. Commercial 
law should prevail uniformly in all the 
Provinces, and I do not think that Quebec 
would be much opposed to such legis- 
lation. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This requirement, 
that not only shall notice be given by a 
holder of the bill, but that he shall go to 
a notary and got him to make an official 
protest, is simply a sort of trap to the un- 
wary creditor, and ] can readily under- 
stand that a business man residing in an- 
other Province, to whom an inland bill 
becomes duc from some one in the Province 
of Quebec, and payable in that Province, 
may very likely be misled, may act upon 
the law as it is,in his own Province and 
find afterwards that, according to the law 
of the Province cf Quebec, he should have 
employed a notary and had the bill pro- 
tested. There is a very serious objection 
to maintaining this exception in the bill. 
I Cannot, for the life of me, see how a 
debtor in the Province of Quebec should 
feel aggrieved, because he will be relieved, 
if this provision is striken out, from the 
necessity of paying the notarial fees in 
addition to the amount of the bill. I quite 
agree that it will more or less diminish 
the emoluments of a very respectable class 
of the community in the Province of 
Quebec, but I do not know that we are 
just now bound to consider them, and the 
argument of the hon. gentleman that this 
has been the law in the Province of Quebec 
for a long time does not seem to have 
much force. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Both of my hon. 
friends mistake the application of the the- 
ory they advance. They say that com- 
mercial law ought to be the same through- 
out the Dominion. The commercial law is 
made uniform by this Act; the obligations 
and remedies are the same throughout the 
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| whole of the Provinces ; but in Quebec, 


if the parties are sued they ure sued in a 
different manner fiom that which is recog- 
nized in the Province of Ontario. They 
are charged a smaller amount of costs con- 
siderably in the Province of Quebec than 
in Ontario, when they are sucd. There are 
various other particulars which follow the 
dishonor of a bill, but the obligations of a 
party are the same. The same argument 
which my hon. friends use for the purpose 
of having the notarial system of Quebec 
upset as regards promissory notes would 
apply to proceedings before the courts. 


Hon. Mr. POWER— We have nothing to 
do with that. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—When my hon. 
friends object to this provision with regard 
to protesting they are not objecting to any 
difference in the commercial law, but toa 
difference in procedure. If it is the desire, 
as I really think itis the almost unanimous 
desire, of the Province of Quebec, to pre 
serve the existing procedure intact, we do 
not concede anything by allowing them to 
do so. Ifa man in another Province does 
not wish to pay two or three shillings more 
for a protest in the Province of Quebec he 
need not dea! with anyone in Quebec. I 
do not suggest that there should be a ces 
sation of commerce between the Provinces. 
because it costs more for a protest in Que- 
bec than elsewhere, but while we claim 
that the law shall be the same as tar as is 
practicable throughout the Dominion, I do 
not think that a slight change in the pro- 
cedure is worth quarreling about. Quebec 
desires to keep its system of protest, and I 
think it would be seriously aggrievedif we 
were to take it away from them. 


Hon, Me. KAULBACH—TIf it is only a 
slight change of procedure, the srentiemen 
of the notarial profession in Quebec will 
be more ready to yield to the general law 
of the Dominion. We are here to legis- 
late for the whole Dominion; to make an 
exception will only lead to confusion. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is not a 
change in the law; itis keeping the law as 
it is. 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—But the object 
of this Bill is to make this law uniform, as 
far as possible. 

Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—It appears to 
me that this exception is extending to the 
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notarial profession of Quebec a considera-| actually occurs, that is, that if a bill is 
tion that is not shown to the professional, dishonored by non-acceptance then it 


men of the other Provinces. Consequently 
I think the same consideration should be 
extended to the members of the prufession 
in the other Provinces. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—You would 
make the other Provinces subject to the 
law of Quebec ? 


Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—I am strongly 
in favor of the suggestion thrown out by 
the leader of the House, that we should 
make the Quebec system uniform through- 
out the Dominion. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Thongh I am 
a lawyer, I do not approve of that. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TIf there is a risk of 
destroying the Confederation we should 
not protest any further against this excep- 
tion; but I think the leader of the House 
rather misrepresents the position taken by 
those who are opposed to his view. The 
opposition is not based chiefly on the fact 
that the fees of notaries in Quebec are 
higher than the fees of notaries elsewhere, 
but that certain things must be done in 
order that the holder of a note may recover 
on it in the Province of Quebec, and this 
difference makes a sort of trap for the 
holder. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I drew attention to 
the fact that it would be very much better 
if the Jaw were uniform throughout the 
whole Dominion. I cannot, however, for- 
get that the pracues: in Ontario at all 
events, is that all inland bills are protested. 
The banks invariably protest—that is 
where 99 per cent. of the protests 
come from. If a man wants a bill protested 
be hands it in toa bank. Therefore I do 
not see very much after all in the exception 
in favor of Quobec. It only is important 
with respect to the amount of the fees 
charged. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not under- 
stand sub-section (6.) It is as follows:— 


**(b.) When a bill drawn, payable at the place of 
business or residence of some person other than the 
drawee, has been dishonored by non-acceptance, it 
must be protested for non-payment at the place 
where it is expressed to be payable, or at a place in 
Canada situated not more than five miles therefrom, 
and no further presentment for Payment to, or de- 
mand on, the drawee is necessary.’ 


There must be some omission in that: 
it ought to apply to the case which 








should be protested for non-acceptance, 
and if by non-payment, then it should be 
protested fur non-payment. The process 
which a bill goes through is this: it is 
presented to the drawer, and if he refuses 
to accept, it is protested for non-acccpt- 
ance, and thereupon the holderimmediately 
has an action against everybody whose 
name appears upon the bill to recover the 
amount of it; but whyshould he be put to 
the trouble and expense of protesting it 
again after he has gone through the pro- 
cess which makes everyone on the bill 
liable to the holder ? There is no occasion 
for the expense of another protest. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The ordinary 
course of business is to hold the bill until 
the time is up. 


Hon. Me. POIRIER—If a bill is pre- 
sented and not accepted, it then and there 
becomes due—it has matured, and there- 
fore it can be protested for non-payment. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—It can, but why? 


Hon. Me. POWER—I think a little 
more consideration still is due to this 
matter. Inasmuch as we are dealing with 
inland bills, if a bill is not paid then it 
must be protested at the place where it is 
expressly payable. [ think perhaps the 
better way would be to let the clause stand 
over for further consideration. The English 
Act was drawn with great care, and we 
should be slow to depart from its terms. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not under- 
stand why there should be any difficulty 
about adopting the proposition which 
[ have made. Let us see how the parties 
all stand. A bill is drawn by Brown paya- 
ble in Montreal. It is presented to this 
person in Kingston, say, and he refuses 
acceptance. It is protested or not protested, 
but in either case notice of dishonor must 
be given to every party on that day or the 
next day, or all recourse against the partics 
is lost. Then the next day everybody who 
is a party to the bill knows that it is not 
accepted, that it is dishonored, and thata 
right of action has accrued to the person 
who holds it to sue them all, which he can 
do without further notice or demand, 
and it is their business then to pay or not 
to pay it. If they do not pay it they 
subject themselves to an action. Since the 
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rights of all parties are complete, since 
the holder has right of action against 
everybody concerned, since everybody is 
aware that the bill has been dishonored, 
why should we force the holder to go 
through the further process of protesting 
the drawer and endorser, or anybody else 
for non-payment? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He is not bound to 
do it, but if he does it, then it must be at 
the place where it is payable. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It may have been 
necessary to put such a clause in the Eng- 
lish Act years ago, when it was passed. 
It may have been necessary, at that time, 
to hold the bill until it became due before 
it could be sued upon. That was the 
opinion when [ came to the bar in Quebec, 
that you had to hold a bill until it became 
due, but that idea is exploded. Ifa bill is 
protested for non-acceptance a right of 
action accrues to the holder. The sugges 
tion that I make is to insert the words 
“ ornon-payment” after “ non-acceptance.” 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND—TI would like 
to hear an explanatiun of the provisions of 
sub-section 6, that a Bill must be protested 
at the place where it is dishonored, or at 
pome other place in Canada situate within 
five miles of the place of presentment and 
dishonor ot such bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It must be put of 
record and made an official act within a 
certain distance of the place. That is the 
reason that hus been given to me in answer 
to that enquiry. 


Hon. Me. DRUMMOND.—Could it not 
be made avuilable to cause a great deal of 
inconvenience toa merchant? For instance, 
the holder might actually prefer to go five 
miles from the place of presentment to 
protest it, in order to put the parties to 
inconvenience. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I imagine that the 
real object of it is to accommodate country 
merchants, where notaries are not to be 
found, perhaps, in the immediate vicinity. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The protest con- 
sists in the filling up of a notarial form, 
and there can be no injary to any man in 
protesting a bill five miles from the place 
of its presentment, except to the man who 
gets it done, if he goes five miles outside 
of the city to get a notary to do it. I 
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think the objections which have been made 
to this clause may be met by inserting 
after the word “ payuble,” in the 44th line, 
the words “or where it requires to be 

resented for acceptance, as the case may 
e.” That will compel the protest, whe- 
ther for acceptance or payment, to be made 
within a reasonable distance of the place 
where the Bill is to be presented for 
acceptance. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—Wonuld it not be 
better to put it in this way—that it must 
be protested for non-acceptance and non- 
payment respectively. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It would only 
lengthen the clause without making it 
more clear. It must be understood that 
it is either for non-payment or non-accep- 
tance. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Then the better 
way would be to put the non-acceptance 
first. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Perhaps it would 
be better, though virtually it amounts to 
the same thing. I shall alter the order of 
the wording on the hon. gentleman’s sug- 
gestion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


On clause 52, sub-section 2,— 


Hon, Me. ABBOTT—TI am going to ask 
the committee to destroy the distinction 
to some extent between what is called a 
qualified acceptance and a general accept- 
ance. I believe it is the law in some parts 
of the Dominion that an acceptor may 
accompany his acceptance by a statement 
that the bill is payable at a certain place. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is an acceptance 
generally. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—Yes; that is an 
acceptance generally, and it is so defined 
in this Bill; but, if he adds the word 
“only,” or some other equivalent phrase 
then it is a qualified acceptance. Ifa bill 
is drawn on him, payable at the Bank of 
Montreal, it is a general acceptance, and 
the holder 18 bound to accept that form of 
acceptance, and every party to the bill 
remains bound on it; but if the acceptor 
adds the words “only” or “ elsewhere,” 
it is a qualified acceptance, and the holder 
cannot take it; if he does take it the en- 
dorsers are discharged. That seems to me- 
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an absolute absurdity, that when a man/|the English law, upon which this Bill has 
says “I will pay this bill at the Bank of} been modelled. It provided: 


Montreal” the holder of the bill is bound 
to take that, and he does not discharge the 
drawer or endorsers, but if he adds the 
word “only ” the endorsers are not held. 
By these two clauses, if you say a bill is 
payable at the Bank of Montreal you need 
not present it there, but the acceptor 
remains liable without any presenta- 
tion; but if it is payable at the Bank 
of Montreal only and not elsewhere, then 
you can present it there, not necessarily 
on the day it matures, but when you like. 
I propose to amend the Bill to provide 
that if the acceptor names a place of pay 
ment in the bill it must be presented there 
for payment. Under this system, if a man 
in his acceptance says where he will pay 
the bill it has got to be presented there, 
but the non-presentation does not relieve 
him, nor does it relieve anybody else as 
endorsers ; but if the holder chooses to sue 
him without presenting it where he pro- 
mised to present it, then he runs the risk 
of paying the costs. That seems to me to 
be absolutely just, simple, and convenient 
in all respects. If the holder puts the 
acceptor to undue cost by sueing him at 
one place wnen provision is made for pay- 
ment at another place, he sues at his own 
risk, and the costs are in the discretion of 
the court. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—Section 52 only re- 
lates to the person that is ultimately liable 
on the bill. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—In Nova Scotia 
the endorser of a bill is not relieved from 
his responsibility by the acceptor saying 
that he will pay it at his own office. It 
des not relieve either the drawer or en- 
dorser; but if he says “payable at my 
office and not elsewhere,” then it is taken 
at the party’s risk that the endorser may 
be relieved. I know of no case in our 
Province in which the acceptor could be 
sued unless the Bill is presented to him for 
payment, 

The clause was agreed to as amended. 


On clause 60,— 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Clause 60 in 
the Bill as originally drawn is entirely 
different from clause 60 now before us, 
and it created a great deal of excitement 
amongst bankers. That clause was struck 
out phe Commons, though it existed in 


‘ When a bill payable to order on demaud is drawn 
on a bank, and the bank on which it is drawn pays 
the bill in good faith, and in the ordinary course of 
business, it is not incumbent on. the bank to show 
that the indorsement of the payee or any subsequent: 
indorsement was made by or under the authority of 
the person whose indorsement it purports to be, and 
the bank is deemed to have paid the bill in due 
course, although such indorsement has been forged or 
made without authority. 


As far as the mercantile community is. 
concerned, the Montreal Board of Trade 
objected to this clause, but I have received 
a great many communications from bank- 
ers expressing strongly their objection to 
this clause being struck out, and claiming 
that as the Bill is a copy, toalarge extent, 
of the English law, there is no valid reason 


for departing from English practice and 


striking out this clause. They principally 
dwelt on the inconvenience to which it 
subjects a large portion of the public, 
because if the bank is liable for any 
indorsement, whether they are familiar 
with it or not, of course the identity of the 
party to whom the bill is payable is a 
necessity for the bank to ascertain. I hold 
here an immense number of opinions given 
by agents of banks and others throughout 
the country, that if this clause is struck 
out and the bank is held responsible for 
signatures and indorsements for which it 
has no sufficient means of information or 
identification, that they will be compelled, 
in self-defence, to put a great many people 
to inconvenience in respect to it. Under 
these circumstances, I think I ought to 
move that clause 60, as it appeared in the 
OHBIARl bill, should be reinstated in this 
ill, 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TI really do not 


see why the bank should not be respon- 
sible. If a bill is forged, I think it is the 
duty of the bank to take care that they do 
not pay it. They generally require a per- 
son who presents a cheque at a bank to 
find some one to identify him. The banks 
are well paid for all this trouble, and 
should be careful of what they are about. 
If you relieve the banks of responsibility 
they will take any paper that may be pre- 
sented. It would open up a multiplicity 
of means of deftanding the publie. The 


bank must take care of itself and know the : 


person to whom it pays money. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There are two 
illustrations in the English Act quoted 
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which seem to me to suffice as to the argu- 
ment against this clauso. These illustra- 
tions are as follows: 


‘*1. A cheque is drawn payable to C. or order. 
It is stolen, and C.’s indorsement is forged by 
the thief. The bankers on whom it is drawn pay it. 
They can de' it the drawer’s account with the amount 
of the cheque. 

“2, A chsque is drawn payable to C.’s order, and 
handed to an gent of C.’s in payment of a debt due 
toC. The ag- mt, who has no authority to indorse 
cheques, indc:ses it ‘‘ per proc.” for C., obtains pay- 
ment and kecps the money. The loss falls on ë. 
He has no remedy against the drawer or the bankers.” 


He has noremedy. That is the state of 
things which this clause would produce. 
The only argument against it, and it is an 
argument that has some weight, is that it 
is a serious inconvenience to the banks to 
be made responsible for tho genuineness 
of the endorsement on a bill presented to 
them for payment. The endorsement on 
that bill is one that the drawer does not 
see at all. He requests the bank to 
pay out of his money to John Smith 

ve hundred pounds; the bank pays it 
to John Jones in reality. How can it be 
said that they are fulfilling their obligation 
to him when they take his money and give 
it to another man? Ifthey do not know 
the endorsement, of course it is their inte- 
rest to verify it in some way, and my ex- 
porence is that they always do so. I have 

ud a bank account for forty years, and 
occasionally a person receiving a cheque 
from me has come back to me to be iden- 
tified. I write my name on the back of 
the cheque and that suffices. To allow this 
other clause to become law would open the 
door for frauds of every description. A che- 
que could not be left where an office boy or 
anybody else could get at it. You could 
not send a cheque by post to pay an ac- 
count—you could not give a cheque with- 
out getting a receipt for it. You would run 
the chance of any beggar on the street 
picking up a cheque and putting his name 
on it, and the banks paying it without 
hesitation. The money would be paid 
away contrary to the instructions of the 
owner, and without any opportunity for 
the person who owned the money to protect 
his interests. I am pulled both ways in 
this matter. I have something to do with 
the banks myself, but I cannot recognize 
the justice of this proposition, and I think 
ithe House was right in striking it from 
the Bill 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-—Is it not pecu- 
iiur that in this particular the House 


should depart from the English Act, which 
has been followed in every other feature? 
That is an anomaly which requires some 
explanation. I might trouble the House 
with a short paragraph from a communi- 
cation which 1 have received. My in- 
formant says: 


“ From experience I am certain there is no part of 
our dealings with the public that causes so much ex- 
asperation and so much positive inconvenience to the 
public as the fact that banks are responsible for the 
endorsements upon cheques. In order to protect our- 
selves, we must see that the party who presents the 
cheque, or by whom it purports to be endorsed, is 


the real payee, and in order to do this we are con- 
stantly obliged to refuse payment until the public, 
very often at great inconvenience, are compelled to 


bring parties to the bank, not only whom they know 
but whom we know, to identify them. 35 

‘I imagine that if a statement of the kind were 
sought it would be found that not one case in 5,000 
is a cheque presented but by the actually en- 
titled to receive the money; yet it is quite likely that 
of that number we would call upon 250 to be 
properly identified to us. 

‘This is a serious inconvenience when men are ina 
hurry and especially when they are strangers. 

“This is che disadvantage of it tothe public. To 
the bank it 18 serious in another way. 

“The hability of banks for endorsements has been 
abused, inasmuch as many men now use bank cheques 
as receipts for money, knowing well that on the bank 
is thrown the responsibility of seeing that the money 
is actuall id to the proper person. They take 
little h therefore, to examine their passbooks and 
cheques when surrend to them, to satisfy them- 
selves as to the genuineness of the endorsements, and 
owing to this, after a lapse of many years, a bank 
might be called upon to refund money to a party who, 
if he had taken care to satisfy himself at the proper 
time, would have detected the fraud. 

‘We take every possible care to surrender custom- 
ers their cheques and get confirmation from them that 
their account is correct in our books, but it has been 
held that this is no protection to the rer ayia 
the fraud of a forged endorsement, and inly we 
should have protection of some kind.” 


Now I can quite see, on the face of it, 
that it is a great convenience to the public 
that this clause should be struck out, but 
it is the practice of banks, in judging of the 
proper endorsation on cheques especially, 
to leave it to a junior clerk, to whom they 
pay two or three hundred dollars a year, 
and, as a matter of fact, if you make your 
cheques payable to a certain firm you 
throw the onus of proving the payment on 
the banks, you being the only party know- 
ing them to be entitled to it. If it be the 
fact that in drafting this Bill clause 60 
was for good reason inserted, I cannot see 
that it can be rejected summarily now. 


_ Hon. Mz. POWER—In connection with 
this clause, the matter was very fully dis- 
cussed in the House of Commons, where 
the feeling was overwhelmingly against the 
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retention of the draft clause which the 
hon. gentleman now desires to have 
inse in the Bill, and although it is per- 
fectly true that we should, as a rule, follow 
as nearly as we can the English law, still, 
if the English law is in itself not appli- 
cable to our condition, I do not think we 
are bound to adopt it. If hon. gentlemen 
will look at clause 24 of this Bill they will 
find that the clause which the hon. gentle- 
man wishes to insert is an exception to the 
general principle governing the Bill. The 
general rule is, that the holder is respon- 
sible, and I do not see why an exception 
should be made in favor of the banks. 
They have facilities and skill which enable 
them to protect themselves better than 
others could. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—If that clause 
were adopted, it would be unsafe to send 
cheques payable to order anywhere, as is 
now done all over the country ; because, if 
‘ a letter were to get into other hands, and 
the endorsation of the cheque were forged, 
the fraud could not be discovered, because 
the payment would be in another eity 
altogether. 


The amendment was declared lost. 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND—TI think it 
ought to be clearly understood that the 
bank bas a legal right—I have heard it 
questioned—to take precautions to satisfy 
iteelf as to the validity of signatures and 
endorsements. Ifthe banks cannot exercise 
due and proper care, and are'responsible, as 
this Bill makes them, [ think it is necessary 
to insert in the Bill something giving the 
banks the absolute right to require identi- 
fication in every case, and perhaps some of 
the lawyers in the House will say whether 
that is requisite or not. If there is nota 
clear opinion on that point I shall feel it 
necessary to divide the committee on a 
clause conferring on the bank the power 
of absolutely identifying the signatures 
and a certain limit of respousibility—a 

riod beyond which the responsibility 

oes not extend, 


The clause was adopted. 
How. Me. McCLELAN, from the com- 


mittee, reported that they had made some 
progress with the Bill, and asked leave to 


sit LT 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (Y) “An Act respecting the Reck- 
oning of Time.” (Mr. Innes, Burling- 
ton). 

Bill (Z) “ An Act respecting Railways.” 
(Mr. Abbott). 


Hon. Mn. POWER—I presume that is 
substantially the same Bill that was intro- 
duced by the hon. gentleman from Monck 
and defeated in the other House. Have 
the Government repented of their action ? 


The Senate adjourned at 6 o’clock. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, April 11th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READING. 


Bill (91) “ An Act to grant certain pow- 
ers to the Chambly Manufacturing Com- 
pany.” (Mr. Pelletier). 


REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


Bill (89) An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the River Detroit Railway 
Bridge Company.” (Mr. McKindsey). 


PONTIAC AND PACIFIC JUNCTION 
RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 


REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har- 
bors, reported Bill (87) “An Act respecting 
the Pontiac and Pacific Junction y 
Company,” without any amendment. He 
said : À member of the committee stated 
that it was his desire to move certain 
amendments to this Bill at this stage, and 
if he still persists in that determination I 
quite admit that he ought to have an oppor- 
tunity, in order that he may do 80, to give 
the necessary notice. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I shall avail myself 
of my unquestionable pe o to move 
the third reading ot the Bill presontly, 
leaving it to any hon. member to move what- 
ever amendment he may think fit. 
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Hon. Me. CLEMOW-—I gave notice in 
committee this morning that I intended 
to move certain amendments to this Bill, 
and I thought it was necessary that I 
should give notice to that effect. That is 
the reason I do not approve of the motion 
submitted by the bon. gentleman from 
Sarnia, that the Bill be read the third time 
presently. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—As the hon. gentle- 
man from Rideau division has stated in 
his place that he intends to move amend- 
ments to this Bill, I am sure it is the desire 
of the House that he should have the op- 
portunity of doing so. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—If it is the desire of 
the House I shall withdraw my motion, 
and move, instead, that the Bill be read the 
third time on Monday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL MAY RELIEF BILL. 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN, from the Com- 
mitte on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, reported Bill (16) “An Act to confer 
on the Commissioner of Patents certain 
powers for the relief of Samuel May,” 
recommending its passage. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved that the Bill be read the third 
time on Wednesday next. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—TI should like 
to ask the leader of the House whether he 
thinks it would be necessary to give notice 
of an amendment to this Bill for the pro- 
tection of rights acquired since the lapse 
of this patent? I do not think that the 
promoters of this Bill intend that it shall 
cover the rights of those who have in- 
vested capital or commenced operations 
in this business under the impression that 
the patent had expired. Ifthe leader of 
the House thinks the second clause is 
sufficient to cover any such rights I shall 
not move in the matter myself. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The third reading 
of the Bill is proposed for Wednesday 
next, and therefore it is open to the hon. 
gentleman to place a notice of his motion 
on the Paper. 


Hon. Mr. KAU LBACH—TIhave no inten- 
tion of taking any action myself; I simply 


Elbow River Water [SENATE.] Power Co.’s Bill. 


call the attention of the leader of the 
House to the subject. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It was for the pur- 
pose of considering this question, and 
others connected with the Bill, that I 
asked my hon. friend to postpone the 
third reading until Wednesday next; but 
at the same time, I should be sorry that 
the House should put itself entirely into 
my hands in the matter if I might be of 
opinion that no amendment is necessary. 
I might be wrong; if #0, it would not be 
the frst time, and I suppose will not be 
the last time. If any member wishes to 
make an amendment he can give notice. 
It is my intention to examine the Bill and 
report on it, with a view of deciding what 
the Government will do when the third 
reading is moved on Wednesday next. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—In the 
committee to-day we had ample evidence 
before us that no new works had been 
commenced by anyone. Weare perfectly 
willing that this relief should be granted 
to Mr. May. 


The motion was agreed to. 


ELBOW RIVER WATER POWER 
CO.'S BILL. 


MOTION. 


Hon. MR. LOUGHEED moved that 
the Bill to incorporate the Elbow River 
Water Power Company be recommitted 
to the Select Committee on Railways, 
Telegraphs and Harbors, for reconsidera- 
tion. He said: I placed this notice on the 
Paper at the request of the corporators of 
the Bill. Mr. Davis, the member for 
Alberta, had charge of the Bill in the 
House of Commons, being at the same time 
one of the corporators. The Bill was 
brought up and speeded in its reading 
for the purpose of allowing a delegation 
from Calgary to express their views 
before the Select Committee on Rail- 
Ways, pee hsand Harbors. The dele- 

ates from Calgary were heard exparte 
tr. Davis baing then in Montreal. I was 
not prepared to express my views on the 
matter to the committee, Mr. Davis hav- 
ing all the plans and other information and 
knowledge respecting this Bill. I there- 
fore asked the committee, on that occasion, 
to let the Bill stand until Mr. Davis re- 
turned from Montreal. The committee 
did not then expect to meet on the follow- 
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ing Thursday, which was the date of the 
adjournment, and in their wisdom (for I 
must assume was what assume they did 
they considered was wisely done though 
I might differ therefrom) they refused 
to let the matter stand until Mr. Davis 
returned. On his return to Ottawa he 
requested me to ask this honorable House 
to permit the Bill to be recommitted to the 
committee, so that he could express his 
views upon it. It seems to me that this 
consideration is involved in the motion, 
namely, when a promoter of a Bill brings 
it before a committee of the House he 
should be given an opportunity to explain 
to the committee the objects of the Bill. 
The committee on that occasion was not 
assisted by the representations which Mr. 
Davis could have made, and, I am disposed 
to think, had not placed before them that 
measure of information which it was their 
desire to have in connection with the mea- 
sure. The Bill is evidently fraught with a 
certain amount of importance to its pro- 
moters and to the particular district in 
which it is the intention to carry on the 
operations referred to in the Bill. 

I think hon. gentlemen present should 
take into consideration that in such a 
matter as this the public interests would 
be best served b hearing what the pro- 
moter of the Bill may have to say upon 
this particular question. I do not intend 
upon this occasion to deal with the merits 
or demerits of the Bill. I think this ques- 
tion should be taken into consideration 
entirely apart from that—that we should 
divest ourselves entirely of the view as to 
whether this Bill is possessed of merits or 
not, for this, I submit, cannot be very well 
considered on this occasion in the House, 
nor canit be done by hearing the ex parte 
views of delegates on one side; but the 
views of both parties should be presented 
before the committee. I therefore move 
the motion which has been placed upon 
the Paper, that this Bill be recommitted, 
for the purpose of hearing Mr. Davis o 
the matter, so that if his views shou 
appear to be consonant with what might 
be deemed the public interest, that the 
measure should be restored to the Order 
Paper, so that it may come before this 
House again in due course. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—My hon. friend 
says that he does not propose to go into 
the facts of this case, and he gives the 


House no ground on which he desires a 
reconsideration of this Bill. I do not, 
therefore, propose to go into the facts of 
the case at present, but I shall submit to 
hon, members a preliminary objection to 
this motion being entertained upon grounds 
which I think will recommend that pro- 

osition to the good sense of the House. 

y hon. friend has correctly stated that 
when the Bill came up from the House of 
Commons he asked as an indulgence that 
it should be read at once a first and second 
time, on the same day, and the rule was 
dispensed with, in order to accommodate 
the hon. gentleman; and the reason he 
gave for it at the time was, that the mayor 
and some of the corporation of Calgary 
were in attendance, for the purpose of 
opposing this Bill, and he desired to give 
them an early opportunity of appearing 
before the committee. In consequence of . 
that they did appear; they were heard, 
plans were submitted, the whole question 
was gone into, and a very strong, almost a 
unanimous opinion was expressed against 
the Bill, and a report was, in consequence, 
submitted by me, as it was my duty todo, 
as chairman of the committee, to this 
effect : 


‘Your committee find that the preamble of the 
said Bill has ngt been proved to their satisfaction, and 
your committee haw: arrived at such decision on the 
ground that the passing of the said Bill would be 
against the public interest.” 


This was on the 26th March, and is 
signed by myself as chairman. On motion 
of myself, seconded by Hon. Mr. Power, 
that report was adopted by the House, and, 
therefore, there is an end of the Bill. My 
hon. friend does not propose to rescind 
the solemn action of the House, when they 
declared it was a Bill against the public 
interest—that the preamble had not been 

roved—but he proposes cooly to refer it 

ack again to the Committee on Railways, 
Telegraphs and Harbors, although the 
House has solemnly disposed of it. In all 
good nature I will say that the committee 
scarcely ever meet without having new 
business to do, without being asked to re- 
consider business that they have ulready 
disposed of, and on which the House has 
sanctioned our action. Therefore, that 
ought to be a sufficient reason for the 
House not entertaining this motion at all. 
I am pefectly prepared to show by the 
most cogent reasons, if it is necessary, that 
this is a motion which should not en- 
tertained—for the reasons that are given 


a16 


in the report itself, and it is hardly worth 
while going into this discussion. As 
chairman of the committee I never shirk 
any work, and on behalf of my fellow 
members, I must object to asking them to 
entertain a subject which they have al- 
ready considered at some length, and 
which the House has disposed of. 1 
ask the opinion of the leader of the House 
on this question, because it concerns the 
ractice of the Senate, and, in my opinion, 
t would be most unwise to reopen the 
matter. 


Hon. Mn. SANFORD—TI cannot agree 
with the views presented by the last 
speaker. The facts are these: The pro- 
moter of that Bill had not the opportunity 
of stating his case to the committee. 
Those who were vpposed to it ventilated 
their views very freely, and the committee 
* were necessarily biased in the report that 
they brought in. Surely when the pro- 
moter of the Bill was unavoidedly detained, 
had not an opportunity of stating his case, 
hon. gentlemen will permit the Bill to be 
referred back to the committee to allow 
him to state his views with regard to it. 
It is only a matter of justice and fair play. 
I vertainly hope that the motion that the 
Bill be restored to the Order Paper be favor- 
ably considered by the House. 


Hon. MR. KAULBACH—It seems to 
me wehavenothing beforeus; as that report 
has been confirmed we cannot send it back 
to the committee. The House has no longer 
possession of the Bill, and I do not see how 
we can revive it. I think it would be 
establishing a bad precedent if the motion 
of my hon. friend should be adopted. If 
we create such a precedent we will find 
persons at all stages of legislation asking 
that Bills be referred back to committee, 


; The motion was declared lost on a divi- 
sion. 


THE CONSTITUTION OF THE 
SENATE. 


MOTION POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day having been 
called — 


That an humble Address be presented to Her Most 
Gracious Dear for the amendment of the 
British No erica. Act, so that Senators shal 
henceforward, as their seats become vacant, be a 
pointed by Provincial Legislaturve, the Crown to retain 
the right to the appointment of three or six additional 
Senators, as now exists under the Constitution. 


’ Fhe Constitution [SENATE] of the Senqie. 


Hon. Me. MACDONALD (Cape Breton) 
—in the absence of Mr. PorRtER—moved 
that the Order of the Day be discharged, 
and that it stand as an order for Wednes- 
day next. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I think we are 
etting into avery vicious habit in this 
Mouse of allowing gentlemen who place 
motions on the Order Paper to postpone 
them from time to time, sometimes for a 
month. A Bill must be either withdrawn 
or postponed in a certain way, and to allow 
notice of a motion of this kind to be given 
for a certain day, so that gentlemen may 
be prepared to discuss it on a certain day 
and vote upon it, is not in the public 
interest, sid thie House should not be 
treated in such a cavalier manner. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not know that 
there is any limit to the will of the House 
in these matters. The House has a right, 
if it choose, to allow any hon. gentleman 
who puts a motion on the Paper to post- 
pone its discussion, and I think I and 
Others in the House are quite as much to 
blame, if there is blame anywhere, as 
the hon. gentleman in whose name the 
motion stands. The question is one of no 
inconsiderable importance, and every hon. 
gentleman has a right to bring up such 
an and have them discussed, and in 
the present instance I know that several 
members of the House are desirous of 
spoaking on this motion, and they thought 
the time fixed by the hon. gentleman was 
rather too short. It is at the request of 
several members of the Senate, amongst 
them myself, that this notice is postpone 1. 
I saw the hon. gentleman this mornins, 
and suggested next Wednesday toi his 
motion, and I understood him to agree to 
it, as we have the Promissory Notes Bill 
and the North-West Bill on Tuesday. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Order 
of the Day was discharged. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (129) “An Act to amend the Ex- 
chequer Court Act.” 


The Senate adjourned at 4 p. m. 
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THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, April 14th, 1890. 


THs SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock, 


Prayers and routine proceedings. © 


THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT. 


room, and said it was addressed to Mr. 
McInnes, room No. 8. [ told him that it 
was not for me; that I had made no speech 
in the Senate for sometime, and that I 
thought it was for my colleague from 
Burlington. However, as it was addreased 
to room No. 8, I opened it. When I saw 
it was a proof of my namesake's speech [ 
gave it to the boy, and told him to go to 


Hon. Mr. REA D—RBefore the Orders of | T°™ No. 9 with it, That may account for 


the Day are called, I would like to bring 
to the notice of the Government the delay 
in the printing of the Bills. There were 
nine Bills passed last week, and none of 
them are returned printed. I have made 
enquiries of the officials, and from them I 
understand the delay arose from the com- 
positors having a half-holiday on Saturday. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I shall certaini 
bring this matter to the notice of my col- 
league, the Secretary of State, and ask him 
what is the cause of the delay. 


Hon. Mz. HAYTHORNE—TI shall be 
lad to receive the instructions of the 
ouse with regard to the non-publication 

of the Debates of the Senate which occurred 
last Wednesday. It appears that a speech 
of one hon. gentleman, sent to him for re- 
vision, has not been corrected, and remains 
in bis hands, and for that reason the Debates 
ot that day is delayed, and I am appealed 
to as chairman by the clerk of tho Debates 
Committee to know what to do. Is the 
printer to proceed with the publication 
and omit the hon. gentleman’s speech, or 
is he to wait until he receives the correc- 
tions? That hon. gentleman is not in 
Ottawa at present, I understand (I allude 
to the hon. Senator from Burlington). If 
this House will please decide whether that 
debate is to be published without waiting 
for the bon. gentleman’s speech, I shall feel 
more at ease about it. 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH—I do not see 
why there should be any delay atall. The 
rts of the few remarks that I make in 
the House are never given me to revise, and 
I do not want to look at them, and I do not 
see bl any other gentleman should delay 
the publication of the Debates. Let it go 
in as it is, or omit it altogether. 


Hon. Me. MoINNES (B.C.)—I may say 
that a messenger from the Printing Burean, 
op Friday last, brought a large envelope 
containing some printed matter to my 


the speech not being returned to the 
Printing Bureau, and the delay in the 
printing. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This question as to 
the time which is to be taken by hon. 
gentlemen in correcting their speeches 
was under discussion before the committee, 
and the committee instructed the reporters 
that after the time for correcting speeches 
had elapsed speeches were to be published, 
whether corrected or not; and I do not 
see why the whole publication should be 
delayed because one hon. gentleman hap- 
pene to be absent and neglects to revise 

is speech. As a rule, the speeches are 
reported with accuracy, and if any hon. 
gentleman wishes to make any material 
change in his speech he should at least 
make an effort to do so within the time 
which is appointed —that is to say, any 
time up to 10 o’clock on the evening on 
which the speech is delivered. It would 
be unreasonable to delay the whole pub- 
lication because an hon. gentleman does 
not find it convenient to revise his speech 
within a proper time. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—It ought to be 
left entirely within the discretion of the 
reporters. If I recollect right, the speech 
in question was on irrigation in the North- 
West, and if that is the one, it did not 
require revision, because it was already 
written. 


Hon. MR. rain oh Poe 
the hon. gentleman’s speech were omit 
from the first issue of the Debates it could 
appear in the subsequent edition for the 
bound volume. I presume, therefore, it is 
the desire of the House that the Debates 
should be printed without waiting for the 
hon. gentleman’s speech? 


Hon. Me. OGILVIE—We should not 
have the publication of our Debates kept 
back for any person’s correetion of 
speeches. 
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Hon. Mr. McINNES a C.) — They 
must have the hon. gentleman’s speech 
down ut the Printing Bureau in type- 
writing, as it was sent down by the 
reporters, so that there is no necessity 
for waiting for a corrected copy. 


DETROIT RIVER RAILWAY BRIDGE 
CO.’S BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Third reading of Bill (89) ‘ An Act to 
amend the Act to incon A the River 
Detroit Winter Railway Bridge Company, 
and to change the name of the Company 
to ‘The River Detroit Railway Bridge 
Company,’” . 

Hon. Mz. McKINDSEY moved'that the 
Bill be not now read the third time, but that 
it be amended on page 2 by striking out 
from ‘ 3,” in the first line, to “the,” on 
the third line. He said: This alteration 
simply changes the third clause of the 
Bill. It makes the sub-section of clause 3 
the third section, instead of the one in the 
former Act. It does not change the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, and therefore I presume 
there will be no objection to it. The change 
war suggested at the meeting of the com- 
mittee by the senior member from Hali- 
fax, but was not accepted at thut time. 
Since then it has been thought better to 
make the amendment, because it will sim- 
plify the matter and make the clause of 
the Bill more readily understood. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—As this motion 
proposes substantially to correct a report 
of the committee of which [ am chairman, 
I should like to explain to the House that 
this amendment asked for has not in any 
way arisen from any laches or want of 
attention on the ) art of the committee. 
The hon. member has himself stated that 
the attention of the promoter of the Bill 
was called to it by a member of the com- 
mittee, who, I am bound to say, suffers 
very little to escape his notice. I also, as 
chairman, felt bound to press on the mem- 
ber and his counsel who bad charge of the 
Bill the desirability of adopting some 
amendment of this kind in order to make 
the matter plain, but the promoter of the 
Bill and his counsel both insisted that 
there was no necessity whatever for the 


further. Neither did any member of the 
committee think it advisable to do 80, as 
the promoter and his counsel had such a 
decided opinion on the matter. Conse 
quently, we decided to report the Bill as 
we have done. This matter escaped the 
notice of the Railway Committee of the 
House of Commons and of the counsel 
employed to assist in procuring the legis- 
lation. I am very glad indeed that the 
amendment has been made, because it is 
eminently necessary, and I have no doubt 
that it will receive the immediate assent 
of the House of Commons. 


Hon. Mra. McKINDSEY—The sugges- 
tion was made before the committee, but 
the effect of it scarcely appeared at the 
time. At all events, there was sufficient 
in the suggestion that was made to throw 
a doubt on the Bill. After considering 
the suggestion made by the senior member 
from Halifax it was thought better to pro- 
pose this amendment, in order to put the 
matter right. Et does not change the Bill 
in any way at all; I did not think it was 
necessary when I gave notice of this motion, 
but it is simply for the purpose of remov- 
ing any doubt that might exist with respect 
to the matter, so that there may be no 
difficulty or trouble in raising the money 
for the work, it being an international 
matter. 


Hon. MR. POWER—I do not think that 
the motion which is made by the hon. pro- 
moter of the Bill will have the effect. that 
he desires. The amendment to clause 3 of 
this Bill will make it read as follows :— 

‘‘The bridge shall be commenced within three 
years and completed within five years from the pass- 
ing of this Act, otherwise the powers hereby granted 
shall cease and become null and void.” 

This Bill contains very few powers. Under 
the original charter the work should have 
been begun within three years, two of 
which have already expired. At the ex- 
piration of one year from this time the 
powers conferred by the original charter 
will expire, and the only powers that will 
be continued to the company will be those 
set forth in this Bill, which are almost 
none. The Bill provides that the bridge, 
instead of being built on a low level, 
shall be built on a high level, but all 
the powers with respect to the beginning 
of the work, borrowing powers and all the 


‘amendment. Ofcourse, as chairman of the | legislative machinery necessary, will cease 
committee I could not urge the matter | to operate if the work is not begun within 
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one year from the passing of this Act and 
completed within three years. I do not 
think that that is the intention of the pro- 
moter of the Bill. At the same time it is 
only fair to say that the hon. gentleman 
who was in charge of the Bill was per- 
fectly willing to accept the amendment 
suggested in the committee, but his wish 
was over-ridden by a majority of the com- 
mittee. I also desire to call attention to 
the fact that in the second clause of this 
Bill there is what I look upon as being an 
ambiguity, which may lead to difficulty 
hereafter, so that, in my humble opinion, 
the better way would be to have the Bill 
referred back to the committee, to be 
amended generally. The first sub-clause 
of the second clause of the Bill begins as 
follows: “The bridge shall be a high- 
level bridge,and have not more than two 
piers located in the river, which piers 
shall not exceed each 40 feet at the sur- 
face of the water.” Now, the Bill does 
not state 40 feet in what way. The in- 
tention is, I believe, that the pier shall not 
be more than 40 feet wide. When the 
company begin to construct the bridge 
they may, if they cover more than 40 
superficial feet, be met with an injunction 
or some opposition which will interfere 
seriously with their enterprise. I think 
it would be wise to refer the Bill back to 
the committee and have it put into proper 
shape. It would be unwise to put the 
Bill through in its present imperfect shape 
to save a day now. The duty of this 
House is to correct hasty legislation from 
the other Chamber, and I think the wiser 
course would be to refer the Bill back to 
the committee. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY—I do not 
think that my hon. friend is correct in 
saying that the majority of the committee 
were opposed to this amendment. I think 


otherwise; the majority said it war neces- | : 


sary, but the solicitor did not see the 
importance of it, and consequently the 
amendment was not made. What took 
place in the committee is probably not a 

roper subject of discussion in the Senate 
Just now. The hon. gentleman s 
the extension of time covered by this 
clause; that being embodied in this Bill 
as an original clause will extend the time 
as desired. Therefore, I can scarcely see 
how there is anything wrong in that 
elause. With respect to the 40 feet that 
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the hon. gentleman referred to, I do not 
see how it is possible that the clause can 
be misunderstood, because the next sen- 
tence after the one he quoted describes that 
there shall be a clear water way betwoen 
such piers of not less than 1,000 feet and 
one opening of not less than 750 feet on 
each side of the main opening, and they 
shall be so placed as to best accommodate 
the navigation of the river. Therefore, the 
essential element in this Bill is to protect 
the navigation of the river. I discussed 
this matter with the promoter of the Bill, 
and he appeared to be willing to accept 
the amendment that I now propose, and I 
do not feel at liberty to adopt any other 
suggestion. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The suggestion 
made by the hon. member from Halifax is 
a very important one in the interest of the 
Bill itself. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY — What is the 
proposition ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER — That instead of 
making the amendment proposed, the Bill 
should be referred back to the committee, 
so as to have it put into proper shape. 
The committee will meet to-morrow, 80 
that there need not be more than a day’s 
delay. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY—I want to 
know what the objection is. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I have no objection 
to the Bill; what I desire is, that the hon. 
gentleman should get it in the best form. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was then read the third time, 
and passed. 


PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY CO.’S BILL. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the third 
reading of Bill (87) “An Act respecting 
the Pontiac Pacitic Junction Railway Com- 
pany.” He said: It is not necessary 
generally that any explanation should be 
made at the third reading of a Bill of this 


ke of| kind; but in view of the circumstance that 


a notice has been given that certain umend- 
ments are to be proposed, I think it is 
desirable that I should express my opinion 
upon them as they are before the House. 
In the first place, I entirely and most 
heartily concur with every provision 


380 


expressed in these proposed amendments. 
What they contemplate doing is a thing 
that ought to be done. It is asking nothing 
that should not be granted. My objection 
is, that already on the Statute-book we 
have those things clearly and distinctly 
stated. In the charter of the company 
we have almost literally the same provision 
respecting this bridge, the only difference 
being that in the proposed amendments it 
is somewhat more expanded in words. I 
do not know that words could more fully 
and completely secure to the other roads 
desiring to use this bridge the privileges 
which they seek, and which are sought to 
be conferred on them b 
this amendment. My hon. friend from 
Ottawa must have overlooked this pro- 
vision in the existing charter of the com- 
pany, comprising as it does everything 
which is embodied in his proposed clause 
(A). In case of disagreement about right of 
way, etc. referred to in clause B, there 
most ample provision in the Railway 
Act itself. There is no necessity whatever 
in enacting them again ina private Bill of 
this kind. By the general Railway Act 
the Railway Committee of the Privy 
Council has power to inquire into, 
hear and determine any upplication, 
complaint or dispute respecting a variety 
of things which I shall not trouble the 
House by reading, but Ido not know that 
any words could more fully convey to our 
minds the idea of absolute power to settle 
any difficulty which ma posal by arise in 
connection with the Bill that is now 
before us. I think, therefore, it is very 
clearly and distinctly unnecessary that the 
Bill should be amended by the addition of 
these clauses, and if my hon. friend does 
not see his way clear to withdraw them I 
shall have to appeal to the House to sus- 
tain my view of the question. In the 
ae I move the third reading of the 

Hon. Me. KAULBACH—Is that the 
same amendment that was proposed before 
the committee ? There was a proposition 
from the city of Ottawa asking that some 
clause be included, and I think it was a 
similar proposition to the one that we now 
have before us. 


Hon. Ma. CLEMOW—There seems to 
have been a great deal of misconception 
with reference to this Bill, and as it affects 
another Bill which has passed this House 
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to incorporate the Interprovincial Bridge 
Com ane I will ask the indulgence of hon. 
entlemen to review the question from its 
ginning, in order to show that as far as 
the Interprovinoial Bridge Company are 
concerned, they have acted in perfectly 
good faith, and that they intend to carry 
out what must be admitted to be a project 
which will be of great service to the whole 
community and to the various roads 
desiring to use that bridge. I will com- 
mence be adverting to the fact that in 1880 
an Act of incorporation was obtained by 
the Pontiac and Pacific Junction Railway 
Company for the construction of a road 


the passage of| from the village of Aylmer, with power to 


bridge the Ottawa above, and no power to 
construct a bridge at or near Ottawa. The 
works were to be begun within two years 
and concluded within six years. The Act 
of 1882 gives power to bridge the Ottawa 
River at or near Ottawa from some conve- 
nient point on its line of railway between 
the eastern limit of Hull and the village 
of Aylmer, to connect with any line of 
railway running in or near Ottawa; also, 
power to build approaches, but no power 
to build any portion of the railway on the 
Ottawa side. It had also power to lease 
or sell the bridge to any of the three 
Governments or to the city of Ottawa, or 
to the city of Hull; also, power to unite 
with any company or companies in build- 
ing the bridge and in working it, and to 
agree with any company as to its cunstruc- 
tion, management and use. The time for 
beginning the railway was extended to the 
Ist of September, 1883, and for comple 
tion until Ist September, 1888. There 
was no time limited for beginning or com- 
pleting the bridge. The amendment of 
1889 extends the time for the completion 
of the railway to Pembroke to the Ist of 
January, 1891, and in default all powers 
granted by former Acts are to cease as to 
the part of the railway then incomplete. 
The railway was not begun till after 1882. 
Aylmer was made the point of commence- 
ment. No portion of the road was built 
between Aylmer and Hull, and the com 

any, had no authority to build a railway 
ine from the Canadian Pacific Railway to 
the Ottawa, river on the Hull side, or from 
the bridge into the city of Ottawa, on the 
Ottawa side. Fhe bridge charter was m 
existence for eight years, but nothing was 
done under it but prepare and deposit the 
plans. The Interprovincial Bridge Com 
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pany gave notice of an application for a 
charter to bridge the Ottawa between 


881 


It will be seen that no notice was given 
for power to build a railway up the canal. 


Metcalfe square and ferry landing, St. |The Interprovincial Bridge Company’s ap- 


Patrick street, and to build a railway up 
the canal. The following is their notice :— 


‘ NOTICE is hereby given that application will be 
made at the next Session of the Parliament of Canada 
for an Act to incurporate a company for the purpose 
of constructing, maintaining and operating a bridge 
across the Ottawa river, from some point in the city 
of Ottawa, between Metcalfe square and the feny 
landing at the foot of St. Patrick street, to some 
point in the city of Hull, f@& railway, carriage, foot 
and passenger traffic purposes ; with power to amalga- 
mate with or enter into arrangements with a railway 


company or companies, or any corporation for the use 
of the bridge. ” 
“A. FERGUSON, 
** Solicitor for the Applicants. 


‘€ Dated 27th November, 1889. 


On the 20th of December the Pontiac 
Pacific Junction Railway Company de- 
posited plans at the Railway Department 
of a bridge across the Ottawa, and a rail- 
way up the canal, to which they received 
the following reply :— 


“Orrawa, 10th April, 1880. 


‘Si, —In reply to your letter of the 10th instant, 
Iam instructed to say that the plans of the bridge 
over the Ottawa river to be built by the Pontiac Paci- 
fic Junction Railway were received in the Department 
on the 20th of December last. 

**T am, Sir, 
** Your obedient servan 
“A. P. BRADLEY, 
‘* Secretary. 
‘A. Fercuson, Esq., 
‘* Barrister, &c.. Ottawa.” 


On this, the Chief Engineer of Railways 
reports that the company bas no authority 
to build any railway on the Ottawa side 
from the bridge. Onthe 14th of December, 
1889, the Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway 
Co. ere notice that they would apply for 
na Act to extend the time for bridging and 
completing their railway for general traffic 
purposes, as follows :— 


“The Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company 
hereby give notice that application will e at 
the next Session of Parliament of Canada for— 

“1. Toextend the time for bridging the Ottawa river 
and for completing the said railway to Pembroke. 

_ “2. To amend the Acts of the said company in rela- 
tion to an issue of bonds by the said company, and to 
farther declare and define the powers of the company 
as respects the same ; and to divide the right of issue 
over different sections of the railway ; and to reduce 
the amount of any issue over any section of the rail- 
way ; and further to obtain authority to make a special 
issue of bonds on the bridge and its approaches over 
the Ottawa river, near the city of Ottawa; and fur- 
ther to enable the company to so construct its bridge 
over the Ottawa river between Hull and Ottawa as 
to make it available for ordinary traffic also, and for 


other poses. 
es ‘“H. LASSEY MTS 


” 
rs 


plication was regular and went throug 
the proper forms, The Pontiac Pacifio 
Railway Company asked for certain amend- 
ments in the Interprovincial Company’s 
Bill, and these were agreed to and putin, and 
the railway company asked that tive or six 
names be put on the board of provisional 
directors. When the original Bill was in- 
troduced the incorporators were Mr. Booth, 
Mr. Magee, Mr. Chabot and myself—that 
is, the original application that was made 
for the purpose of obtaining a charter for 
the Interprovincial Bridge Co. At that 
time a conference of the different parties 
interested was held, and it was considered 
to the advantage of all parties that the 
various railway companies should be in- 
terested in the scheme and become incor- 
pore with the Interprovincial Bridge 

o. That was done, and at that time there 
were five names representing the Canada 
Atlantic Railway Co., seven names repre- 
senting the Pontiac Pacific Junction Rail- 
way Company; three representing the Vau- 
dreuil and Ottawa Railway Co., two repre- 
senting the Morrisburg and New York; 
seven from the city of Ottawa, and three 
from the city of Hull. This gave the 
railways companies a total representation, 
on that board, of seventeen, as against ten 
of other parties interested. At that time 
the originators and promoters of the bridge 
company imagined that all the difficul- 
ties were arranged; there was a perfect 
understanding that the bridge should be 
built as an independent work, and it 
should be used in common by all railways, 
present and future, and this .arrangement 
should be conculsive. But by some in- 
fluence or other another shuffle of the 
cards took place, and after this Bill was 
before the Private Bills Committee of the 
House of Commons that committee re- 
ported : 


‘‘The committee have also examined the notices 

iven on the petition of the Pontiac Pacific Junction 
Railwa Company for certain amendments to the 
Acts affecting the company, and find them sufficient 
for all the objects mentioned in the petition, except 
for the pur of extending their line of railway to 
the Canal Basin, in the city of Ottawa, which was 
not mentioned in the notice.” 


In our own committee the petition of the 
railway company was considered, and was 
reported on to the Senate as follows :— 


‘ Your committee also examined the petition of the 
Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company, pray- 
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ing for an Act amending the Acts affecting the said 
company ; and find that the petitioners pray for leave 
to extend their railway into the city of Ottawa as far 
as the Canal Basin, of which no notice was given, but 
as it ap from their Bill now before Parliament 
that such powers are not asked for, your committee 
recommend that the notice be deemed sufficient. 
‘ All which is respectfully submitted. 


“GEORGE W. HOWLAN, 
‘* Chairman.” 

Therefore, it was considered that they had 
abandoned that portion of their Bill in 
accordance with the understanding come 
to by these two committees. We find, 
however, notwithstanding the understand- 
ing that was arrived at between the parties 
interested in the Pontiac and Pacific, and 
notwithstanding the solemn agreement 
entered into with the Interprovincial 
Bridge Company, they did incorporate into 
their charter, as clause 2, the following 
provision :— 

. “2. The company may extend its line of railway 
from the said bridge to the canal basin, in the city of 
Ottawa, by such route as is approved by the Governor 
in Council.” 
They have given no notice of that, as will 
be seen from the copy of the notice which 
they published. It the bridge company 
had imagined for a moment that the 
Pontiac Pacific Junction Company in- 
tended to prosecute their scheme, having 
the right for one year, until January next, 
they would certainly have abandoned the 
idea of obtaining a charter. But it was so 
fully understood between the parties repre- 
senting the different interests that the 
interprovincial bridge should take the 
place of all others, and the bridge com- 
pany having shown their earnest desire 
to meet the views of all parties, I think it 
would be in the interests of the community 
if their scheme prevailed. I want to put 
on record these various statements, in 
order that hereafter the blame may be 
attached to the proper parties for. Ihave 
doubt that these two charters will have no 
the effect of killing both schemes, I do 
not believe that any capitalists will be 
found willing or competent to go into either 
of these projects when they find there are 
rival charters. It was for the purpose 
of preventing that, and to have the 
assistance of all parties, that the 
Interprovincial Bridge Company was inau- 

urated to build an independent bridge. 

t is much easier for an independent 
bridge company to get assistance from the 
two Governments and the city than it 
would be if the scheme was in the hands 
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of any one railway company. I may say 
that there was no intention upon the part 
of the promoters of the Pontiac and Pacific 
Junction Railway Company, until very 
recently—until they found that the Vau- 
dreuil and Ottawa Railway and the Canada 
Atlantic Railway had obtained an advan- 
tage in getting to the Canal Basin—to 
secure an outlet to this side of the river, 
and they then set up their claim for a 
bridge over the Ogtawa. If it had not 
been for that we would never have heard 
of them trying to build a bridge across 
the Ottawa, for they have enough to do to 
build their extension. I believe that the 
city of Ottawa is prepared to give every 
reasonable facility for railways to get into 
the city, but they desire that this bridge 
scheme shall be an independent route, not 
monopolized by any one company, and 
that the city shall be interested init. I 
hold in my hand the certified copy of the 
Minutes passed by the Council of the city 
of Ottawa, in which they strongly advo- 
cate the incorporation of the Interprovin- 
cial Bridge Comping, upon the ground 
that it is fcsitable that all these privileges 
should be within the control of the muni- 
cipality. It was intended also to extend 
the operations of this company very ma- 
terially. It was intended that they should 
not only have this bridge, but the ap- 
proaches to it, and a Union station, and 
that they should acquire sufficient ground 
now, while it can be obtained at a 
reasonable price, to meet all future 
requirements for railway accommodation, 
and prevent the troubles that have 
been experienced in other parts of the 
Dominion. I am sorry to say that the 
action taken by the Pontiac Paci- 
fic Junction Company will have a disas- 
trous effect on the whole scheme, and will 
render it impossible to have a Union station. 
I merely wish to put this on record, becuuse 
1 know that before the time expires within 
which this bridge is to be built there will 
be an application for a renewal of the 
charter, for it will be impossible to build 
within the time, on the assumption that 
two charters are in existence. The Pontiac 
Pacific Junction Company ask for only 
two years, thougli they have not yet 
reached the city of Hull, and by the time 
they reach Hull and build al! these ap- 
proaches it will take them much longer 
than two years. If they had carried out 
the agreement which was centered into in 
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good faith it is natural to suppose that 
with all the companies interested it would 
have been possible to get assistance from 
the three Governments and the city to 
enable them to build the bridge immedi- 
ately. If the Pontiac Pacific Junction 
Company can build a bridge themselves 
and can give us the facilities offered by the 
Interprovincial Bridge Company I will be 
satisfied. We want a bridge that will be 
sufficient for public business, and which 
will be open to all railway companies. 
I have laid the facts before the House, and 
I do not believe that they can be contro- 
verted. It does seem to me, however, to be 
a violation of an agreement that should 
not be allowed. The amendments I propose 
will do not harm if inserted in the Bill, 
and they may do a great deal of good. 
They are copied from the Interprovincial 
Bridge Company’s charter, and if it was 
right to insert them there it certainly 
cannot be wrong to insert them in the Bill 
now before us. I therefore move that the 
Bill be not now read the third time, but 
that it be amended by adding the following 
as clauses A and B :— 


Clause A.” 


‘*So soon as the said bridge over the Ottawa river 
at or near the city of Ottawa, is completed and read 
for traffic, all trains of all railways connecting wit 
the same, now constructed or hereafter to be con- 

d, and also the trains and cars of all companies 
whose lines connect with the line nf any company 80 
connecting with the said bridge and approaches, shall 
have and be entitled to the same and equal rights and 
privileges in the passage of the said bridge, and in 
the use of the lines of railway of the company con- 
necting therewith, so that no discriminationtor prefer- 
ence in the passage of the said bridge and in the use 
of the lines of railway of the company connectin 
therewith, or in tariff rates for transportation, sha 
made in favor of or against any railway whose 
trains or business pass over the said bridge.” 


‘ Clause B.” 


‘ In case of any disagreement as to the rights of 
any railway whose trains or business over the 
bridge, and the lines of railway of the company 
connecting therewith, or as to the tariff rates to be 
charged in thereof, the same shall be deter- 
mined by the Railway Committee of the Privy Council 
as provided in section eleven of ‘ The Railway Act.” 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I do not think 
there can be any difficulty about this 
matter when I come to explain exactly 
how it stands. Ido not euter into a dis- 
cussion of the merits of the Bill at all, but 
with regard to this particular clause in 
amendment. My hon. friend who has 
charge of the Bill has very properly and 
fairly said that he does not object to these 
amendments; on the contrary, he thinks 
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them perfectly right, but he says they 
exist already in the charter of this com- 
pany. Now that is the point. This gives 
power to all railways connecting to have 
the same rights and privileges in the use 
of the said bridge. That power is given 
by the Act which has been read, and no 
other power as regards that part of the 
matter, and the reason of it is perfectly 
obvious: there is no power to enable other 
lines of railway to run their cars over the 
railway which this company is authorized 
to construct, connecting with the bridge, 
for the obvious reason that at that time 
the Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway 
had no power to build a railway on this 
side of the river at all to connect with 
other railways. They had only power to 
construct a bridge, but no power to con- 
struct a short railway, as they now have, 
around Nepean Point to connect with lines 
on this side. Therefore, they had not this 
additional power which I now read, “the 
same and equal rigbts and privileges in the 
passagé of the said bridge and in the use of 
the lines of a, of the company connect- 
ing therewith.” That is the material point, 
so that “no discrimination or preference 
in the passage of the said bridge and in 
the use of the lines of railway of the com- 
pany connecting therewith, or in tariff 
rates for transportation, shall be made in 
favor of or against any railway whose 
trains or business pass over the said 
bridge.” Gentlemen will see that if it is 
necessary to have any legislation with re- 
gard to the railway in connection with it, 
these amendments will be absolutely ne- 
cessary, for the simple reason that they are 
not in the original charter clause at all: 
and as they are not in the clause it is 
right that they should be in the amend- 
ment, and it is necessary, for this reason. 
that the regulation of the powers for going 
over the bridge is perfectly futile and use- 
less, unless you extend those powers to the 
railway which connects that bridge with 
the existing lines of railway. The House 
will see therefore that this is absolutely 
necessary. It would be in vain that you 


should leave them with a power which 


they, undoubtedly, possess under the 
charter, of having the same rights over the 
bridge when they have not the right of 
way over the railway. to get to the bridge 
itself and to the lines on the other side of 
the river. That being plain, I think the 
House will have no difficulty in accepting 
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these two amendments, because they are in 
line with our legislation, and they are in 
accord with the provisions of the charter 
of this company. After this explanation I 
hope my hon. friends will be content to 
accept the amendment and let the Bill go. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I am not disposed to 
let the Bill go so easily especially as the 
hon. gentleman (Mr. Clemow) in his 
remarks did not touch one single point of 
the question before the House. He gave his 
own ex parte statement of a great variety 
of things which were presented before the 
committee. The committee heard all these 
statements. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—tThe House did 
not. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I said the commit- 
tee heard all these statements—heard every 
thing that could be advanced in proof of 
them—heard and read all these documents, 
and the decision of that committee, by a 
very large majority, was that the Bill 
should be reported to the House without 
any amendment. The hon. gentleman has 
told us his motive for repeating his 
statements. He wishes to have them 
recorded in the official report. That 
is the object. It is not to convince the 
House. If he had ucted consistently with 
his speech his motion would not be to 
make this amendment, but that the Bill 
should be read the third time this day six 
months. I do not think his statements, 
which were answered in the committee, 
should go upon the Debates without some 
remarks being made to show that they are 
not quite so straightforward and so correct 
as the House would be led to suppose. 
The hon. gentleman wished to create the 
impression that this charter had been in 
existence for eight years and nothing had 
been done under it. I wish to inform the 
House that some seventy miles of road has 
been built by that company. 


Hon. Ma. CLEMOW—I was speaking of 
the bridge. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—It is not a bridge 
company ; it is the Pontiac Pacific Junction 
Railway Company that need the bridge 
as part of their line. They bave built some 
seventy miles of road, and it has been in 
operation for years; and they have also 
constructed, ready for the laying of the 
rails, some twenty miles of another road 
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up the Gatineau. The company has shown 
its bona fides in this way—that its road 
is a road which is in existence and in 
operation, and is entitled to get an exten- 
sion of time, which has never been refused 
to any bona fide company by Parliament. 
The hon. gentleman says they did not huve 
any right to make a bridge at first. That 
is so, but two years after they got their 
charter they found that a road without 
power to extend their line into Ontario 
was useless. The road could never be a 
success without access to the Ontario side 
of the river, and the building of the bridge 
is part of the scheme necessary to their 
existence. If the hon. gentleman will 
look into their charter as it exists, he will 
find that it speaks of the construction of 
approaches to the bridge. What does an 
Res on the Ottawa side mean but a 
sbort line in Ontario, and no objection for 
want of specific notice was made in the 
House of Commons. This objection was not 
sustained when it was before our committee, 
because it was considered that the very 
fact of having the right to make the bridge 
was sufficient notice that the railway had 
to be made on this side to get toit. And 
then, again, why is a notice required to 
be given for the construction of a line of 
railway? Is it not in order that the pro- 
pee of the land through which the 
ine is to pass, and of the adjavent lands, 
shall have notice of it to enable them to 
guard theirrights? Now, itso happens that 
the whole of this land through which 
the line is to pass is owned by the Govern- 
ment; and the Government have had 
notice of it, because they have had plans 
of the bridge since December last in their 
possession and raised no objection. I 
think, therefore, that the objection as to 
want of notice has no force, A great deal 
has been said about the understanding 
between the respective companies. My 
hon. friend has been misinformed or mis- 
led on that point. There was no such 
thing as an understanding come to on 
the part of the Pontiac Pacifie Janction 
Railway Company. There was no one 
authorized to make such an arrangement 
for it at any meeting of the directors. 
They regarded their interests as protected 
by the fact of a number of their directors 
being put on the Board of the Interpre- 
vincial Bridge Company. For what 
puree In order that there should 

, 98 I hope there will be, an 
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amalgamation of the two oompanies, 
which will secure the building of 
that bridge. I do not at all share the idea 
of my hon. friend that this Bill will have 
the effoct of stopping the building of the 
bridge. The bridge must be built, even if 
the company had to do it without assis- 
tance. hen the alamgamation takes 

lace, as I believe it will, I am under the 
impression that the city of Ottawa, the 
Quebec authorities, the Ontario Govern- 
ment, and the Dominion authorities, will 
all contribute to the construction of that 
important work. In this way the passage 
of the Bill will secure the result without 
the necessity of making the alterations. 
The hon. member from Amherst attaches 
importance to the fact that nothing is said 
about running powers, but surely any 
agreement to permit trains to pass over 
the bridge must include in it the power to 
use the roads leading to the bridge. I 
think there is a clause in the Railway Act 
which authorizes companies to make such 
traffic arrangements ; there is no difficulty 
at all on that score. I do not think it 
wise that I should enter fully into the 
statements made by the bon. member for 
Rideau division, because I think it was 
scarcely fair to the House that they should 
be presented as they were. I have shown 
the bona fides of this company and that the 
proposed amendments are totally unne- 
cessary—that the public interests and 
those of other railways are protected by 
the provisions of the Railway Act and b 
the existing charter of the company. 
trust, therefore, that the amendments will 
be rejected and that the House will con- 
sent to the third reading of the Bill as it 
stands. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—When this Bill 
came before the Standing Orders Commit- 
tee there was no proper notice given that 
such an Act should pass. The matter was 
before the committee, and we reported 
that, not having such a clause as this, the 
Bill should pass. Therefore, if the power 
which is now sought had been in the Bill 
when it was before the committee we 
would not have accepted it because there 
was no notice. It is, in my judgment, 
smuggled into the Bill. That is the way 
the matter occurs to me. I have not the 
remotest doubt in my mind that if this 
clause had been in the Bill when it came 
before us it would not have passed through 
our committee. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—The hon. mem- 
ber from Rideau division laid great 
stress, both in the committee and here, 
upon the fact that the Pontiac Pacific 
Junction Railway Company had done 
nothing—had not made an attempt to build 
the road between Aylmer and Ottawa. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I said with res- 
pect to building the bridge, not the rail- 
way. 


Hon. MR. OGILVIE—The bridge and 
the railway. 


Hon. Me. CLEMOW—My reference was 
entirely to the bridge. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I have a distinot 
recollection of hearing him say both the 
bridge and the railway, in the commit- 
tee. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—The hon. mem- 
ber is mistaken. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—There is an under- 
standing that as soon as the proper papers 
are passed the Pontiac Pacific Junction 
Railway Company will acquire the branch 
between Aylmer and Ottawa. So far as 
the amendments are concerned, everything 
that could be accomplished by them is in 
the Bill and the general Railway Act, 
That being the case, I think it would be a 
pity to adopt amendments which will be 
perfectly useless. I hope the House will 
pass the Biil, as the committee did, almost 
unanimously, and without amendment. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—I would call atten- 
tion to the fact that the proposed clause 
“A” will entitle any and every company 
to go over, not only the bridge and its ap- 

roaches, but the whole line of the Pontiac 

acific Junction Railway. Surely that 
is not a privilege which should be con- 
ferred. 


The Senate divided on the amendment, 
which was adopted by the following 
vote :— 


CONTEXTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 
Archibald McClelan, 
Boucher , de, McKay, 
emow, Merner, 
Dever, Paquet, 
Dickey, Perley, 
ieee, Power, 
aythorne, wae 
Howlan, Read (Quinté), 
Kaulbach, Scott.— 
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Non-CONTENTS 
Hon. Messrs 
Abbott, Odell, 
Bolduc, Ogilvie, 
DeBlois, Robitaille, 
Drummond, 
Lous heen anford, 
McDonald (C.B.), Smith, 
Macdonald (B.C.), Stevens, 
Montgomery, Sutherland, 
Murphy, Vidal.—18. 


The Bill was then read the third time, as 
amended, and passed. 


INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the adoption 
of the amendments made in Committee of 
the Whole to Bill (X) “An Act to amend 
Cap. 127 of the Revised Statutes, intituled : 
‘An Act respecting Interest.’ ” 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I wish to make a 
few remarks in explanation of what hap- 
peo on the second reading of this Bill. 

expressed the opinion at that time that 
in New Brunswick money was as free as 
other commodities in the market, to bring 
whatever interest might be settled upon 
in writing, and that where there was no 
understanding as to interest the legal rate 
should be 6 per cent. On that point I was 
flatly contradicted. I was told that the rate 
of interest in New Brunswick was fixed by 
Act of Parliament at 6 percent. I had not 
at that time the knowledge of the Act that 
the hon. member had, he being an active 
legal member of the House and a practising 
lawyer in Nova Scotia, and though my 
memory was pretty clear on the matter I 
submitted to the contradiction. As I was 
the member of the Senate who introduced 
the measure in this House abolishing the 
usury laws in New Brunawick, and one of 
the present judyes in New Brunswick had 
promoted that Bill in the House of Com- 
mons, I felt that I was right; but to make 
sure of it I procured the Act, and I find it 
at page 1693 of the Revised Statutes of 
Canada confirming my statement. There 
are five sections relating to New Bruns- 
wick which fix the rate, and one of those 
sections refers to banks and incorporated 
companies. It was this section which the 
hon. member quoted against me to show 
that I was wrong. That section fixes the 
rate for banking houses and chartered 
companies, but private individuals can take 
any rate of interest agreed upon. 
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Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—The law of 
New Brunswick relating to interest is the 
same law that applies to the whole Domi- 
nion. The usuary laws are aboliehed alto- 
gether. 


Hon. Mar. POWER—I am happy to be 
able to agree with the hon. gentleman 
from St. John, that he was right and I was 
wrong. I do not propose to say anything 
more on that, but I wish to speak as to the 
amendment which is now before us. It 
proposes to repeal sections 6,10 and 11 of 
the chapter respecting interest. These 
sections refer to the Provinces of Ontario 
and Quebec, and I think the attention of hon. 
gentlemen from those Provinces should be 
directed to the effect of them. Under 
section 10 no higher rate of interest than 6 
per cent. is to be taken by any corporation, 
except a bank, for a loan of money, and 
under section 11 all bonds, bills, promis- 
sory notes, contracts, assurances, and so on, 
executed in violation of the provision of 
section 10, reserving a greater rate of inter- 
est than 6 per cext., shall be void. I think 
that that isan unwise amendment, and that 
the same provision should be made with 
respect to Ontario and Quebec as has been 
made with respect to Nova Scotia—the 


instruments are not void, but the 
holder cannot recover more than 
the legal rate of interest. Under this 


amendment, hereafter any corporation, 
company, or association of persons in 
Ontario and Quebec can take any rate of 
interest that the borrower and lender 
may agree upon. While that may be onl 
aslightly objectionable provision as regards 
individuals, when it comes to the case of 
corporations and companies it is very 
objectionable indeed. things stand to- 
day, 6 per cent, is a very high rate of 
interest, and I do not think that any bor- 
rower should be pat in the position of 
being obliged, under any circumstances, 
to puy a higher rate. The lenders of 
money can take care of themselves, but 
Parliament should protect the borrowers. 
Of course, if the representatives from 
Ontario and Quebec have fully considered . 
the effect of this amendment I have nothing 
further to say, but it seems that hon. gen- 
tlemen who are not willing to have free 
trade in other commodities desire to have 
it in money. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TI cannot see 
why the House should make a distinction 
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between the different Provinces. There 
is no such difference in the value of money 
as to make it necessary that there should 
be one law for the Lower Provinces and 
another for Ontario and Quebec. 


Hon. Me. POWER—There isa limit to 
the rate in Nova Scotia, but if this Bill 
passes there will be none in Ontario and 
Quebec. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The reason for 
making this apply only to Ontario and 
Quebec is that the clauses which are re- 

aled apply only to those Provinces. 

ection 10 ought never to have been inthe 
Statutes at all. In point of fact, interest 
is free in Ontario and Quebec. Tore are 
some very iimited restrictions on it which 
this law does not touch. This section 10 
being there is an entire mistake, and, as it 
happens, it has no effect at all. My hon. 
friend from Nova Scotia takes the ground 
that money ought to be restricted, but this 
Parliament has adopted the doctrine that 
it ought not to bo restricted, and I do not 
think that it would be wise to leaveon the 
Statute-book a section which is entirely 
inconsistent with the law and which is 
practically a dead letter. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was then read a third time, 


and passed. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PRO- 
MISSORY NOTES BILL. 


IN COMMITTEE. 


The House resumed, in Committee of 


the Whole, consideration of Bill (6) “An 
Act relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques 
and Promissory Notes.” 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 79 was allowed to stand. 


On clause 83,— 

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This is a peculiar 
clause. A man makes a note to a devisee, 
for instance, who puts it in his box and 
dies without presenting it. How is it 
under that clause? Is the estate bound ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is not an obliga- 
tion at all until it is delivered to some- 
body ; but he may devise it by will if he 
choose. I think it is necessary under the 
present system to deliver to make it 
Rhee: 
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Hon. Mz. DICKEY—A question may 
arise hereafter as to whether it is. not 
necessary to prove delivery in order to 
make the note good, and that might be a 
very embarrassing proceeding. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No doubt, my hon. 
friend having drawn and maintained a 
thousand actions on promissory notes, 
always alleges delivery, and possession of 
the note has always been held as being 
prima facie evidence of delivery. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On clause 86,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This clause is in- 
eons:sieut with the corresponding clause 
in the law relating to the acceptance of 
bills, 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is a total innova- 
tion of the law of Ontario as it now stands. 
» 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think it is an in- 
novation of the law of the Dominion. The 
first clause deals with the maker, the 
second clause deals with the endorser, and 
in order to hold the endorser you must 
present the note for payment. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If it has to be pre- 
sented it involves proof, and if an action 
was brought evidence has to be given that 
the note Las been presented. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—That only applies 
to a note made payable at a particular 
place. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—As a general rule, 
notes are made payable at a particular 
place, but this clause involves proof that 
the holder ought not to be called upon to 
make in court. It involves a notarial 
proof, otherwise you will have at trial to 
call a witness to swear that the note was 
presented at the particular place. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Business men 
usually make provision at their bankers 
for the payment of their notes. A business 
man may be out of town, but leaves money 
at a particular bank where he promised 
to pay the note. Surely it is no Shijgation 
on the holder of a note to make him pre- 
sent it at the place where the maker pro- 
mised to pay it. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It seems to me 
that the argument of the leader of the 
House is a perfectly satisfactory one. It 
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is limited to the case of where the place 
of payment is named in the body of the 
note. 


The clause was allowed to stand. 


On clause 88,— 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—This brings 
up the question of Quebec again. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There are two 
points in this clause which I think require 
our consideration. My attention was called 
in the early part of the discussion of this 
Bill to the obligation which is imposed on 
the person who gives a Bill for a patent 
right to stamp something upon it or write 
something across it, and the question was 
raised whether that would apply to a note, 
and I am under the impression that it 
would not. The rule would, but the penalty 


or provision for punishing the maker of 


the bill would not apply to the maker of 
a note, and I propose to alter the original 
clause by adding the words “ promissory 
note ” to that. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—I had another amend- 
ment which I think ought to be added at 
the end of that clause, where the party 
offending commits a misdemeanor and is 
liable to a penalty. I intended to add 
this amendment: “ And such a person so 
offending shall have no claim against the 
acceptor or maker.” It is not right that 
a man who commits an offence against the 
law of the country as a misdemeanor 
should be able to take advantage of it. 


Hon. Mr ABBOTT—I think what my 
hon. friend says is reasonable. I will look 
into it. Then I do not understand why it 
is under this clause that a foreign note 
being dishonored should not be protested, 
more especially in respect of the endorsers. 
I do not see how we are to get at the en- 
dorsers if we do not protest the note, and 
I would move to strike out the words 
“ except in the Province of Quebec,” and 
add these words: “ except for the preser- 
vation of the liability of endorsers.” 


Hon. Me. POWER—Why should you 
make it more difficult to recover if the 
endorsers have notice? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Because it is proof. 
It carries with it its own proof. 
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Hon. Mr. POWER—TIf the creditor or 
holder of the note does not think it ne- 
cessary to get that proof, why should you 
say it shall be necessary ? It is not the 
English law. If the holder runs the risk 
of not being able to prove his claim, why 
should we go further ? 





The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN, from the com- 

mittee, reported that they had made some 

rogress, and asked leave to sit again, on 
hursday next. 


The report was received. 
The Senate adjourned at 6 p. m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, April 15th, 1890. 


Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


CENTRAL ONTARIO RAILWAY CO.S 
BILL. 


THIRD BEADING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, re- 
pores (Bill 86) “ An Act respecting the 

entral Ontario Railway Company,” with 
an amendment. He said: This Bill is an 
amending Act, providing for a readjustment 
of the bonding powers, which were re- 
spectively $20,000 and $30,000 a mile, 
under certain circumstances. The last 
clause provides that the new bonds shall 
be a security on the whole railway pro- 
perty. The amendment is to this effect: that 
until these bonds are exchanged for the 
old bonds, the latter sball continue to re- 
main a first charge upon the propery 
secured by the mortgage. This amend- 
ment has received the consent of the pro- 
moter of this Bill, and as it is in the in- 
terests of the bondholders and for the 
preservation of vested rights, I see no 
objection whatever to the amendment. 


Hon. Me. READ moved that the amend- 
ment be concurred in. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
as amended, was read the third time, and 
passed, 
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SASKATCHEWAN RAILWAY AND] The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 


MINING COS BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, re- 
ported (Bill 34) “An Act to incorporate 
the Saskatchewan Railway and Mining 
Company,” with an amendment. He 
said: This Bill professes to enlarge the 
scope of the powers of the railway by ex- 
tending it from a place called Saskatoon, 
on the South Saskatchewan River, to the 
North Saskatchewan River, and ultimately 
to a connection with the proposed line to 
the Hudson Bay. In that direction, the 
first place it strikes, under this present 
Rill, is a place called Fort à la Corne. 
The amendment which is made, I may 
say, is of no possible interest to the public, 
but may be of great importance to the 
company. In the Bill it is stated that the 
line was run from Saskatoon to Fort à la 
Corne, and the amendment is that it shall 
go to a point at or near Fort à la Corne. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
understand the hon. gentleman to say that 
it crosses the South Saskatchewan, and 
goes to the North Saskatchewan. I think 
the intention is to keep on the south side 
of the South Saskatchewan to Fort à la 
Corne. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—The hon. gentle- 
man misunderstood me. I said the line 
was to extend from a place called Saska- 
toon, on the South Saskatchewan, to Fort 
à la Corne. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES—Therv is another 
railway from Saskatoon, between the two 
rivers, on the north side of the South 
Saskatchewan and on the south side of the 
North Saskatchewan, proceeding direct to 
Prince Albert. According to the descrip- 
tion which is given, this road will cross 
the South Saskatchewan and proceed be- 
tween the two rivers to Prince Albert, and 
from there to Fort à la Corne. As I 
understood it in the committee, the inten- 
tion was to keep on the south side of the 
South Saskatchewan, and to extend the 
road to Fort à la Corne without crossing 
the river. 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—That is what the 
Bill says. 


Hon. Ma. READ moved that the amend- 
ment be concurred in. 


as amended, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


IMPORTATION OF AMERICAN CAT- 
TLE FOR SLAUGHTER. 


ENQUIRY. 
Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) rose to— 


Enquire whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to allow United States cattle to be brought into 
Canada to be slaughtered for exportation, without 
being subjected to the quarantine regulations that 
now exist ? 

He said: I may be excused for referring 
a second time this Session to this important 
subject. I think I will be excused when 
we come to consider the great interests 
involved at the present time in this section. 
In England their aim is not to check their 
food supply in any way by legislation, and 
at the same time to prevent disease by 
every possible means in their power, and 
when we know, as we now do by very 
recent information, that the Minister of 
Agriculture there has introduced a Bill 
in the British House of Commons pro- 
viding that hereafter the expenses connect- 
ed with stamping out cattle disease in 
England shall be borne by the Imperial 
exchequer instead of, as heretofore, by the 
counties in which it happens to exist, the 
importance of the step will be readily 
comprehended. Within the last three 
weeks, the first deputation (as will be seen 
by the March number of the British 
Magazine) waited upon the Government, 
claiming that where disease breaks out 
amongst cattle and the expense of meeting 
it has been borne by the county, it is not 
fair on behalf of the county if it breaks 
out in a contiguous county that they 
should be called upon to pay all the 
expenses, whereas every county in the 
vicinity is equally interested. The demand 
of the deputation was so reasonable that 
it received the assent of the Minister, and 
now the Bill is before the English Parlia- 
ment, providing, amongst other things, 
that the expense of stamping out disease 
amongst cattle under such circumstances 
is to be borne by the national exchequer. 
When we consider the enormous losses 
that have been sustained in England 
through disease being imported from 
foreign countries, you can readily under- 
stand why the agriculturists of England 
should be very anxious that every effort 
shall be made to prevent cattle disease 
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from being brought to that country. On 


a previous occasion, when the rinderpest 
existed in England, the Government of 
Canada gave authority to certaingentlemen | 
in this country to land sheep at a Canadian , 
port without being quarantined, on the as- 
sumption that sheep would not convey the 
rinderpest. I took the matter up then in 
the interest of the country, and from evi-, 
dense that I adducec 2 ou bsutishied tne 
Government of the danger that the Order 
in Council was rescinded; they were shorn 
of their wool, and the wool was destroyed, 
because the authority that I then produced 
were so unquestionable on that point that: 
there could not be any doubt that sheep, 
while they themselves were not subject to 
rinderpest, would convey it to other ani- 
mals, It ig proved in this manner: A 
number of cattle belonging to the Prince 
of Wales, that were very carefully attended 
and could not come in contact with otber 
cattle, took the rinderpest. The investi- 
gation that was made discovered the fact 
that in the next field, with only a wire 
fence betwen them, sheep had been brought 
from Smithficld and pastured. The veteri- 
naries concluded that the sheep had con- 
veyed the disease to the cattle, because the 
cattle had not been near any HR and 
were isolated from all others. e all 
recollect the great losses that English agri- 
culturists sustained from this disease. A 
friend of mine I know had his whole herd 
swept away with it, though he had taken 

reat pains with them. They all died 
rom this disease. The rinderpest was 
first brought to England by a shipment of 
300 cattle from a port on the Black Sea, 
and it was only stamped out after the 
utmost vigilance. Now, we are brought 
face to face with another disease—pleuro- 
pneumonia. This disease exists in other 
countries as well as in England, and it is 
our duty to see that we do not bring it 
from England or any other country into 
Canada—that we most carefully quaran- 
tine any cattle brought into this country 
from all other countries for our own safety. 
According to the last census in this 
country there were of— 





Working oxen............... 132,593 
COWS Ss) 4855 bake Sea RRS 1,595,800 
Other horned cattle.......... 1,786,596 

Total rss arentés 3,514,989 


The vast importance of this question can 





natural increase, at the present time we 
may conclude that we have at least five 
million head of cattle in this country, and 
we know that they are absolutely free from 
infectious diseases. It is of the utmost 
importance to us that we should continue 
the same vii ee that we have heretofore 
exercised. When it was proposed to bring 
in cattle through our ports by those who 
ure interested in the shipping of them to 
Kurope, I believe the Government refused 
toallowit. Recently it has been proposed 
that the Government should allow cattle 
to be brought in from the United States 
to be slaughtered in Canada and the pro- 
ducts shipped to foreign countries. That 
I object to, because disease may be brought 
in by that means, and I think that I can 
prove, before I sit down, that it is likely to 
be detrimental to the interests of the agri- 
culturists of the country. When we see 
the enormous strides we have made in the 
exports of animals and their products, it: 
will be readily seen how important it is 
that we should protect that industry. I 
have before me the British Statistical 
Report, giving a schedule of the importa- 
tion of live cattle into England. For a 
considerable time every country was 
allowed to send cattle into England under 
certain conditions, but now cattle disease 
exists to such an extent that from Ger- 
many, France, Belgium and Holland the 
importation of cattle into England is en- 
tirely prohibited. Holland has no disease, 
but they are told they are contiguous to 
Germany, where disease exists, and con- 
sequently their cattle are prohibited from 
being imported into England. From 
Schleswig-Holstein, Portugal, the Nether- 
lands and the United States cattle are 
allowed to be brought in and slaughtered 
at the port of entry within ten 
days after landing. From Sweden, 
Norway, Denmark, the Channel Islands 
and Canada, cattle can be landed and sent 
to local markets for sale and slaughter. 
That advantage to us to-day is fully 20 
per cent. on the value of the animal when 
the producer has to sell it. When wecome 
to consider that 20 per cent, is a fair profit 
we can easily see that if we are not alive 
to our own interests, that if we do not do 
every thing in our power to keep disease 
from amongst us, we will very soon find 
that Canada, like the United States, will 
be scheduled in British ports, and especi- 


be readily seen. According to the law of| ally when the evidence goes to show that 
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although they schedule the United States 


the exports from that country to England 
increased between 1888 and 1889 over 120 
per cent. The export in 1888 was 143,- 
495 head, and in 1889 it had increased to 
294,423 head. That would show the 
danger which we would have to face if we 
were obliged to compote with countries 
that are scheduled. Ihave here a schedule 
giving the imports of cattle into England 
from different countries in 1875 and 1888. 
It is as follows :— 





+ Increase 

Countries. 1875. 1888. |” Weersase 
Belgium. ............ 7,168 |........ — 7,168 
Channel Islands..... 2,193 | 2,252 + 69 
Denmark............ 47,025 | 66,922 + 19,897 
France.............. (OS fase — 9,025 
Germany............ 24,698 |........ — 24,698 
Schleswig-Holstein...| 42,911 | 14,543 — 28,368 
Netherlands......... 81,271 | 50,277 | — 31,044 
OFWAY ............. 227 342 + 115 
Portugal .. ......... 21,073 | 9,797 | — 11,276 
PDAs ea 24,018 | 11,485 | — 12,533 
Sweden ............. 4,542 | 16,144 + 11,602 
Bie gre fe at 1,212 | 61,155 + 59,943 
United States........ 142,184 + 141,885 


The increase in the exports from Canada 
shows that we have great advantages in 
the English market, because we have a 
clean bill of health. So far as my infor- 
mation goes, we have no cattle disease in 
this country. The same remark applies 
to sheep. hile sheep exported from the 
United States have to be slaughtered when 
they are landed in England, ours may be 
sent to any place in the United Kingdom 
alive, and this advantage gives us a profit 
of $2 or $3 a head more ‘Han if they were 
treated in the same way as the sheep ex- 

rted from the neighboring country. 

e advantage that we derive fiom the 
existing rezulations is between two and 
four pounds sterling per head on cattle. 
Tcallit three pounds per head, or fifteen 
dollars. There is not quite so much differ- 
ence in the winter time, but the bulk of 
our exports is in the summer season. I 
am of the opinion that in the future one of 
our principal exports from this country 
will be y products. Iam led to this 
conclusion by the fact that while the 
exports of cheese and butter from the 
United States last year amounted to 
$10,719,026, ours amounted to $10,651,790, 
or only $68,000 less than theirs. In twenty- 
four years, from being importers of cheese, 


- [a good share of that trade. 
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we have become exporters to an extent 
which proves the suitability of our country 
and climate for the production of dairy 
products. We are in a good grass zone; 
we possess nutritious grasses, good water, 
and a climate adapted to the production 
of butter and cheese of the best quality. 
At the Centennial, and at various other 
expositions, our cheese took the highest 
prizes. We have succecded in competing 
with the world in dairy products. Eng- 
lund imported last year 850,000,000 
worth of butter, and there is no reason 
why Canada should not try to capture 
Further, 
we see that Denmark, France and Sweden 
are putting up butter in tins for export to 
China: there is no reason why our farmers 
in the North-West, who are on the high- 
way to China, and have exceptional 
natural advantages, should not compete for 
a portion of that trade. We have the very 
best advantages, and we should do all in 
our power to extend our trade. The 
Government have appointed Mr. Robert- 
son, an excellent man for the position, to 
look out for markets and experiment with 
a view of producing articles adapted for 
the various markets of the world. I have 
no doubt that he will erect a model 
creamery and adopt the latest and most 
improved methods of prodacing dairy 
products, and thus further the great 
object which we have in view of develop- 
ing this important industry. We know 
that pleuro-pneumonia is prevalent in 
Kentucky, Illinois, New York, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, New 
Jersey, Massachussets, the District of 
Columbia and Connecticut. To stamp it 
out, the United States Government first 
appropriated $100,000. This was increased 
until it reached $500,000, and lust year 
they appropriated $1,000,000 to eradicate 
the disease. I have here the report of the 
Animal Industries, from which I will quote, 
to show how detrimental this disease is to 
the cattle industry. Speaking of Kentucky, 
the writer says: 


“This outbreak in Kentucky, by itself indicates 
the great superiority of a method which secures the 
prompt extirpation of the contagion over any 
temporizing measures, the effect of which is to 
preserve instead of to destroy it. As soon as pleuro- 
pneumonia was known to exist in Kentucky the 
other States of the Union quarantined against 
Kentucky cattle, and the enormous commerce in these 
animals was prostrated. The local quarantine 
measures were looked upon by the authorities of other 
States as an insufficient guarantee of the safety of 
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cattle from Kentucky, and therefore, no bovine 
animals were allowed admittance from there except 
under rigid and burdensome restrictions. 'These re- 
strictions, maintained for nearly two years, are esti- 
mated to have caused a loss to the cattle breeders of 
the State of from $10,000,000 to $12,000,000, a loss 
which would have been entirely prevented 1f there 
had been authority for this Department to cause the 
prompt destruction of the infected herds when the 
plague was first discovered.” 


They go on to tell us here how many cattle 
were affected, how many were destroyed, 
and at what cost. They have another dis- 
ease there which is called Texan fever. It 
does notseem to be so serious in the Texan 
cattle, but it is very fatal in other cattle 
affected by it. Other cattle take the fever 
from the Texan cattle, and this explains, 
to my mind, why we sold to the United 
States last year 37,000 head of cattle. We 
sold them because many feeders of animals 
were not prepared to run the risk of buy- 
ing cattle that might be diseased, and they 
bought ours because they felt sure that 
they were sound. For these 37,000 head 
we received a little over $13 per head, 
which was a very low price. We sold the 
raw material for which we might have 
found a better market. [am inclined to 
think that we made no profit on them at 
all, and it would have paid us better to 
keep them. But a new disease has broken 
out in the United States among the cattle 
within the last two or three years. It is 
known as the cornstalk disease. Professor 
Burrill says that it cannot be stamped out 
in any way except by fire. He says it is 
caused by a microbe which is found on the 
corn stalk. The cattle eat it, and die ina 
very short time. He says: 

“The disease in the growing corn may commence 
at any time during the warm season, frequently after 
the corn ‘shoots ; ” very often it occurs only on patches 
in the fields. The corn fails to grow in the healthy 
parts. The lower leaves become yellowish green, 
then yellow, then wither away. Upon close examin- 
ation spots will be seen—brown, watery-looking. 
These spots vary in size, from mere points to those of 
several inches across. In such diseased parts the mi- 
croscopic organism, believed to cause the trouble, can 
be easily found. A feature of the disease readily no- 
ticed is that the roots are affected ; they die and decay 
in the ground; the plant is easily pushed over, or 
pulled up from the hold it has. If the brown spots on 
the leaf sheaths be closely looked at, there will be 
seen little collections of gelatinous-like exudation. 
Crush a bit of this under a microscopical cover-glass, 
and examine with a high power, and the living organ- 
isms, to which we ascribe the disease, can be seen in 
innumerable numbers. Wherever such a disease has 
occurred, every stock and leaf on the field must be 
burnt, the field ploughed and put to another crop, or, 
better still, seeded down, Ploughing down the corn 
will only make matters worse. The disease is com- 
municated tothe cattle when diseased leaves, con- 


taining these microbes, are eaten. Medical treatment, 
in a curative sense, is the height of absurdity in any 


disease of this c 80 some say ; Others recommend 
purgative doses of Glauber’s salts to every member of 
a herd of which some have become ill. The herd 
must be carefully quarantined, and all the manure 
and litter destroyed by fire. It must be borne in 
mind that, if the manure from a cattle yard, where 
animals have had this disease, be put upon a field, 
ploughed in, and the field use with corn, it is 
very liable to become invaded with the germ, and 
thus spread the disease. All such manure, and all 
Ale which die. must be cremated—every particle 
burnt. No other remedy is known at present but 
fire, and that must be unsparingly used 1f the infec- 
tion is to be checked. 

‘4 A farmer from Salina, Kansas, writes :—I have 
lost four head this winter of stalk disease. They die 
in from twenty-four to forty-eight hours after showing 
that they are sick. They groan pitifully, do not 
bloat, are not costive, but are somewhat laxative. 
They were salted the day ‘hey went on the stalk field 
and had free access to clean, fresh water. They were 
in the corn field three or four hours daily. the 
fourth and fifth days one died each day. They were 
put on a fresh field. On the third and fourth Scenes 
two more were down. We cannot afford to let the 
stalks waste, for heretofore we have nearly wintered 
the cattle on them. Others are losing cattle here.’ 

‘* Every thing possible must be done to keep this 
cornstalk disease out of Canada. It has spread with 
wonderful rapidity the past summer in the Western 
States. It may now be closer than we think. Better 
stop corn growing for a time entirely than risk the 
spreading of such a scourge. Nothing yet seems to 
be known as to its effect in ensilage, though it is not 
likely that the microbe would be affected by the 
amount of heat generated in a silo. Careful vigilance 
is nceded—it is the price of safety—let it be exercised. 
Our frontier quarantine regulations for cattle will be 
useless against this disease, which is carried, not by 
the cattle but by the corn. There will be danger in 
seed corn from infected districts. Forewarned is 
forearmed.” 


One of the professors says that he had 
fifty letters on one day upon this subject. 
It is evident that the disease is somethin 
new. I have mentioned the reasous whic 
I have considered sufficient to justify me 
in troubling the House on this subject as I 
have done. As I have said, there is a 
desire in England to place this country on 
the same footing as others. Agriculture 
in England is depressed, as it is all over 
the world, and when the farmers of the 
United Kingdom see Canadian cattle 
brought in to compete with theirs they 
look around for relief. As this report 
gays :— 

‘“I am extremely pleased to see that, with the 
necessarily strict regulations in force in Canada, no 
disease whatever has appeared there this season, par- 
ticularly as there is an agitation being again started 
by some agricultural papers against the introduction 
of Canadian cattle into this country under the present 
system.” 

That is in Sir Charles Tupper’s report 
of last year. The Government have asked 
for an appropriation of £150,000 this year, 
and last year a large amount of money 
was expended, the result of which is given 
in this report. If we are not alive and 
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vigilant it will not be long before we are 
placed in the same position in this matter 
as our neighbors across the line. If we 
lose the advantage that we now possess we 
will Jose the 20 per cent. of profit that we 
derive in this trade from not being 
scheduled. The cattle that we send to 
England are of a superior quality. They 
fetch $88 a head. An hon. gentleman 
here told me that he shipped 500 head of 
cattle, that had never been fed grain, from 
his ranche, and they averaged $90 a head. 
I think I have said sufficient to show 
the necessity that exists to take every 
precaution to maintain the existing 
advantage we enjoy. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—I do not think my 
hon. friend bas at all exaggerated the im- 
portance to this country of the precautions 
which we have hithertotaken with regard 
to the import of animals from the United 
States. The figures which he gave suf- 
ficiently demonstrate that it is already one 
of the most important subjects upon which 
we could possibly legislate, and it is increa- 
sing daily in extent and will ultimately 
become probably one of the largest, if not 
the largest, of the productions for export by 
the Dominion of Éanada. 


Hon. Mr. REA D—It is now the largest 
article of export--larger than produ?ts of 
the forest or anything else. In the Trade 
and Navigation Returns for the year ending 
the 30th June last the amount in value of 
animals and their produco exported was 
$23,894,707. 


Hon. MR. REESOR—Larger than the 
manufactures. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—We do not profess 
to manufacture largely for export yet; we 
are seeking to develop our manufacturing 
industries, that we muy do so hereafter. 
We are glad to encourage the cattle trade 
in order to find the means of paying for 
our manufactures among other things. I 
was under the impression that some one or 
two articles of export still exceeded in 
value the export of cattle, 

Hon. Mz. READ—This report does not 
show it. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT — Probably the 
balance has been disturbed by the increase 
since 1888. We derive a decided advan- 
tage in the price of our cattle in the 
English market from the privilege that 
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we possess of having them landed alive. 
My hon: friend has shown that last year . 
we exported to England eighty-five thou- 
sand head of cattle. These cattle are 
generally the choicest animals that we 
produce. It is said that the average of 
these cattle runs upto between twelve and 
thirteen hundred pounds, and that the 
advantage in price is equal to about a cent 
a pound or more. Hon. gentlemen may 
not realize exactly what that amounts to. 
A centa pound on eighty-five thousand 
cattle, averaging thirteen hundred pounds 
per head, is equal to $1,003,000. This 
money goes into the pockets of our far- 
mers; they would not get it if this coun- 
try were placed in the same position as 
the United States, and all other countries 
except the two to which my hon. friend 
refers. We have an advantage over 
all other countries, but those two, which 
amounts already, at our present rate 
of export, to $1,000,000 per annum 
more than the corresponding quantity 
of cattle would produce from any of 
the four great cattle-producing countries 
thut my hon, friend mentioned. There 
already of course has been a great deal of 
trouble and a good deal of negotiation in 
order to bring us to the position which wo © 
now occupy, where we possess the con- 
fidence of the English people that our 
cattle will be protected from disease, and 
that theirs will be protected from infec- 
tion. And in consequence of this confi- 
dence we are allowed to export our cattle 
freely to England, to land them alive, and 
to have them freely dealt in on the same 
footing as British cattle. ‘The only im- 
portation of cattle into Canada which we 
permit is that of cattle for breeding pur- 
poses, and such cattle are subjected to 
a rigid quarantine for three months, 
with perfect isolation, in stations, of 
which we have two only, one at Que- 
bec, the other at the Detroit river. 
The only concession of the slightest kind 
that has ever been made with reference to 
the importing of cattle from the United 
States to this country has been the per- 
mission to carry cattle in our railway 
trains from the United States at one point 
to the United States at another point 
through our country. These cattle are car- 
ried under regulations which are agreed 
upon with tho Privy Council. The nego- 
tiations therefor were conducted in Eng- 
land by Sir Hector Langevin and myself, 
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some seven cr eight years ago, and the 
privilege was obtained with great difficulty 
—in fact, not until after there had becn a 
positive refusal of it. These privileges 
were 80 conceded on the condition that 
the precautions which should be taken 
with regard to these cattle should be 
communicated to the Privy Council, 
agreed upon with the Privy Council, and 
carefully and rigorously adhered to. ‘The 
cattle are carried through the country in 
sealed cais, so that it is impossible for 
them to have any contact with any cattle 
in this country, and they never leave those 
cars, except at one point where they are 
stopped in a carefully protected quaran- 
tine, to be watered, when they are returned 
again to sealed cars, and in them carried 
to the frontier with the seals intact. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Where is that 
point ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The point is at 
Lynn, in Ontario, on the route from one 
point on the frontier to the other. Hon. 
gentlemen will know, and if any are not 
informed of it I am glad to state, that no 
particle, even of the manure of these ani- 
mals, is allowed to escape destruction or to 

et beyond the limits of this quarantine. 
ery particle of offal—everything that is 
touched or that comes in contact with 
those cars or these cattle within this quar- 
antine is carefully destroyed, and the most 
minute attention is paid to this duty. It 
is well understood that the contact of any 
portion of an animal that is infected will 
communicate the infection to others, and 
the best proof that we have been success- 
ful in isoluting these cattle in their transit 
across the country is, that no single in- 
stance has occurred of an animal having 
been so infected. There was a scare two 
years ago in England, in consequence of 
the arrival, in one of our ships, of an ani- 
mal that was said to be infected—in fact, 
the English veterinary surgeon reported 
that it was infected. I understand that 
our Commissioner in England at once pro- 
ceeded to Liverpool, when the fact was 
reported, and used his own anatomical 
knowledge to take part in the examina- 
tion, and in a short time convinced the 
English veterinary surgeon that the ani- 
mal had no disease of an infectious kind. 


-Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—The hon. 
gentleman will allow me to say a few 


Representation of Canada [SENATE.] at the Jamaica Exhibition. 


words here: I have a good deal of know- 
ledge of this matter, for the person whose 
cattle were stopped was a friend of mine, 
and he tells me that they slaughtered not 
only the animal that was said to be in- 
fected, but as many as they pleased, and 
that Sir Charles Tupper took off his coat 
there and assisted in making a thorough 
examination of all the animals slaughtered 
for inspection. The owner of them said 
that although it cost him fifty pounds a day 
for veterinaries—they had three of them 
one from Edinburgh—it was money well 
spent, ‘ for ” said he, “ I was a ruined man 
if they had not taken off the embargo from 
these cattle.” He was the representative 
of a syndicate that year. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I am glad to be 
confirmed by my hon. friend in my im- 
pression of what took place on that occa- 
sion. The whole of the facts and figures 
cited go to show the extruordinary import- 
ance to this country of protecting our cat- 
tle from the imputation of being capable 
of conveying infection to English herds. 
In answer to my hon. friend’s question, 
therefore, I may say, that in view of the 
great und important interests of Canada 
in this large and important article of pro- 
duction and export, it is not the intention 
of the Government to relax or change in 
any manner or degree ths precautions 
which they have hitherto taken with re- 
spect to cattle imported into the country, 
and which have been 80 uniformly success- 
ful. 


REPRESENTATION OF CANADA AT 
THE JAMAICA EXHIBITION. 


ENQUIRY. 
Hon. Mr. POWER rose to— 


Inquire of the Government whether they have 

taken steps to secure the adequate representation of 

jan industries at the approaching exhibition at 
Jamaica. 

He said: I regret that the subject to 
which my enquiry relates is not as interest- 
ing or as important as that which has just 
been dealt with by the hon. gentleman from 
Quinté division. His enquiry dealt with 
one of the most important industries of 
the country; my enquiry deals with one 
that may hereafter become a trade of some 
importance. Hon. gentlemen are, I pre- 
sume, all aware that a great exhibition is 
to be held in the Island of Jamaica in 1891, 
and as is the case with all exhibitions of 
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that kind, the propre not only from Jamaica, 
but from all the neighboring islands, and 
probably from portions of South America 
and from the United States, will be gathered 
at that exhibition. I think that Canada 
should be represented there. Hon. gen- 
tlemen will remember that just previous 
to Confederation, in the year 1866, a com- 
mission was sent from British North 
America to the West Indies and South 
America, and a number of distinguished 
men took part in that commission. The 
commission made an elaborate report, but 
I am not aware that beyond that any 
result followed from the expenditure 
in connection with it. Again, some 
two or three years ago a commissioner 
‘was sent out by this Government to 
South America—to Guiana, I think, and 
to the Argentine Republic—and that com- 
missioner did his duty apparently in a 
very thorough manner, and made a report 
which contained a great deal of valuable 
information; but, as far as I am aware, no 

uniary transactions with the Argentine 

public ever followed as a consequence of 
that commission. I presume hon. gentle- 
men are aware that there are rumors of 
other commissions to be sent to other for- 
eign parts. Of that I cannot speak with 
authority. Probably there will be other 
commissions to the West Indies and that 
part of the world. My reason for calling 
attention to this matter is, that I think 
that by securing a fair representation of 
our manufactures and other products at 
this great exhibition to be held in Jamaica 
the people of the West Indies and of the 
sur:ounding regions will learn more of 
what we produce in Canada and what we 
have to sell, and what they may possibly 
be able to buy from us to advantage, than 
they could learn from adozen commissions, 
I think this is so self-evident that it does 
not require any argument. If our products 
are put before the eyes of those people, and 
if the Dominion is represented by a busi- 
ness-like agent—I do not say a member of 
this House or a member of the House of 
Commons, or one of the prominent officials 
in the public departments—but, if it is 
represented by a good business man, 
a superior commercial traveller or com- 
mercial agent, this exhibition will do 
more to make us known and to pro- 
mote trade, if there is any extended 
trade possible between those countries and 
Canada, than many commissions. Thatis 
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the reason why I thought it desirable 
to call the attention of the Government to 
this matter. The cost of having Canada 
represented at this exhibition would not 
be large. The freight to Jamaica would 
be small, and one or two practical business- 
like men could be had for a comparatively 
reasonable tigure ; and I think that would 
be all that would be necessary. These 
agents could inform the people there as to 
the prices of the articles exhibited, and 
could also give information as to the mode 
of shipment from Canada and the cost of 
transit. I have intimated a doubt as to 
whether there would by any very large or 
substantial results from our being repre- 
sented at that exhibition. I feel those 
doubts, and Iregretthatitisso; butone can 
not help the feeling. Some people think 
that our flour might be sold in the West 
Indies. Of course, the farmers cannot do 
anything to improve the wheat, but unless 
our millers adopt other methods of manu- 
facturing—different from those which 
are now adopted—our flour will not suit 
the West Indies market. I do not know 
why some such improvement could not be 
made as would enable our fluur to go to 
the West Indies. Looking at the fact that 
cotton has been shipped from Canada to 
China, and, as I have been informed, sold 
at a profit in the Chinese market in com- 
petition with English cotton, I thought 
that there was an article which we might 
send to the West Indies. Large quantities 
of cotton are used in the West Indies. I 
have been informed, however, by a gentle- 
man more familiar with the business of 
the West Indies than I am, that where 
this has been tried it had been found that 
cottons were actually cheaper inthe West 
Indies than in Canada. The duty in Jamaica 
is only 12 per cent., and in most of the 
other islands is less than that, and the 
prospect of selling Canadian cottons in 
those markets is not good. But there 
are a great many other products that 
we possibly might sell there, There is 
no reason why we should not sell some 
cheese there; and if, as the hon, gentleman 
from Quinté division said he hoped 
would be the case, our butter-makers 1m- 
prove their product, I do not know any 
reuson why considerable quantities of 
Canadian butter might not be sold in the 
West Indies Although I have my indi- 
vidual doubt of any profitable trade with 
the West Indies, the Government do not 
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entertain this doubt. They have shown 
in the past, by spending money on those 
commissions, that they think it is possible 
to create and encourage trade between Can- 
ada and the West Indies and the neighbor- 
ing regions, and they have recently shown 
their confidence in a still stronger manner 
by giving very handsome subsidies to a 
line of steamers to ply between Canada 
and those markets, and that must be 
only upon the assumption that a profitable 
trade can be thereby built up. I think that 
there is some little trade growing up, and 
it is possible that it may increase in the 
future; but I do not think that anything 
would do more to increase that trade than 
our being properly represented at this 
exhibition; therefore, I think it is the 
duty of the Government to avail them- 
selves of this opportunity to make Cana- 
dian products known to the West Indios 
and the surrounding regions, I hope they 
have already had the matter under con- 
sideration, and that they propose to tuke 
the necessary steps to have Canada repre- 
sented at the approaching exhibition at 
Jamaica, 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE — Before the 
hon. leader replies, I would like to 
say a few words as to what the senior mem- 
ber for Halifax has said about our wheat 
and flour. I listened with a great deal of 
pleasure indeed to many of his remarks, 
and I think that he is quite right in most 
ot them. As to our wheat, the farmers 
cannot very well improve it, because the 
best wheat that is grown in the world at 
present is grown in our North-West Ter- 
ritories. There is no wheat grown any- 
where that has produced flour to equal in 
strength the flour made from the wheat of 
our North-West, and that was proved by 
tests boath in Milwaukee and in London 
last year. The tests that were made in 
London last year 1 am very proud indeed 
to be able to inform the House showed 
that the best patent Hungarian and 
strong bakers’ flour was made by Can- 
adian mills, ahead of any other flour 
in the world, and these are mills 
with which my uame is connected. I 
have considered the difficulty of shipping 
flour to South America and the West 
Indies, and I looked very carefully into 
the process from end to end, as far back as 
twenty-six years ago. There is a very 
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manufacture flour specially for the West 
Indies and South American markets, the 
wheat for which is all kiln-dried before it 
is ground. That flour would not sell in 
this country at all. Nobody would use it. 
The only wheat that could be manufac- 
tured into flour without being kiln-dried 
to send down there would be the wheat 
from India. I have seen samples of that 
wheat, which I think could be ground 
and sent to Southern markets without 
being kiln-dried, but any of our Can- 
adian wheat would have to be dried, 
and the bert wheat that is grown is 
the wheat, the flour from which will 
spoil quickest in a hot climate, may wed 
because it contains more gluten than dry 
wheat, so that the very best flour that we 
make is the flour that would spoil in the 
West Indies markets. The reason it is not 
sent out, therefore, is the same reason that 
we have not supplied the markets of 
South America and the West Indies with 
a very large amount of other goods. It 
would not pay any miller in Canada to 
manufacture it specially, as our Govern- 
ment, while they protect by their National 
Policy everybody else, exclude the mil- 
lers. It was only the other day that they 
put us on an even keel. Before that, there 
was a bounty of 25 cents in favor of the 
American miller ; now we have no pro- 
tection at all. Wheat and flour pay about 
the -ame duty. The reason we have not 
manufactured flour in Canada for the 
South American market is that it is an 
expensive process, and all the flour manu- 
factured in that way would have to be 
sent South to be sold, because it would not 
sell in this country. It is not for want of 
first-class wheat or lack of enterprise on 
the part of our millers. Speaking of 
cottons, a mill has been built at Mont- 
morency within the last few monthg, in 
which | have a small interest, which is in- 
tended principally to manufacture cottons 
for China and Japan markets, and I think 
it is going to succeed remarkably well. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I may be ex- 
cused for saying a word on this subject, as 
the county from which I come does 
a large trade with the West Indies, and 
particularly with Jamaica, and our peuple 
are deeply interested in that trade. As 
the hon. gentleman from Halifax has said, 
when we grant such generous bounties 
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trade, I think the comparatively small 
amount which it would cost to have 
us adequately represented at the Jamaica 
Exhibition would be well spent. In fact, it 
seems to be consistent wit 
the Governmert in subsidizing lines of 
vessels that that should be done. We feel 
that heretofore we have not had a chance 
to compete with the United States in those 
markets. What my hon. friend from Mon- 
treal has said has been my impression for 
a long time—that is, that onr best grades 
of flour would not keep in the hot climate 
of South America, I think if we were fairly 
represented at the Jamaica exhibition we 
might get such a trade that the demand 
for Canadian flour would warrant our 
millers in manufacturing flour specially 
suited for that market. 


How. Me. POWER—TIf I said that our 
wheat was not as good as any in the world, 
I certainly did not mean to convey that 
impression. I am quite aware that Mani- 
toba wheat is the best wheat in the world. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am much grati- 
fied, and I am sure the House is gratified, to 
find the Senate occupying itself with sub- 
jects such as those which have been brought 
to our notice to-day, and that the hon. gen- 
tleman from Halifax is taking so much 
interest in this trade with the West Indies, 
which is specially important to Nova 
Scotia. I may say that I have great hopes 
of establishing a profitable trade between 
this country and the West Indies. There 
is no reason that I knowof why we should 
not be able to supply them with manufac- 
tured goods at a more reasonable rate than 
those which they now buy from our neigh- 
bors to the south of us, who have to con- 
tend with a much heavier tariff and carry 
heavier burdens than we do; and therefore 
I presume, necessarily, according to the 
theory of all economists, more especially 
the free-traders, must pay a more 
for the production of herr goods than 
they cost us where we live under 
a more beneficent system. In answer 
to my hon. friend’s question, I may 
say that the Government is fully sensible 
of the importance of the exhibition at 
Jamaica, and of the opportunities which it 
offers for a display of the goods we can 
manufacture and furnish to the West Indies 
_ Islands; and this being a country differing 
altogether from their tropical clime, we 
must and do produce a large number of arti- 


cles which we can exchange with advantage 
for those which they produce there. And 
with the view of taking all the advantage 
possible of those opportunities, we have 


the policy of | applied for space in the buildings which 


are being erected for this exhibition, and 
have placed upon the Estimates a sum of 
money which the Government propose 10 
ask Parliament to grant them for the pur- 
pose of defraying the expense of being 
represented there. 


THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Before the Orders 
of the Day are called, | would like to in- 
form the House on the subject to which 
the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward 
Island (Mr. Haythorne) referred yester- 
day. I brought the question of our print- 
ing before my colleagues, and although I 
have not yet been able to discover exactly 
where the difficulty lies, it has not been in 
this instance with the Printing Bureau. 
The report is that the nine Bills in ques- 
tion were sent out in proof on Saturday ° 
the 12th instant, at 11:30 a.m., addressed 
to Mr. McCord and Mr. Coursolles. The 
proofs were returned to the printing office 
on the 14th instant at 10:30 o’clock p.m.— 
that is, last night, at half past 10 o’clock. I 
do not know whether these are tho proper 
officials to whom proofs of our Bills should 
be sent. I only received this report a few 
minutes ago, and I propose to ascertain to 
whom the proofs ought to have been sent; 
and if, in point of fact, these are the offi- 
cials whose duty it is to correct those 
proofs and return them to the printers, I 
shall endeavor to procure the performance 
of that duty with more expedition in 
future. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
Perhaps some explanation is due from me 
to the House for the detention in the 

ublication of some of the Senate debates. 

he facts are these: On Thursday I asked 
the official reporters for a proof of the 
debate which took place on the previous 
day. It was sent on my order, and I 
believe it first reached my namesake from 
British Columbia, It afterwards reached 
me, I think, on Friday, and, without 
reflection, I threw it into the waste paper 
basket. If the business of the House has 
been in any way interfered with by my 
inadvertence, or any hon. gentleman has 
been inconvenienced thereby, I have only 
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to express my regret that I was not more 
careful in sending it back to the printer 
myself. 


RAILWAY BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mra. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (Z) “An Act respecting 
Railways.” He said: This is a Bill to 
make provision on two or three points 
which appear to require some legislation. 
They apply principally to incidental or 
minor powers of railways. The first 
has reference to a certain amount of 
embarrassment that has been experienced 
by railway companies connecting with 
the boundary line as to pertormin 
functions beyond the boundary, the groun 
taken being that they had no authority 
under their corporate powers—that their 
own constating Act did not give them any 
authority to deal with matters beyond 
the line. And it is to remedy that, and to 
‘give them power to do beyond the 

undary whatever they can do in this 
country, in so far as the laws in force in 
the adjoining country permits them. In 
like manner, the next clause is to meet a 
difficulty which has been raised as to 
railway companies, which it is alleged are 
created only for the purpose of running 
railway carriages, selling and dealing with 
the lands which they acquire and hold in 
large quantities by subsidy and otherwise. 
A question has been raised as to whether 
they have that right, and it is to remove 
any doubt on that subject that the second 
sub-section is introduced. The second and 
third clauses have reference tu a subject 
which has been made a matter of discus- 
sion extensively recently—that is, the 
difficulty that has been experienced from 
prairie tires, caused by sparks falling from 
locomotives, and a remedy has been 
suggested that there should bea fire guard 
created on each side of the railway by 
ploughins, and burning off the prairie 
grass which grows between the fire 
guard and the track itself. The next 
two clauses make it compulsory on the 
companies to do that in every case 
where it is found necessary. Then the 
fourth section makes a more perfect ar- 
rangement about the protection of cattle 
from injury on the track in partially 
fenced places than has heretofore existed. 
This clause, I believe, has been settled 
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after consultation by three or four gentle- 
men who represent outlying districts on 
the Ottawa river, where there has been a 
considerable amount of difficulty arising 
out of that kind of casualty. I submit it 
to the House as the best enactment that 
we can contrive for that purpose. These 
are the objects of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—I think, perhaps, 
there will be a good deal of danger in set- 
ting fire to the grass between the strips 
that are ploughed. If a wind should spring 
up it might blow the fire across the strip 
and carry it into the adjoining fields. 
There ought to be a safer way of removing 
this grass than burning it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a plan 
which has been suggested by experts in 
the North-West Territories. It is a familiar 
device of old times, when people were in 
danger themselves of being burnt by the 
spreading of fire, and it is said to be effec- 
tual for this purpose. The grass does not 
grow long; it is quite short, as a rule, and 
of course a railway company burning it 
off would take care to do ro under such 
circumstances as to attain the object which 
is desired—that is to say, to prevent the 
spreading of any conflagration. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—That is done by 
loughing, so that there is nothing to 
urn. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTTI—My hon. friend 
will see that they do not plough up the 
whole space; they plough up a strip 200 
feet from the track, and the strip between 
that and the railway is what is burnt, 


Hon. Me. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
I am afraid it will be rather onerous upon 
the railways. This strip will not remain 
without grass, because we all know how 
very rapidly grass will grow, so that in the 
course of two years it will be as abundant 
as ever, and this ploughing will have to 
be a constant thing on the part of the 
railways, 


The motion was agreed to, ana the Bill 
was read the second time. 


NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL. 
POSTPONED. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Committee of the Whole House on Bill 
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(V) “An Act to amendthe Acts respect- 
ing the North-West Territories.” 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE said: I do not 
rise to move the motion of which I have 
given notice, because I knew when I gave it 
that it was not in order. I put the notice on 
the Paper for two reasons—first, to let the 
House know that I would move it, as 
generally these Bills are pushed through 
in a day or two; anc second, because I 
wished to ask the House, as this is an ex- 
ceptional case, to let me move it. I am 
not at this moment ready to do so, but I 
rise to speak to the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I was about to 
say that I am not prepared to take up this 
Bill to-day. 


Tae SPEAKER—I wish to call the 
attention of the hon. gentleman (Mr. 
Bellerose) to the fact that his motion is 
out of order. His motion is, that when the 
Order is called for the House to go into 
Committee of the Whole on this Bill he 
will move that it be an instruction to the 
committee to amend the Bill by strik- 
ing out a certain paragraph. Of course 
that would necessitate his making his 
motion when the Order is called, but I 
would submit that it is simply an amend- 
ment. Itis very clearly laid down that 
an instruction is only given to a com- 
mittee to confer on it a power which it 
would not have without such instruction, 
and if the subject-matter is relevant to the 
scope of the Bill then such instruction is 
irregular. 


Hon. Mr. BELLROSE—That is why I 
said I would not move it, because I saw 
by some authorities which I looked into 
that it was not in order; but, as [ have 
explained, my intention was to speak to 
the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole, because then the Speaker would be 
in the Chair. I know that on such a 
question as that I could not enter into 
details, but I could speak of the subject of 
the Bill. There are tive or six subjects in 
the Bill which can only be spoken of 
separately. However, as the leader of the 
House says that he will not go on with 
the Bill to-day, I have no right to dwell on 
the subject any longer. 


Hon. Mra. ABBOTT—There are some 
amendments talked of which I think it 
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important to consider, that have only been 
brought under my notice within half an 
hour of the meeting of the House. I 
therefore move that the Order of the Day 
be discharged, and that it be fixed for to- 
morrow. 


The motion was agreed to. 


EXCHEQUER COURT ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (129) “An Act to amend 
‘The Exchequer Court Act.’” Ele said: 
This is a Bill simply to grant an appeal 
from the Exchequer Court to the Supreme 
Court, or rather to remove doubts on that 
point. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (121) “An Act to amend the Act 
to incorporate the Dominion Mineral Com 
pany.” (Mr. MacInnes.) 

Bill (40) “An Act to incorporate the 
National Construction Company.” (Mr. 
Kaulbach. ) 

Bill (39) “An Act to incorporate the 
York County Bank.” (Mr. Vidal.) 

Bill (128) “An Act respecting the 
Columbia and Kootenay Railway and Nu- 
vigation Company.” (Mr. Reid.) _ 

ill (37) “ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Imperial Trusts Company 
of Canada.” (Mr. Clemow.) 

Bill (92) ‘ An Act respecting the Na- 
panee, Tamworth and Quebec Kuailway 
Company, and to change the name of the 
Company to ‘ The Kingston, Napanee and 
Western Railway Company.’” (Mr. Read.) 

Bill (97) “An Act to incorporate the 
Montreal Bridge Company.” (Mr. Guévre- 
mont.) 

Bill (35) “An Act to incorporate the 
Calgary and Edmonton Railway Com- 

any.” (Mr. Perley.) 

Bill (63) “An Act to incorporate the 
Home Life Association of Canada.” (Mr. 
McMillan.) 


The Senate adjourned at 5 p.m. 
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THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, April 16th, 1890. 


Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


FRESHETS ON THE FRASER RIVER. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.) rose to en- 
quire: 

1st. Is it the intention of the Government, during 
the coming summer, to devise such means as will pre- 
vent further destruction of property by the Fraser 
River washing away large areas of valuable land at 
Sumas and Chilliwhack, and doing serious injury to 
navigation? 2nd. Has the Government received any 
information from the Government of British Colum- 
bia on the subject: if so, when, and what was the 
nature of it? 3rd. Has the attention of the Govern- 
ment been called to this matter by the New West- 
minster Board of Trade, or the Municipal Council of 
Chilliwhack ; if so when? 

He said: Before asking these questions I 
desire to say, for the information of the 
House, that the two points indicated in the 
first question are situated between 50 and 75 
miles from the mouth of the Fraser River, 
and that the Fraser River within the lastsix- 
teen years, tomy own knowledge, has actu- 
ally changed its bed over 4 of a mile. The 
settlements of Sumas and Chilliwhack are 
‘situated in one of the most fertile, and pro- 
bably one of the most beautiful valleys to 
be found in any country. The soil is all 
alluvial soil, of from 10 to 20 feet in depth. 
and, owing to huge logs, or rather trees, 
that are carried down with the spring and 
summer freshets lodging at certain points 
in the river, the current has been diverted 
towards the south bank of the Fraser, 
where it is composed of this rich alluvial 
earth, and enormous quantities of land are 
‘carried away each year. Not only are 
there large quantities of farm lands being 
destroyed in that way, but the chances are 
that unless some way is found to arrest 
this destruction of property it will gradu- 
ally carry away the entire valley and con- 
vert it into a sandy or waste desert. Not 
only should steps be taken to prevent 
this great destruction of private property 
in consequence of the encroachments of 
the river, but something should be done 
by the Government to prevent it interfer- 
ing with the free navigation of the river. 
A large amount of shipping passes up and 
down the river at these points, and my 


pee opinion—not only my own opinion 
at the opinion of a great number of com- 
petent men who have knowledge of such 
undertakings,—is that if a few piles were 
driven or a few large trees were anchored 
at the mouth of the Sumas River, at a 
certain season of the year, the current 
would be diverted, and the water would be 
thrown back in a short time into its original 
channel, thereby pe the navigation 
of the river, and preventing further de- 
struction of property. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In answer to my 
hon, friend, I have to say that the Govern- 
ment has already expended very large 
sums on the navigation of the Fraser 
River, and it is quite prepared to do any- 
thing further that may be required to 
paies it, or to protect its banks from 

ing destroyed, or to protect its channel 
from being diverted, which I hear there is 
some possibility may be done, by taking 
partofit through the territory of a foreign 
country; and. at this moment they are 
making inquiries and obtaining informa- 
tion as to the precise nature of the work 
required to be done. The answer to the 
second question bears on that. The Govern- 
ment have received acommunication from 
the Government of British Columbia 
respecting the necessity of taking measures 
of this description, but this communication 
does not give any particulars whatever— 
does not say where the injury is being 
done, or what the difficulty is that is to be 
dreaded, and it is precisely on those points 
that the Government is getting informa- 
tion. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—When did 
you receive the communication ? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I am unable to say, 
but itis not long ago. The New West- 
minister Board of Trade had called the 
attention of the Department to the neces- 
sity of protecting the river near the 
mouth of the Sumas River, and that is 
where the work will be needed. A thorough 
examination is to be made to determine 
what is necessary to protect the naviga- 
tion of the river. 


MONTREAL BRIDGE CO.’S BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mz. GUEVREMONT moved the 
second reading of Bill (97) “An Act to 
incorporate the Montreal Bridge Comany.” 
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Hon. Me. POWER—Before that ques- 
tion is put I think it would be well that 
we should have some expression of opinion 
from the leader of the House. Recently 
that hon. gentleman has not been able to 
attend the meetings of the Railway Com- 
mittee, and I think it desirable that some- 
one should be there representing the views 
of the Government on the subject. I have 
understood that the Government are rather 
opposed to the construction of any further 
bridges across the St. Lawrence River,and I 
think before the House deals with this 
Bill we should have some information as 
to the position that the Government 
occupy with respect to it. Is this proposed 
bridge one of the structuresto which they 
object, or is it not? The committee have 
a right to get some information on that 


point. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I am very happy 
indeed to give my hon. friend all the 
information that I can as to the views of 
the Government. Their objection is not 
in the abstract to making a bridge from 
one bank of the St. Lawrence to the other, 
but it is to making a bridge which will 
impede the navigation of the river. 1 
understand that changes have been made 
to this Bill in another place which will 
prevent this bridge from being an obstruc- 
tion to the navigation of the river—that 
is to say, its piers will stand on the main 
land, and it will be high enough to permit 
the largest vessels, with the highest masts, 
to pass under it. It will be higher than 
the Forth bridge. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL-—It will be 20 feet 
higher. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Under these con- 
ditions, it cannot be in any way an 
obstruction to the navigation of the river, 
and the Government have ceased to make 
any objection to the Bill. I do not pro- 
pose to make any objection to it here, and 
there cannot be any reason for opposing 
it, 80 long as the structure will not inter- 
fere with the navigation of the St. 
Lawrence. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TI have to thank 
the hon. gentleman for the statement 
which he has made. It will greatly facili- 
tate the work of the committee, now that 
they understand the views of the Govern- 
ment on the subject. 
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The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


SECOND READINGS. 


Bill (121) “ An Act to amend the Act 
to incorporate the Dominion Mineral Com- 
pany.” (Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington.) 

Bill (40) “An Act to incorporate the 
National Construction Company.” (Mr. 
Kaulbach. ) 

Bill (39) ‘An Act to incorporate the 
York County Bank.” (Mr. Vidal.) 

Bill (128) “An Act respecting the Co- 
lumbia and Kootenay Railway and Navi- 

ation Company.” (Mr. Reid, Cariboo.) 

Bill (37) “ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Imperial Trusts Company 
of Canada.” (Mr. Clemow.) 

Bill (92) “ An Act respecting the Na- 

anee, Tamworth and Quebec Railway 
Pompany, and to change the name of the 
Company to ‘The Kingston, Napanee and 
Western Railway Company.’ ” Mr. Read, 
Quinté. 

Bill (35) “An Act to incorporate the 
Calgary and. Edmonton Railway Com- 
pany.” (Mr. Perley.) 


BILLS INTODUCED. 


Bill (97) “An Act to incorporate the 
Dominion Safe Deposit, Warehousing and 
Loan Company, Limited.” (Mr. Scott.) 

Bill (98) ‘ An Act to confer on the Com- 
missioner of Patents certain powers for 
the relief of George T. Smith. (Mr. 
MacInnes.) 


THE SAMUEL MAY RELIEF BILL. 
THIRD BEADING. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES enon) 
moved the third reading of Bill (16) “ An 
Act to confer on the Commissioner of 
Patents certain powers for the relief of 
Samuel May.” 


He said: This Bill has been before the 
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri- 
vate Bills, and its merits have there been 
fully established, so that there can be no 
doubtaboutit. It was unanimously passed 
by that committee, and with reference to : 
the principle of such Bills, the House has 
already affirmed it by the passage of three 
Bills exactly such as these. One is the J. 
B. Smith relief Bill in 1869; another the 
James Macnab Bill in 1873; and the 
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Welland Vale Co.’s Bill in 1876. The 
Welland Vale Co.’s Bill is almost precisely 
the same as this, and the House has never 
refused to pass such measures, that I am 
aware of, after the merits have been satis- 
factorily proven. There was another Bill 
for the relief of Otto Morin, passed also in 
1876, but not precisely in character the 
same as this. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—tThere is a notice 
on the Paper in my name proposing an 
amendment to this Bill, which 1 will now 
proceed to move, and in answer to what 
my non. “rend has just said, [ may say 
that I retain my opinion, wa.ch 1 exnressed 
at a former stage of this Bill, that this 
legislation is of a character that ought not 
to be encouraged in this House, and I 
think there is a decided objection to the 
principle of the Bill, which objection was 
reserved as a matter that should be con- 
sidered ut chis stage. But my hon. friend 
has adverted to two or three precedents, 
and by his courtesy I have been enabled 
to refer to them myself, and I find that 
they are not on all fours with the princi- 
ple of this Bill. This Bill contains an alle- 
gation that by an accident the application 
was not made until after the long period 
of three months had expired, and it was 
explained, although it is not in the pre- 
arable that that was done by the peti- 
tioner’s solicitor. It occurred to me, as it 
did on a former occasion, that if there was 
ever a case in which a party ought not to 
have relief it is that in which an em- 
ployed solicitor neglected his duty. It is 
a matter that should be settled between 
them, and for which the solicitor ought to 
be liable. It was not, in cither of the cases 
referred to, the ground upon which the 
application for relief was made, In all cases 
the application was made before the five 

ears had expired, I have not been able to 
ook at the law in the seventies when this 
legislation took place, because of the short 
time 1 have had since I was informed of those 
precedents, but they were all based upon 
different facts. For instance, the applica- 
tion made in 1876 was on the allega- 
tion that there had beon an inadvertent 
omission without any fault or negligence 
on the part of the parties for a period 
of five weeks. In the other case that 
has been adverted to, in 1873, the re- 
newul was legislation for the purpose 
of giving effect to a patent which was 
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granted under a law of the old Province 
of Canada. It was not a patent that had 
been granted under our laws at all, but it 
was asking power to give effect to a patent 
which had been granted in the year 1857, 
and to remove doubt as to the position in 
which the parties stood with regard to that 
patent, and whether he could make it a 
Dominion patent. It was no question of 
delay or negligence, the object being 
simply to remove any doubt that might 
exist as to x patent obtained under the law 
of the old Province of Canada. In another 
case, the petition stated that the petitioner 
had forwarded the money to the Govern- 
ment, but by some accident the pen 
reachec the nrover office eleven ays too 
late. He had done everytning ne 6o11.¢, dat 
the petitiondid not reach the office in time. 
In another case the money was placed in 
the hands of the clerk, to be transmitted to 
the office, and the clerk either supposed 
he had transmitted the proper amount or 
retained part of the amount—at all events, 
he only sent half the $20, and that 
was the amount that reached the office, 
and when he went a few days afterwards to 
get his patent, as he supposed, he was told 
that the whole amount had not been trans- 
mitted. It was a special case, and under 
the circumstances he was allowed a re- 
newal of his patent by legislation. These 
are the precedents ; but itis my duty to 
call the attention of the House, as this isa 
public matter in its bearings, to the 
singular fact that after all these cases 
occurred the objections which were so 
forceably and well put by tbe leader of the 
Government on a former occasion were 
made in Parliament by several distin- 
guished men on both sides of the House 
against this class of legislation; and the 
result was, as far as i can ascertain by 
looking at the books, there nas been no 
such application since that date—for the 
long period from 1876 to the present time. 
That is the position in which the matter 
stands. I content myself, therefore, with 
“anne my views on that point, and reserv- 
ing all the objections that T made to the 
Bill, and having stated them, [leave them 
in the hands of the House and of the Gov- 
ernment to be dealt with as a matter of 
policy as they choose. But there is a 
principle in this Bill which seriously affects 
the interests of the public, whose interest 
is, to a certain extent, antagonistic to that 
of the man who claims an exclusive right, 








and I think that interest should be pro- 
tected and there should be no doubt on the 
subject. This Bill has a clause in it which 
I shall read : 


“2. Any person who has, within the period between 
the twelfth day of July, one thousand eight hundred 
and eighty-eight, and the extension or renewal here- 
under of the said letters pee acquired any interest 
or right in respect of such improvements or invention 
shall continue to enjoy the same as if this Act had 
not been passed.” 


Emily Walker [APRIL 16, 1890.] Relief Bill. 


403 


ee ee ee — — — 


ee 


England just such a provision as we are 
inserting in this Bill already exists, except 
that it 1s not necessary for a party to 
come to Parliament to obtain a renewal of 
his patent. I find that, under the English 
patent law of 1883, section 17, in case of 
accident, mistuke, or inadvertence, if a 
patentee fails to make any prescribed 
payment within the prescribed time, he 
may apply to the comptroiler for an en- 


It is my duty to call the attention of|largement of the time for making 


the House to the fact that on a former 
occasion I took exception to that as one of 
my objections to the Bill, that even if an 
an appeal ad misericordium could prevail, 
the House should still protect the interest 
of the public, and 1 suggested that cer- 
tainly there should be some such words 
as “acquired by user or otherwise,” in- 
serted ; and curiously enough, by referring 


to those precedents, I find in every one of| for more than three months. 


them these words “acquired by user or 
otherwise.” And the reasons are perfectly 
obvious: a man may acquire x patent by 
assignment, and hundreds of people who 
use this article have Re rights after 
the patent has lapsed. These people have 
a right to be protected. They may acquire 
the right by manufacturing or using the 
article in such a way as would render them 
liable to a penalty if the patent was in 
force. It is for that reason I prepared 
this amendment, which, I think, covers 
the whole ground. It protects the rights 
of parties who have purchased, and pro- 
tects the rights of those who manufacture. 
I therefore move the amendment of which 
I have given notice, as follows: “That the 
said Bill be not now read the third time, 
but that it be amended Ly inserting after 
the word ‘acquired,’ in the fourth line of 
section 2 thereof, the words ‘ by assign- 
ment, use, manufacture or otherwise.” 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—1 
have considered the amendment proposed 
by my hon. friend, and as the object of the 
Bill is not only to secure the extonsion re- 
quired, but to protect the public in any 
rights they may have acquired under it 
since the patent expired, 1 have decided to 
accept it. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It may be satisfac- 
tory to-some hon. gentlemen who have 
taken an interest in this question, and who 
have thought that a very serious inroad 
is being made on the ordinary legislation 
of the country, to be reminded that in 
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the payment; and _ thereupon the 
comptroller shall, if satisfied that 
the failure has arisen from any 


of the above mentioned causes (accident, 
mistake or inadvertence) on the receipt of 
the prescribed fee for enlargement, not 
exceeding £10, enlarges the time ac- 
cordingly. But the time for making any 

ayment shall not in any case be enlarged 
We put it 
on a much more satisfactory basis, because 
we provide in this Bill that any interests 
which may have arisen in the mean time 
shall be guarded. I do not think it isan 
serious innovation when we have Englis 

recedent for the legislation we are carry- 
ing out. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I am obliged to my 
hon. friend for having brought out this 
fact. When this matter was up before I 
stated distinctly that it was far better that 
a provision to meet cases like this should 
be in the General Act, and that it should 
not be the subject of special legislation, 
which I think is odious, and I quite agree 
with him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Bill was then read the third time, as 
amended, and passed. 


THE EMILY WALKER RELIEF BILL. 


REPORT OF THE DIVORCE COMMITTEE 
ADODTED. 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD moved the adop- 
tion of the tenth report of the Select Com- 
mittee on Divorce re the Emily Walker 
Relief Bill. He said: As the evidence with 
reference to this Bill has been before you 
now for two days, and as the case, is one 
which specially commends itself to us for 
relief, I do not think it necessary for me to 
enter further into the subject than to move 
the adoption of the report. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—I am surpris- 
ed that my hon. friend has not explained 
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the report of the committee. He having 
charge of it, I supposed he would have told 
the House what the recommendation is, 
how it affects the Bill as it came before tie 
House, and as it proceeded from the 
committee. I do not wish to take 
up the time of the House in discuss- 
ing the matter, although it is a new 
departure from divorces that have been 
granted heretofore, and involves a great 
many questions to which the committee 
gave considerable attention. Iam glad to 
say that upon all the facts of the case the 
committee were unanimous, but on the 
enacting clause upon those facts I had the 
misfortune to ditfer from the rest of the 
committee. Ido not consider that upon 
the facts found we are justified in mane 
such a departure from the principles lai 

down here, and to which we have hitherto 
so strictly adhered—that is, to grant no 
divorce, except on the ground ofadultery. 
Before I sit down, I shall show to the 
House the position in which this matter 
comes before us in the report which we 
are asked to sanction. The Bill has been 
changed, and there has been eliminated 
from it any allegation of desertion. It 
says that they have been married, and that 
the committee consider the marriage is a 
legal marriage. There is nothing in this 
Bill that alleges adultery, nothing that 
alleges desertion or cruelty; but the find- 
ing of the committee is, that they were 
legally married; that they did not cohabit 
together, and upon those grounds, and those 
solely, we are asked to confirm the report 
and the enacting clause, which will grant 
the petitioner relief. Before we move in 
this matter any further, we should consider 
the position of the parties. There bas 
been a legal marriage; they did not live 
together; he did not desert her imme- 
diately after the marriage, but they lived 
separate by mutual agrement and there is 
nothing in the Bill alleging cruelty on his 
part, and it is such a departure from our 
usual practice, and creates such a dange- 
rous precedent to granta divorce under 
such circumstances, that we should hesi- 
tate before passing such a Bill. When this 
mattef came before us, presenting as itdid 
so many novelties, we decided upon cer- 
tain points which we considered were 
worthy of consideration from a legal point 
of view, Each member of the committee 
desiring to have information, we formu- 
lated certain points, and with the assis- 
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tance of our Law Clerk, who assisted 
us very much in getting precedents, we 
got all the information we could on the 
points of law as to what constitutes a 
marriage; and I| am satisfied, after looking 
at those cases, and some that I searched up 
myself, that there was a legal marriage in 
this case and that was the unanimous find- 
ing of the Committee. One of the enquiries 
was, at what age can the parties contract ? 
And that we found by precedent was 14 in 
males and 12 in females. Then, as regards 
what is necessary to consent, there must 
be an assumption of the status. To make 
a marriage invalid it must appear beyond 
question that it was the result of compul- 
sion—that there was an apparent unwil- 
lingness, an apparent assent influenced by 
fear of violence. In this matter of consent, 
was it done under duress, fear, or restraint, 
fraud or violence? We found that there 
was nothing of that kind in this case; that 
there was consent between the parties, and 
sufficient age, they were capable of contract- 
ing marriage, and consent being established 
these points were beyond dispute. Then 
another question arose, as to the consent 
of the parents and guardians, these people 
being under age of 21. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The husband was 
not under age. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think he 
was under age also—not quite twenty-one 
—and she was twenty years and six months 
old. Then we say here that it is not 
necessary to have the consent of the par- 
ents and guardians to make a marriage 
contract binding. There is no statute that 
makes it so. There was another point 
taken, whether it was void through any 
fraud in obtaining the license. We found 
that even if there had been, it would not 
vitiate the marriage, and there are authori- 
ties on that point. Then, as regards con- 
summation, that, we find, is not necessary 
to make the marriage binding. It is a 
matrimonial right that they have, but it is 
not necessary in order to constitute a legal 
marriage. On these points we have the 
established authorities, and therefore hav- 
ing, I believe, satisfied ourselves that such 
was the law, we considered, under the facts 
of this case, that there was a legal marriage. 
This being a legal marriage, there being 
no desertion, no cruelty, nothing com- 
plained of on the part of either of them, 
except that they did not live together— 
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nothing to show want of consent or deser- 
tion—the question came up whether, 
under such circumstances, without any 
charge being made of cruelty, desertion or 
adultery, we should create a precedent 
which has never been established here or 
in England by dissolving the marriage tie 
a vinculo. In cases of desertion, separ- 
ation has been granted, but a dissolution 
of the marriage tie has never been granted 
in England for anything less than adultery, 
and it has never been granted in this 
country either by the courts or by Parlia- 
ment for any less cause. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man stated that it is in evidence that 
the husband was not of age when the 
marriage took place. Will he point out 
where that is to be found? 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think it is 
stated in some part of the report that 
they were both under age or it is alleged 
in the petition or the bill. Now, what are 
the facts of this case? This young woman, 
an intelligent girl, properly brought up 
and of respectable parentage, had been 
acquainted with this young man for a 
year and a-half. They had been intima- 
tely together in social life, and, as she said, 
he had courted her for a whole year. They 
agreed to be married, and fixed upon the 
place where the marriage was to take place 
three weeks before the event. They went 
together, by eppornuuent, in the day timé 
to this place—the town of Duridas, five or 
six miles from Hamilton—and there they 
were regularly married under license. 
They went by the street cars and returned 
in the same way. The understanding was 
that they were not then to live together, 
asthe mother of the girl had to ap- 
peased in some way. It seems she had 
some objection to the marriage. They 
intended fully to enter into the matrimo- 
nial estate and to live together as man and 
wife. The evidence on that point is clear 
and unqualified. She was asked by myself: 


“Q, At that time, did you consider you were going 
to be married, or was it simply some little lark on 
your part?—A. It was not any lark. We both un- 
derstood we wanted to be married. 

“Q. And you went there with a serious intention of 
being married ?—A. Yes. 

“Q. And living as man and wife?—-A. Yes. 

“*Q. Was there any understanding beforehand that 
you were not to live together as man and wife ?—A. 

othing of that kind. Of course, I should never 
have married him known his circumstances— 
had I known that he was not in a position to keep a 
wife, 
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“Q. Was it understood you were to go back home 
and not live with him as your husband ?—A. I under- 
stood I was going home for a while. He gave me to 
understand he was getting. a good salary, and he told 
me the igure. Had I known he was not in such a 
position [ would never have consented to this.” 
They married, knowing all the conse- 
quences of the step they were taking, and 
she swears that she intended to be married 
and to discharge all the duties of a wife. 
Therefore, there can be no question about 
this being a marriage. Her evidence was 
not equally satisfactory throughout, be- 
cause although she said plainly and unqua- 
lifiedly that her intention was to be mar- 
ried, she afterwards said there was no 
marriage. Expecting that the question 
would come up before us, I wished to 
ascertain whether she had consented to 
this marriage, and whether she had 
entered into it with the intention and 
and expectation that it should be binding. 
I asked her: “ Did you consider at the time 
you went into it that you were going to 
perform all the duties of a wife?” and she 
answers: “ No,” in direct contradiction to 
what she had said before. She had con- 
sidered the position in which her answers 
to those questions might place her, and she 
flatly contradicted her former statement. 
In another place she is asked: “ Did he 
ever speak of your relations as husband 
and wife?” She says: “Yes.” And the 
examination continues : 

“*Q. In what way?—A. Nothing very particular. 
He said a3 soon as my mother was aware of it she 
would be agreeable.” 

It shows that throughout this whole 
matter he was desirous of consummating 
the marriage, that she was evading this, 
and that she did not wish to communicate 
the fact of her marriage to her mother. 
He came to her house that day, according 
to agreement, in the evening, and he con- 
tinued for a long time afterwards to visit 
the house. She was asked how long he 
remained there, after the marriage, coming 
to see her. She did not seem to know 
whether it was weeks or months, or how 
long he remained in Hamilton. Evidently 
she did not care sufficiently for him to 
ascertain what his movements were; her 
mind was changed. She found that he was 
not as wealthy as she had believed he was, 
and she got rid of him the best way she 
could. She made no pretence that she 
had endeavored to live with him, or that 
she had suggested to him the singular and 
unfortunate position in which she stood. 
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It is not shown in any way that she had 
any desire to fulfil her marriage vows. 
She endeavored to persuade the committee 
that she had done everything on her part, 
and that he had deserted her, but the evi- 
dence does not sustain her. The fault was 
evidently largely hers. The husband was 
a young man, not 21 years of age; he had 
not provided a home for her, but that is 
no reason why the marriage contract 
should be dissolved. 


Hon. Me. McMILLEN—How does my 
hon. friend reconcile that with the letters 
he sent her. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I will come 
to that presently. She had a skilled and 
artful lawyer, who kuew exactly how to 
present this case in the best manner pos- 
sible, «nd to suppress everything which 
might appear unfavorable to her case. 
She brings two or three letters here, but 
she admits that she had four or five others 
from her husband which she destroyed, 
evidently because they did not suit her 


purpose. 
Hon, Mr. McMILLEN — There is no 
evidence of that. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Why did she 
destroy some and produce others? Wh 
did she try to show by his letters that he 
did not wish to live with her? One would 
think that, writing on such an important 
matter, she would have kept copies of her 
own letters, but she had no copies to pro- 
duce. She says in one place that the let- 
ters produced are all she had to produce, 
but when pressed by me she admitted that 
she had others from him that she destroyed. 
My hon. friend suggests that I should read 
the letters. [will read them, and make a 
few comments on them. Here is the first 
letter—and bear in mind that it is a reply 
to a letter from her, and evidently, from 
the manner in which it begins, she must 
have written to him how to address her. 
He does not address her at all—does not 
say ‘ My dear wife,” or anything of the 
kind, but begins: 

‘* Your letter of the 15th inst. duly received. I have 
no desire to call on you or yours. only said in case 
we would not settle it satisfactorily. As far as the 
agreement goes, I meant a written one, legally signed 
by both of us, but as soon as I hear from my adviser 
111 write you more on the subject. I expect to hear 
in a day orso. I do not think your mother’s sickness 
was caused by this trouble or her conscience would 
have struck her when she said the things she did 


about me, without any foundation. I will write more 
as soon as the advice comes.” 


That shows that she must have written 
some letter by which she led him to 
understand that she did not wish him to 
call on her 


Hon. Me. McMILLEN—He wanted to 
desert her. 


Hon. MR. KAULBACH — There was 
some negotiation evidently between the 
pertes: shehad written him that it would 

e displeasing to ber it he called on her. 
I draw that inference; hon. gentlemen 
may draw what inference they please. It 
is evident that this young woman did not 
wish him to come. Her mother was dead 
at the time and there was no necessity for 
any further estrangement. 


Hon. Me. SANFORD—TI beg to correct 
the hon. gentleman. The mother is still 
living. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—I mean the 
father. He died two weeks before the 
marriage, so there was only the mother 
to object. I say that this letter convinces 
me that there was some communication 
with him in which she showed no dispo- 
sition or desire to have him come back to 
her. If she wished to put herself in a 
right position she should have said that 


Y|she was ready to fulfil her duty as a wife. 


If her letters were what they should be, 
she should have preserved copies of them, 
and produced them with all the letters 
she received from him. Butshe produced 
no copies of her own letters, and she 
destroyed his letters, with the exception 
of those which suited her purpose. There 
is no evidence here in any way that, by 
word or act, he had alienated his wife 
from him; there is no evidence to show 
that she desired to observe her marriage 
vow. She went through the solemn mar- 
riage cermony of our church; she called 
on her Creator to witness that she would 
forsake all others and cleave only to her 
husband. And this was not done hastily 
or on short ucquaintance, She had known 
the young man for eighteen months, and 
been engaged to him for twelve months, 
and the marriage was arranged three 
wetks before it took place. It was 
her duty to tell her mother the position 
in which she was placed, and failing to 
get her mother’s sanction to the marriage, 
she should have observed ber vow and for- 
saken all others for him. But everything 
points to the fact that after the marriage 
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she was dissatisfied, on finding that her 
husband’s prospects were not as good as 
she supposed them to be, and I believe she 
has been the means of driving him out of 
the country. From her evidence it is clear 
that she endeavored by every means in her 
power to keep him aloof from her. The 
evidence is brief, and every member of the 
House must bave read it. It shows that 
the young man was willing at all times to 
take his wife to his home when her 
mother would be reconciled to the 
marriage He seemed to hope, as long as 
he was there, that a reconciliation would 
be effected. | 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD—That is not in 


the evidence. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—We have 
evidence to show that he was in hopes that 
her mother would become reconciled to 
the marriage. She is asked by me: 

**Q. Did he ever speak of your relations as hus- 
band and wife ?—A. Yes 


**Q. In what way ?— À. Nothing particular. He 
said as soon as my mother was aware of it she would 


be agreeable.” 
Again, she is asked: 


‘“Q. Did you see him after the marriage ceremony ? 
—A. He did not come in; he went hone. 

**Q. Was that according to any agreement between 
you?—A. Well, of course I knew my mother had 
almost forbidden him the house. It was about our 
tea time, and I knew perfectly well I could not invite 


him to tea. 

**(. You did not see him afterwards ?—A. He came 
up that evening. 

**Q. And athe evenings ?—A. Yes; he kept com- 
ing up occasionally until he went away. ” 

In view of this evidence she does not 
appear as an injured person: in fact, the 
young man has been the injured person, 
and we cannot afford her even any charity 
at all, because I believe it would be setting 
a bad example. She has not shown that 
she has been injured in any way; she 
simply complains that she found that her 
husband was not as well off pecuniarily as 
she expected, and on that ground she 
endeavors to evade the consequence of her 
marriage. À brief, skillfully prepared 
by her Counsel, has been put into our 
hands, in which it is stated that there are 

recedents for this application. I con- 
tended in the committee, and I contend 
now, that there are no such precedents. 
In the brief it is said that an Act precisely 
similar to this was passed by Parliament. 
Well, that is not true. 
the Divorce Committee when the case was 


1 wus chairman of 


investigated, and 1 have looked into all the 
facts connected with it. That was in 1887. 
The Lavell case was this: one of the 
parties to the first marriage was over 
age, the other under age. They were 
married under assumed names. The 
parents knew that they were engaged, 
but did not know of the marriage, and 
there was noconsummation of themarriage. 
Lavell was a young doctor, who was 
without means to muintain a wife. He 
evidently liked this girl und wished to 
secure her. That appeared to be his 
motive, and evidently she was holding 
on to him, believing, probably, that 
it was not quite a marriage, until she 
got some person that she liked better. 
Another person named Fralick appeared, 
and she engaged herself to him. When 
Lavall heard of it he told her that she 
was married to him, and could not 
marry Fralick, and he told the same thing 
to Fralick. She showed an opinion from 
no less a person than Sir Alexander Camp- 
bell, which was supposed to be genuine at 
the time but was,I think,subsequently prov- 
ed to be false, saying that the first marriage 
was a nullity. The young man believed 
that at the time, but found that he was 
mistaken. Fralick told Lavell to go and 
say to the young lady that he would give 
her up, and tbat he was going to the 
States, but instead of leaving the country 
he rushed up to where she resided and got 
married at two or three o’clock in the 
morning, and when Lavell appeared on 
the scene she was a married woman. The 
sympathy of the committee was strongly 
with the young woman, the impression 
prevailing that she supposed she was not 
married to Lavell. The Bill charged her 
with bigamy and adultery, and contained 
that charge when reported by the com- 
mittee to the Senate. There was a gene- 
ral feeling in the House to avoid, if pos- 
sible, having her family suffer from the 
imputation that she was guilty of the 
offences charged against ber, and the Bill 
was amended by striking out the words 
“bigamy and adultery,” but the words 
remained, that since the first marriage she 
lived and cuhabited with a third person, 


Hon. Mr. McMILLEN—It was a case of 
pure desertion. 

Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—I am quite sure 
that I have stated the case correctly. The 
words that I have quoted were struck out, 


but the act of adultery was charged 
against her—call it byany name you pleuse. 

o member of the Senate would grant a 
divorce on any other ground than adultery. 
The House decided in the Lavell! case that 


there was a marriage in the first instance, 


and that after the marriage she lived and 
cohabited with a third person. The offen- 
sive words were stricken out of the Bill at 
the suggestion of some Senators who 
wished to protect her in her new relations 
with another man, but the words that 
remained amounted to the same thing—a 
charge ofadultery—go that that case cannot 
be cited as having any bearing on the Bill 
that is now before the House. I am con- 
firmed in this by the remarks of Senators 
Gowan and Clemow, both of whom, in sup- 
porting the Bill, said that unless adultery 
‘was proved they could not vote for it. 
There is no precedent here for granting 
a divorce except for adultery. It is a 
question for the House to decide whe- 
ther this Bill should pass or not. Par- 
liament possesses the power to dissolve 
a marriage; it is a question of public 
policy. Should we, under the circum- 
stances of this case, depart from the well- 
established rule which prevails here, and 
which has never been departed from in 
England? I think not. It would be a 
precedent which would be prejudicial to 
public morality. We know how lax the 
divorce laws are in the United States, yet 
Ido not know that they have ever dis- 
solved a marriage in any State in the 
Union unless adultery, desertion or cruelty 
was charged. In this case there is neither ; 
there was simply a disappointment us to 
pecuniary means of the husband. I do not 
see that this woman is entitled to relief. 
We cannot depart from strict justice in 
this matter for any consideration, She has 
not shown in any way that she is entitled 
to our sympathy ; she has not shown that 
she has done her part to live with this 
man and to observe the solemn vows that 
she took on herself. If you pass a Bill like 
this you are doing a wrong to the public 
morals of this community. We must do jus- 
tice to everybody, and this woman is not 
entitled to our clemency or charity, be- 
cause she has been herself the transgressor. 
She shows no desire on her part. no effort 
of any kind, to treat him as a husband 
ought to be treated. Shesays they did not 
cohabit together. There is no evidence to 
.the contrary, but it is.a strange thing to 
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me if they did not. It is astrange thing 
if, after being married, and he coming to 
the house some weeks or months after- 
wards, that there was nocohabitation. It 
seems to be contrary to the husband's rights 
and duties, and contrary to the obligutions 
imposed upon him and her by the marriage 
ceremony that there was no cohabitation. 
This is a matter which does not tend in 
her favor, but rather condemns her. There- 
fore, as a change should not be made in 
our practice, we should not dissolve the 
marriage tie on such pos asthis. She 
has not shown that he has failed in any way 
to perform his duty, and I do hope the 
House will hesitate before they relieve this 
woman from the obligation which she has 
imposed on herself under this contract. I 
witl conclude by reading some notes that I 
have made on this case. They are as fol- 
lows :— 

‘“ At what age can parties marry ?—14 
in malesand 12 females. (See Robinson, C.J., 
in Regina vs. Bill, 15 U.C. Q.B.; p. 289) ; 
again in Regina vs. Robinson, 21 U.C.Q.B., 
p. 353; Hammick on Marriage and Di- 
vorce, Law of England, p. 43; Stewart, 
Marriage and Divorce, S. 56, note 3, 
Bishop, tth ed., vol. 1, S. 144. 

“ Bishop, 6th ed., vol. 1, s. 122, p. 101— 
Nature of consent requisite between the 
parties. Must be a present assumption of 
the statute, ibid. 8. 229; (see Stewart, 
Marriage and Divorce, chap. 14, s. 80 and 
101); also see Hammick, Marriage Law of 
England, p. 3. 

“To make marriage invalid it must 
appear beyond question that the marriage 
was the effect of compulsion, and that 
there was an absolute unwillingness, or 
almost apparent consent influenced by 
fear of violence, ibid. p. 49.” ‘Consent is 
the efficient cause.” Bishop, 6th ed., vol. 
1, 8. 229, 

There is no suggestion in this case, or in 
the evidence, of mistake, fraud or violence. 

As to consent of parents or guardians of 
minors: Before Lord Hardwick's Act, 22 
George II., chap. 33. The absence of such 
consent did not affect the validity of a 
marriage (Hammick, p. 52), nor does it 
under the present Marriage Act in Eng- 
land. Under Lord Hardwick’s Act mar- 
riages by license, where one party was a 
minor (not being a widower or widow), 
where the consent of parents or guardians 
was not given, were null and void. Notso 
marriage by banns, where the banns were 
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not forbidden, ibid. p. 52; vide etiam p. 57, 
tn fine and 8. 6, p. 59.” 

“Consent of parents, licenses, ete., etc., 
though all of some or them are every- 
where necessary to the legality of a mar- 
riage, are nowhere, under English or 


Americon law, necessary to the validity of 


a marriage. They are not so by the pre- 
existing law, and nostatute has made them 
so.” Stewart. Marriage and Divorce, sec. 
91 and 97, and authorities in notes 6 
and 7. Vide Bishop, Marriage and Divorce, 
6th ed., vols. 1, sec. 283 and 284. How sta- 
tutes pros ins forroalities are to be inter- 
pres , vide ibid. sec. 293, 294 Rex. vs. 

irmingham, 8 B. and C. 29; vide etiam opi- 
nionof Sewell, Attorney Generalof Jamaica, 
in Mr. Crewe’s case, as marriage not being 
void when sclemnized without a license, 
even when statutes made it penal for the 
clergyman to do so. See Lawles vs. Cham- 
berlain, 18 Ontario Reports, 296. Macqueen, 
House of Lords Practice, page 599. As to 
whether Lord Hardwick’s Act 26 George 
IL., chap. 33, is in force in Ontario, Query, 
Regina vs. Seekin, 14 U. C.Q. B. 604, semble 
it is not. Regina vs. Bell, 15 U. C. Q. B., 
287. Semble that in any case section 11 
of that Act is not in force in this country, 
and that marriage was not void. Regina 
vs. Roblin, 21 U.C.Q. B. 352. Note.— 
The marriage in Regina vs. Roblin was 
afterwards dissolved by the Parliament of 
Canada on the ground of adultery. Steven- 
son’s Divorce, 32 and 33 Vic., chap. 75, in 
statutes of 1870, P. V. 

Note.—The case of Scott, falsely called 
Sebright vs. Sebright (12 P. O., 21), 
cited by counsel for petitioner, is not in 
point. There the marriage was held a 
nullity on the ground of want of consent, 
the form having been gone through under 
a fraud and violence, and then if they 

id not mean marriage, there would be no 
marriage to dissolve. 

Consummation is not necessary to the 
validity of a marriage. The general 
maxim, “Consensus non concubitus facit 
matrimonium,” Bishop’s Marriage and 
Divorce, 6th edition, vol. 1, sec. 228, 
and authorities there cited. This is only 
in the absence of a celebration that the 
necessity of a consummation can be con- 
sidered. Stewart, Marriageand Divorce, 
sec. 102. The above applies to marriage 
contract per verba de futuro “ butin general 
noconsummationisneces tothevalidity 
ofa marriage whether it be formed by cele- 
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“ Consensus 
Thus a 


bration or by mere consent.” 
non concubitus facit matrimonium.”’ 
marriage is valid though one of the parties 
absolutely refused intercourse or aban- 


doned the other at once. * * * Sexual 
intercourse is, however, a marriage right, 
and gives rise to various questions.” 
Stewart, s. 104, and authorities in notes 
thereto (24th March, 1890). 

The Ontario Statute applying to mar- 
riage is Revised Statutes of Ontario (1887), 
chapter 181, containing same provisions 
as Revised Statutes of Ontario, 1887, chap- 
ter 124. It contains no provisions for 
nullity of a marriage if its requirements 
are not complied with. The license in 
this case (Exhibit 1) is the license referred 
to in Section 2. The Parliament of Canada 
has never granted any divorce except on 
grounds of adultery. The Stevenson case 
32-33 Vic. chap. 75 (1869), to be found 
at page V, Statutes of 1870, and the 
Lavelle case, 50-51 Vict., chap. 128 (1887), 
are no exceptions to this rule. In the for- 
mer adultery is specifically alleged in the 
preamble; in the latter, in which I was 
chairman of the committee, though the ob- 


jectionable words “ bigamy and adultery ” 


were struck out, the preamble alleges (I 
wish hon. gentlemen to pay particu- 
lar attention to this) that the respondent 
has since been living and cohabiting with 
a third person.” But in both cases the 
adultery was made the ostensible ground, 
the other circumstances pene really the 
effective grounds ofthe Bill. [ am opposed 
to the granting of divorce on the grounds 
contained in this Bill; yet the question 
whether this Bill should pass is one purely 
of public policy. The Senate has undoubt- 
edly power to grant a divorce for any 
case whatever, and is not bound by any 
precedent other than as a ratio decidendi. 


Hon. Mz. O’DONOHOE—If this had 
been an ordinary case of divorce I should 
not have a word to say pro or con, but it 
seems to me that this is not an ordinary 
case, and I felt rather surprised, on readin 
the report, that after such evidence h 
been adduced there was anything more 
to be said about the matter. Clearly there 
is no need of going into the preliminaries 
that led up to that marriage. The marriage 
was solemnized — perfectly solemnized. 
The petitioner states how it was solemn- 
ized, and she states also that they courted 
long before it was solemnized, and that 
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the intention was that they were to be 
married. The intention in that, as in 
other contracts, is very important. There 
is no question then ofthe validity of the 
marriage. Ît is notalleged in the evidence, 
or by any person whom I have heard say 
anything about it. that there was any de- 
fect in the marriage bond. Ifthere was no 
defect in the marriage bond we must take 
that ceremony for all purposes to have been 
a valid marriage. If it was a valid marriage, 
before there is any competency to come to 
this court for relief there must be a viola- 
tion—there must be what my learned 
friend bas adverted to—I will call it a 
matrimonial offence, to give jurisdiction in 
this House unless we violate all the pre- 
cedents and practice of this House and of 
the British Parliament on this subject. 
There are, therefore, two points to be 
looked at. First, was there a valid mar- 
ree ? There is no contesting that. Then, 
if there is no matrimonial offence against 
that marriage there is no right to come 
before this court, any more than under any 
other civil contract. Is this House going 
to establish a precedent by allowing any 
two who chose to take a course like this 
to ask Parliament to arbitrate for their 
relief? Itrustnot. I hope the inclination 
of this House is not to enlarge the sphere 
of interference with marriage contracts. 
I can find no case that would be a precedent 
for this particular case. There are lots of 
cases in the books of mock marriages— 
marriages brought about in mirth, and 
in fun. Such marriages will not be allowed 
to stand when it is the intention of the 
panes that they should not. That is the 

istinction ; but where the intention of the 
parties is clearly established, that there 
was an intention of marriage, and that 
there was a marriage, the mattor is differ- 
ent—you cannot set aside such a contract. 
“It is remarkable,” says Bishop, on Mar- 
riage and Divorce, “that this question has 
received very little judicial elucidation in 
this country. Among the follies with 
which people are sometimes chargeable are 
mock marriages. Now, iftwo persons, after 
going through with a sufficient ceremony, 
are theretore married, though neither 
of them intended to be, no subsequent 
mutual disregard of the bond can undo it.” 
Now, that is very strong. Then, speaking 
of intention, which is so clearly expressed 
here, he says : “ On this subject.” (that is, of 
mock marriages) “however, there is a 
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late New Jersey case which is quite 
distinct and satisfactory. It was there 
laid down that intention is an essential 
ingredient of the contract of present 
marriage, the same as in every other 
contract; consequently, the marriage cere- 
mony that is gone through in jest does not 
make the parties husband and wife, and it 
is 80, even though the ceremony is con- 
ducted by an official person, authorized to 
perform the ceremony.” Now, the language 
of this applicant is that there was an inten- 
tion to get married. Ofcourse, of that there 
can be no question at all. There wasa 
marriage, and there is no offence against 
that marriage: and why, [ ask, should it 
come into this House any more than any 
other civil contract? I have no doubt at 
all that the leader of the Government will 
take good care to give us his view of this 
case, and will not lend any assistance 
towards making it a precedent for the 
House to be troubled with such cases in 
the future. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—As I was chair- 
man of the committee at the time the 
evidence was given in this case and the 
counsel were heard, it may be expected 
that, as a matter of dnty, I should express 
what my view of the case is. I confess, 
after listening to my hon. friend from 
Lunenburg, that 1 found it difficult to 
understand exactly where he was, for my 
hon. friend from Hamilton (Mr. Sanford) 
had moved the adoption of the report, and 
if I recollect, rather from the effect of 
whut he said than his words, the hon. 
gentleman from Lunenburg is opposed : 
to it. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—In my official 
capacity as chairman of the committee, I 
presented the report. I did not move its 
adoption. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—Then, I am right 
in concludirg that my hon. friend is 
against the report; but he has not given 
us any indication of how the report came 
to be adopted, the chairman being against 
it. However, with regard to one principle 
be has enunciated, I entirely concur, and 
that is the principle that where there has 
been a valid marriage between parties 
competent to make the contract that 
marriage should not be voided, save for 
adultery. In the next place, there is an- 
other principle involved, that a marriage 
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may be void, or a marriage may be void- 
able—that is, capable of being made void. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—No; there is 
oo such rule. There is no incobate or 
voidable marriage. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—I have no hesita- 
tion in agreeing also with my hon. friend 
that the marriage in the present caso was 
not a void marriage. I admit that fully, 
but | am bound to say that it was a 
voidable marriage. . And why? Because 
it was a marriage by two minors. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—That does not ap- 
pear from the évidence. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It is quite clear 
from the evidence that the petitioner was 
not of age, and it is clear to my recollec- 
tion, from hearing the evidence, that the 
other party was not of age. But let me 
state the proposition that if the parties to 
that contract were minors they were not 
capable of making that contract without 
the consent of their parents or guardians, 
and that elemen* constitutes what I call a 
voidable marriage, though the hon. gentle- 
man from Lanenburg seems to think there 
is no distinction. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—There is not 
in law. 


Hon. MR. DICKEY—Why and how? 
For example, suppose that marriage is con- 
summated, the pertes cohabit together and 
live as man und wife ? In that case I take 
it the marriage cannot be interfered with, 
except for the cause which I have men- 
tioned. These are plain principles with 
regard to marriages, and 1 content myself 
by stating that there are two or three 
things perfectly clear which cannot be dis- 
puted in this case. One of these is, that 
this was a marriage, not only without the 
consent of the parents of this young lady, 
a minor, but against their expressed will, 
as far as we know, and we have that from 
the testimony of the girl herself; and her 
sister clearly demonstrated, without con- 
tradiction, that it was a marriage entirely 
without the consent or knowledge of the 
father or mother. And that that was true 
is evidenced by the fact that months after- 
wards, when for the first time the unfor- 
tunate survivor of these two parents first 
heard that her daughter had gone through 
the ceremony of marriage with this man,she 
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wasstruck down with afitof paralysis. There 
is no dispute about the facts; the marriage 
was never consummated. They never lived 
together as man und wife. There was no 
cohabitation, and as far as that goes, the 
marriage is a voidable one, though it has 
never been made void. I do not wish to 
go into the evidence, because there are 
other gentlemen on the committee, I pre- 
sume, who may not be in favor of the re- 
port and they will speak for themselves ; 
ut I have yet to learn that I can be con- 
tradicted in my statement of the facts by 
any member of the committee. Reference 
has been made to the Lavalle case. That 
was a case something like this, but unlike 
it in this respect, that it was an Res 
by the so-called husband to get rid of the 
marriage with his wife, who was a minor. 
The cases are reversed. I do not wish to 
go into the whole history of it, but it was a 
marriage made as this was, without the 
consent of the parents, and concealed from 
the parents, as it was in this case, and some 
considerable time afterwards this girl, who 
was then 17 or 18 years of age, naturally, | 
under the feelings which animated her sex, 
became attached to another person who 
offered her marriage, and she went to her 
husband and told him that she must take 
steps to have the marriage cermony that 
had been between them set aside. A cor- 
respondence took place, and the result 
was that it appeared by the preamble of 
that Bill that she lived with another man. 
The evidence was brought before this 
House and the report of the Select Com- 
mittee recommended the passing of 
the Bill, but with an amendment 
that carried tho implication that the 
respondent was guilty of adultery. This 
seemed to shock the feelings of some 
hon, gentlemen, especially of one hon. 
member who is absent, Judge Gowan, 
and Mr. Vidal, and they raised certain 
objections, and the result was, as I find 
it laid down in Mr. Gemmill’s work on 
Divorce: ‘The Bill was ne am- 
ended in Committee of the Whole House, 
and parts of the preamble chargin 
adultery by respondent were eliminated, 
and the character of the Bill was com- 
pletely changed from an ordinary Bill of 
divorce into a Bill declaring the first mar- 
riage void,” as in this case. The operative 
clause being the same as in the Stevenson 
case, namely, “ The said marriage between 
the parties is and shall be henceforth null 
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and void to all intents and purposes what- 
soever.” ‘ The Bill was the third time 
and passed.” Now, that is a precedent. 
Let me say that ifin the Lavalle case, or if 
in this case, there was evidence of adultery, 
there would be nothing to talk about either 
of voidable marriages or consent of pa- 
rents, for that would have settled the case ; 
but in the Lavalle case they insisted on 
striking out this clause relating to adultery, 
and simply declared the marriage null and 
void, and allowed the parties to marry 
again. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté).—As a mem- 
ber of the committee who heard the 
evidence in this case, perhaps it would be 
well for me to say a few words on this ques- 
tion. I think the committee were all 
agreed, except the chairman, on their re- 
port, and J think they took this ground,that 
reliefshould be granted in this case, because 
it could be obtained by either party com- 
mitting the crime of adultery. They said : 
Would it not be better that these people 
should get relief under this Bill than one 
should commit a crime by which they could 
almost demand relief? [ think that was 
the feeling of the committee, as far as I 
could understand it. If it was not, I stand 
corrected, but it was my opinion. Isitnota 
fact that laws are being repealed all the 
time—that as opinions change in the world 
other laws are enacted, and if for no cause 
but adultery can relief be granted by our 
laws, Parliament is supreme, and can en- 
act just such laws as it thinks proper to 
meet such cases as this. This Parliament 
is not bound in its enactments by the laws 
of any other country; it is only bound by 
the laws as we enact them ourselves. I may 
be wrong, for [ cannot discuss this question 
as well as gentlemen learned in the law. 
There has been a good deal said about this 
young lady not keeping copies of her own 
and her husband’s letters. Ladies are 
not like lawyers, accustomed to keep their 
papers and never destroy them. The res- 
pondent in this case never treated the girl 
as his wife, It was his duty to seek after 
his bride, It was not her duty to hunt 
him up. It is not the ordinary state of 
things that a young woman who has mar- 
ried should hunt up her husband; it is 
peneraly the other way. In this case he 

oes not seem to have done anything of 
the kind; he seems to have deserted her 
after the marriage ceremony, which was 


Emily Walker [SENATE] Relief Bill. 


performed without the consent of the 
parents, in a secret manner, and intended 
to be kept secret. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—T should not have 
spoken in this case, but I am unwilling to 
vote against the majority of the commit- 
tee, which I intend to do, without giving 
my reasons. If it is established, as point- 
ed out by the hon. rember from Toronto, 
that no divorce can be granted in this 
House except on the ground of adultery, 
it is very clear that this is a legal 
marriage, because it is a mere quibble to 
say that a girl of twenty and afew months 
is not twenty-one, and, therefore, does not 
know her own mind when she is getting 
married. My impression was that, under 
the law, a girl of eighteen is competent to 
give consent to marriage. As this mar- 
riage has been proved, and no adultery 
has been proved, I think the contract 
cannot be annulled. I was astonished to 
hear the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg, 
who is presumed to have a good deal of 
experience in this matter, say that ladies 
generally keep copies of their letters. I 
should say that it is a thing for 
the hon. gentlemen if they destroyed all 
the locks of hair they got from him, let 
alone the letters. The hon. gentleman 
from Quinté has told us that the majority 
of the committee gave as a reason for 
recommending this divorce, that if they 
did not do it this girl, driven to despair, 
might commit adultery, to get a legal 
divorce. That puts me in the mind of the 
girl who made application to be admitted 
to the Magdalen Asylum and was refused. 
She asked the reason why she was refused, 
and she was told it was a place only for 
abandoned women, and was asked if she 
was not a decent woman: ‘“ Yes;I am 
now ” she said, “ but there is no reason 
why I should not qualify.” I am afraid 
that is the way with thiscommittee —they 
alow their feelings for this petitioner to 
mislead them into doing what they know 
is not right. She may be an attractive 
looking woman, but from her evidence I 
am strongly prepossessed against her. She 
married this man against the wishes of 
her mother, who was then only a widow 
one fortnight, and against the dying 
wishes of her father, who had warned her 
against this man—against her sister’s 
warning, who says he was an idle fellow, 
and that she was opposed to it. Therefore, 
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not having seen her, though she may have 
been very good looking, my feelings are 
entirely against her, and I cannot in 
justice grant a divorce, and I simply will 
not vote for it. 


Hon. Mz. LOUGHEED—As a member 
of the committee, I would ask the indul- 
gence of the House while I make a few 
statements relative to this Bill. Before 
touching upon the facts of the case, I might 
observe that the principal consideration 
which entered into the minds of the com- 
mittee in framing this report was based 
upon this fact: that in the first place Parlia- 
ment is not limited by any means in grant- 
ing whatever relief may be sought, and that 
if the circumstances are of such a nature as 
to warrant the intervention of Parliament, 
the committee might consider itself justi- 
fied in placing those circumstances before 
the House, and recommend to the House to 
grant the relief sought for. We know very 
well that very few cases of this kind come 
before Parliament for consideration. There 
are very few precedents, and very few autho- 
ritieswhich might be said to govern a case 
of this kind. r might observe, in the last 

lace, that my hon. friend from Lunenburg 
is somewhat astray when he says there are 
no precedents where divorces have been 
granted in England for any other crime 
than adultery. The opinion prevails 
amongst many members of the profession 
that the Act 26 George 2nd was in oper- 
ation in Canada, und that the marriage of 
minors without the consent of parents was 
null and void. The mere fact of entering 
into the marriage wasanullity; but I find 
several legal decisions of a very recent 
date holding that owing to the repeal of 
that Act in England it is not in operation 
here, and consequently a marriage entered 
into by minors might be a valid marriage. 
So that there are numerous cases in 
England, and, I have no doubt, in Canada, 
in which minors entering into a marriage 
entered into a null and void contract. it 
this Act had been in operation here, as is 
contended by some lawyers, even at the 
prevent time, this marriage would have 
been null and void; therefore, I think this 
is a case worthy the consideration of this 
House. It turns upon this very delicate 
point: This Senate would not for one 
moment hesitate to grant the relief sought 
forif it were held that that Act was in force. 
The tendency of modern law has been to 


413 


relax the legal restrictions which have 
been placed upon marriage. That, I think, 
is generally admitted, and there is a 
greater relaxation now than there was 
half a cone ty, ago. At that time this 
marriage would have been null and void. 
If we come to the conclusion that because 
by an Act of the English Parliament. this 
Act that I refer to, 26 George 2nd, was re- 
pealed, therefore, it must necessarily alter 
not only the law of this country, but alter 
the position which would be taken as well 
as the principle contained therein by this 
House with respect to a marriage of this 
nature. Therefore, Isay that half a century 
ago, where such a marriage as this would 
have been a nullity by reason of the repeal 
of this Act, hon. gentlemen should not nec- 
essarily come to the conclusion that this 
case is not one for the consideration of this 
House and the intervention of the powers 
of this Parliament. I eubmit that is the 
very best way we can present this case; 
leaving out of our consideration the fact 
that that law has been repeuled, then 
should not the law be to-day as it was half 
& century ago, so far as the moral princi- 
ple involved therein is concerned, and 
with the tendency which I adverted to a 
moment ago as to the general relaxation of 
principle in respect to granting relief in 
matters of marriage, why should we not 
exercise the power which is inhcrently 
vested in this House, the same as 4 court 
would exercise it half a century ago, be- 
fore the repeal of the Act? The func- 
tions of Parliament are of such an ex- 
traordinary a nature that it is proper 
for them to exercise those functions 
on extraordinary occasions. We have fre- 
quently brought before us cases in which 
it is considered proper that Parliament 
should exercise its powers relative to cir- 
cumstances which warrant its action. I say 
in this case the circumstances fully warrant 
our interference. In the first place, we 
have come to the conclusion that there 
was a marriage in this case; we have 
come to the conclusion that there was a 
technical marriage, but those elements 
which enter into a marriage in fact did 
not come into this marriage. There are 
extenuating circumstances attendant upon 
it which make it in the strictest sense of 
the word a technical marriage. We find 
that this couple entered into the marriage 
without the consent of their parents. being 
minors, This is a consideration which 
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should not be lost sight of, and which was 
an element a few years ago that would of 
itself have rendered the marriage null 
and void. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Will the hon. gen- 
tleman point out in the evidence where 
the man is a minor? 


Hon. Mz. LOOUGHEED—The statement 
‘was made before the committee, and the 
committee were satisfied that the man was 
2 minor though looking over the examina- 
tion as taken by the stenographer I do not 
find that the statement is given as evi- 
dence. But the committee: thoroughly 
satisfied themselves that the two were 
minors. At all events, she was a minor, 
and under the Act of George the znd the 
marriage would have been void. The next 
factor which enters into our consideration 
in this case lies here, that these two did 
not comprehend the nature of the solemn 
contract into which they had entered. 
That must be apparent to all gentlemen 
who read the evidence, for we tind from 
the woman's evidence that the husband 
never made any statement to her after 
the marriage contract had been entered 
into as to their performing the functions 
which relate to the marriage. He never 
provided for her a house; he never made 
any preparation to give her a home; he 
never intimated that he would support 
her; he never spoke to her about future 
intentions, but | tind him casually visiting 
her on a couple of occasions, and then 
absolutely deserting her, and having no 
correspondence whatever with her until 
a date long subsequent. She states in her 
evidence that she did no comprehend that 
she was his wife at the time. She states 
that distinctly, that shedid not comprehend 
the act that was solemnized, or that she 
was a wife in anything but in name. The 
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg, I might 
say, has endeavored in every possible 
way to torture the evidence that has been 
adduced for the purpose of leading this 
House to a conclusion which is really 
contrury to the facts fuund by the com- 
mittee. My hon. friend prefaced his 
remarks by saying that he was pleased to 
state to the House that the committee 
were unanimous in their finding of the 
facts, but I must demur from the state- 
ment of the hon. gentleman when I take 
into consideration the fact that he en- 
deavored to impress upon this House that 
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we came to the conclusion on facts which 
are entirely at variance with the merits of 
the case. I say that the committee were 
unanimous in the conclusion at which they 
arrived relative to the merits of the case, 
and that the woman did everything which 
devolved upon her relative to merits 
which would warrant usin granting the 
relief which is sought, were it not for the 
barrier which raised itself before the hon. 
gentleman's vision, namely, that we could 
not grant divorce here except for adultery. 
The hon. gentleman stated to the committee 
that wereitnot for that heshould be pleased 
to support the Bill. I say here, my hon. 
friend’s version and review of the facts 
would be entirely at variance with the 
finding to which t have referred. Speak- 
ing of precedents, I submit to the House 
that the Lavalle case is a precedent which 
would justify the House in granting the 
relief here sought for. When we speak 
of precedents or authorities we must take 
an Actof Parliament as we find it—we 
must read the Act as it appears on its face 
and interpretit accordingly. Now, if hon. 
gentlemen will look at this Act they will 
tind it exceptional in this respect, that 
Parliament has declared that “the mar- 
riage was null and void.” To declare that 
the marriage in the Lavalle case was null 
and void, it must refer to facts antecedent 
to the marriage that was entered into with 
Fralick—the second marriage. If you 
look at the enacting cluuse of chap. 128, 
51 Vic., you will find that Parliament de- 
clared this marriage to “to have been null 
and void and the same is hereby annulled 
to all intents and purposes whatever.” 
That is to say,that Parliament declares 
by this Act that when this marriage was 
entered into it was a null and void act, and 
no marriage, and therefore I say that Par- 
liament has placed upon the Statute-book 
here a precedent which is on all fours with 
the case before us. This marriage of 
William Arthur Lavelle was entered into 
the same manner as Emily Walker entered 
into marriage, yet we find Parliament 
declaring that although they entered into 
that marriage, and had not consummated 
the marriage though there was a perform- 
ance of the ceremony, the same as in this 
case before us, that that nanas was null 
and void, Now, Parliament having de- 
clared that it does not rest with hon. gen- 
tlemen to say that that declaration could 
have alluded to some subsequent event 
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after the marriage had occurred. I say it| differences betwee this case and the 


related back to the time antecedent to/| Lavalle case, 
her cohabitation with Fralick. You are! were married under false names. 


asked by the petition to declare that 
this marriage is null and void. It was 
the intention of the committee to 
report to the House that it was desir- 
able to pass the Bill in that form, and 
this House could have passed it. This 
Act for the relief of William Arthur La- 
valle is directly in point. Now, I submit 
that the intervention of Parliament is as- 
ked for on the ground of public policy. It 
is in the interest of public morality that 
this relief should be given. We know very 
well that by the commission of a criminal 
act by the man, the act of adultery, these 
people could claim the relief which they 
now seek. Are we to place these two per- 
sons in such a position that they may be 
induced to commit a criminal act for the 
purpose of obtaining the relief which they 
now ask for? Furthermore, I say this, in 
the interest of public policy, that those 
ple should not be driven across to the 
nited States where that relief can be ob- 
tained. Consequently, I say it is not in 
the interests of public policy that an iron 
rule should be followed here possessed of 
no elasticity whatever. Under the circum- 
stances of the case, the House should grant 
the relief that is sought. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—As a rule, I do not 
take part in discussions on divorce Bills, 
and if this were an ordinary case of 
divorce, where, according to the rules 
generally followed in this court, the 
fours for divorce had been established, 

should not say anything; but to my mind 
it is a case sv remarkable as to call for 
attention from every member of the 
court. We are here as members of a 
court. The hon. member from Calgary 
finding that there is really no precedent 
for what we are asked to do, either before 
this court or before any other court, has 
to fall back upon the omnipotence of Par- 
liament, which, as some English writer 
once said, has power to do everything ex- 
cept to make a man a woman. We have 
heretofore been guided in this court by 
precedent, and it has been an established 
rule that unless adultery was proved, 
there should be no divorce. The hon. 
gentleman told us that the Lavalle case 
was à precedent exactly in point. 
Now I think there were some serious 


In the latter the parties 
They 
do not appear to have been altogether in 
earnest, whereas in this case we have the 
testimony of the petitioner that she was 
perfectly in earnest and knew what she 
was doing. In the Lavalle case it was 
shown that the person against whom the 
divorce was sought had gone through the 
ceremony of murriage with another man 
and had cohabited with him for a long 
time—had actually been committing adul- 
tery for a number of vents, and so there 
was the clearest possible ground for grant- 
ing the divorce, according to the rules 
which govern this Parliament. It is per- 
fectly true that members of this House, 
influenced largely by a feeling of sympathy 
with the family of the woman in the 
Lavalle case, asked that the Bill should be 
worded in such a way as not to declare in 
so many words that the woman had been 
guilty of adultery; but the fact that she 

ad been guilty of adultery was recognized 
and admitted. Now there is nothing of 
that sort in this case—nothing whatever. 
The hon. gentleman, too, told us that we 
ought to grant this divorce because other- 
wise the parties might go to the United 
States and get a divorce there. That is a 
most extraordinary ground totake. It is 
simply this: we are asked to do a thing 
that is wrong and indefensible, because if 
we do not do it. some one else may. He 
might as well suggest that we should kill 
a man because if we did not kill him he 
would be killed bysomebody else. I do not 
think that that sort of logic will commend 
itself to the good sens of a majority of 
this House, and | hope it will not. The 
preamble to this Bill says that these pepe 
were married. The preambleof the Bill as 
reported by the committee admits the 
marriage; it could not very well deny it. 
Then the hon. gentleman referred to the 
marriages of minors, and suggested that 
the 26 George 2 really ought to be held to 
be in force here. That was astatute which 
I think was not a very wise one, perhaps, 
at any time. It was felt in England to be 
so unwise that it was desirable to repeal 
it, and it has been repealed; but it was 
held before the actual repeal in England 
that the statute was not in force in Canada. 
So any argument built on that old statute 
is not good for very much. Whatare the 
facts? We have to go here by the evi- 








dence, and not by the allegations in the 

reamble of the Bill and in the petition. 

n the evidence which has been submitted 
by the committee there is nothing what- 
ever to indicate that the husband was 
not of full age. The girl is spoken of 
as a minor; she was twenty years and 
six months old. Now, here we haveevery- 
thing that is necessary to a valid mar- 
riage. These were parties competent to 
contract. There was a man who, as far as 
we know, was over twenty-one years, and 
the woman almost twenty-one. These 
parties had been engaged for twelve 
months. It was not a sudden thing at all; 
there is no fraud on the part of the husband 
to bring about the marriage and no com- 
pulsion alleged. Ifever there was a valid 
contract entered into by parties with their 
eyes open this is one. After having been 
engaged for twelve months these people 

o to a clergyman of the Church of 

ingland, and are married, not under false 
names but under their own names. Now, 
what is the evidence? The question is 


asked : 

“Q. Had you ne to go through the ceremony 
with this man?—-A. We agreed to be married slily, 
about three weeks before, but I did not know anything 
about the arrangement until the day before. 

‘Q. At that time, did you consider you were going 
to be married, or was it simply some little lark on 
your part ?—A. It was not any lark. We both under- 
stood we wanted to be married. 

‘“Q. And you went there with a serious intention 
of being married ’—A. Yes. 

* 5 And living as man and wife ?—-A. Yes. 

‘**(). Was there any understanding beforehand 
that you were not to live together as man and wife? 
—A. Nothing of that kind. Of course Ishould never 
have married him had I known his circumstances— 
had I known he was not in a position to keep a wife.” 


Some hon. gentlemen say “ hear, hear” 
to that. I think that is an extraordinary 
uvowal for a young woman to make, that 
she was not marrying a man but marry- 
ing his property. It the fact that the 
party married does not turn out to be as 
well off as the other party to the contract 
thought before the contract was made is 
poe for voiding a marriage, there will 

a great many marriages voidable. She 
Bays: 

‘*T understood I was going home fora while. He 
gave me to understand he was getting a good salary, 
and he told me the res. Had I known he was 


not in such a position I would never have consented 
to this.” 


And ten months afterwards, when she was 
of age, she recognized the marriage by 
baving her mother told about it. Here we 
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have, as I say, a marriage as good as ever 
was entered into, and on what ground are 
wo asked to set that marri aside? It 
bas not bee proved that there was any 
adultery on the part of the husband; it has 
not been proved that there was any cruelty, 
not insinuated that there was, and it has 
not been pee that there was any deser- 
tion. It has been hinted by some one that 
there was desertion, but there is no evidence 
of it. As far as we can judge from the 
woman's evidence at page 6, she refused to 
live with the man more than he refused to 
live with her. There is no allegation what- 
ever On her part of desertion. If she had 
alleged desertion she should be prepared 
to otfer evidence that she was willing to 
consort with him. These proceedings have 
been altogether ex parte. We have before 
us now the evidence solely of the peti- 
tioner. If we had had the other side of 
the story we probably would have had a 
very difterent kind of case, but even with 
this ex parte statement and with no one 
representing the husband we have really no 
gro at all upon which this court could 
e called upon solemnly to put asunder 
those people whom God has joined to- 
gether. If it is sufficient to set aside a 
marriage because it turns out that the 
man’s circumstances are not quite as good 
as the woman fancied they were before the 
ceremony, we shall have plenty of appli- 
cations [ presume. One might almost 
fancy that some of the reasons which are 
ridiculed in this country as being held 
good in the United States courts for grant- 
ing a divorce would soon be recognized 
here—the fact that a man’s beard is nut of 
the right color, or some similar reason, 
would soon be held by this court sufficient 
joins for severing the marriage tie. As 
said before, I should not have said any- 
thing in connection with this Bill were it 
not for its extraordinary character. Very 
strange things have gone abroad about 
this Senate during the last few months, 
statements with respect to our mode of 
transacting business have been published 
in newspapers, even in England, which 
are calculated to throw much discredit 
upon the Senate, but I can fancy nothing 
that would be more calculated to discredit 
the Senate than the fact that we had 
assed a Bill to divorce a couple, simply 
ause after the parties had been validly 
married the woman found the man was 
not as well off as she thought he was. 
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Hon. Me. McCLELAN—My opinion is, 
that so far as discredit to the Senate is 
concerned, it might deserve itif we refused 
to pass the Bill. As a member of the 
committee, and one of the six who agreed 
to report this Bill without much difficulty 
after hearing the evidence, I must say that 
this is a case, whether there is a precedent 
for it not, in which the Senate should 
grant the legislation sought. If there is 
no precedent we should make one. I can- 
not see why we should not act on the same 
grounds as Parliaments have acted when 
precedents were first established. If this 
18 a case that is entirely new and excep- 
tional it is one that is not likely to occur 
again; and if asimilar case should occur 
again this could be quoted as a precedent. 
I think we are justitied in taking into con- 
sideration the circumstances of this unfor- 
tunate affair, and granting the separation 
as requested by the petitioner. hether 
we have a precedent or not, [ think we 
should pass the Bill. However, from the 
working of the Bill in the Lavalle case, I 
think that that would be a precedent 
for those who really require one, because 
in that particular case it was stated that 
inasmuch as the consummation of the mar- 
riage was not entirely proven, therefore 
the Bill should be granted. So far as that 
goes it is a good precedent for this case, 
because no one disputes the fact that it 
was made clear that the marriage in this 
instance was not consummated. But there 
are other circumstances which have 
been brought forward by my hon. 
friend from Ambherst, who acted as 
chairman of the committee during the 
progres’ of the investigation of this case. 

here was the fact of its being a marriage 
of minors, or at least the bride was a minor, 
and we have had sufficient evidence to 
justify us in concluding that they were 

th minors at the time of the ceremony. 
We have the fact that the marriage was 
clandestine, and contrary to the wish and 
inclination of the young lady’s parents. 
The father of the young lady died, un- 
fortunately, two or three weeks before the 
ceremony took place. Ten months after 
the ceremony the mother, on finding out 
the fact that her only remaining daughter 
had contracted this marriage, a atari 
fainted away, and has been afilicted wi 
paralysis ever since. Not only were they 
minors who could not lawfully contract a 
marriage without the consent of their 
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parents, but it is stated in the form of 
license used in Ontario that where any 
fraud or evasion of truth occurs the 
contract shall be null and void. That 
ig & matter that does not come 
within our cognizance, inasmuch as 
the marriage ceremony makes the mar- 
riage a legal one. e have, then, the 
clandestine nature of the marriage, the 
fact of their being minors, the absence of 
the consent of the parents and guardians, 
the fact that there was no consummation 
whatever of the marriage, and in point of 
fact the desertion on the part of the 
husband, because what constitutes deser- 
tion is when the husband fails to provide 
a home and do those things which a 
husband would naturally be expected to 
do. There was not only no evidence to 
show that he had provided such a home, 
no evidence to show that he invited his 
wife to live with him, but shortly after 
the ceremony he left her at her father’s 
house. There was no consummation of the 
marriage, no cohabitation, and soon after- 
wards he went to Texas to live, and from 
there he has written letters to her, 
addressed to her in her maiden name. 
It was not set up at all, and was not 
considered a necessary part of the 
investigation or conclusion of this case, 
that the Lavalle case was an exact prece- 
dent. It was not considered—1 can 
only speak for myself—that it was abso- 
lutely necessary that we should follow that 
precedent, or that we should search out 
any particular precedent applying to this 
case, but we felt that the circumstances of 
this particular case were such that Parlia- 


‘ment would be justified, and not only justi- 


tied, but would be doing their duty, to 
grant this Bill and hence they came to such 
a unanimous conclusion to recommend it 
to the House. I firmly believe if there is 
any discredit to be attached to the Senate— 
and I am sure there will not be any which- 
ever way they decide—the discredit ought 
more surely to rest on them for rejecting 
this Bill than for passing it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not propose 
to prolong the discussion, but [ have 
learned somet:ing from my hon. friend 
from Halifax which I did not know before, 
and I wish to say a few words about it. I 
have lived all my life in the Province of 
Quebec, where we have judges and courts 
as respectable and as much honored and 
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respected throughout the world as any 
courts and judges in other parts of the 
Dominion of Canada or England, and ever 
since [ have been able *o understand public 
affairs I have been in the habit of seeing 
those judges in those courts doing pre- 
cisely what we are asked to-day to do— 
setting asice marriages between minors, 
or between a minor and a major, con- 
tracted without the consent of their parents. 
That is the law at this moment in at 
least one-third of the Dominion of Can- 
ada, ana I cannot agree with my hon. 
friend from Halifax in believing that 
the Senate is so ridiculous or contemp- 
tible us to be held up to the scorn of 
the whole world because it acts on the pro- 
position that minors cannot marry without 
the consent of their parents, or that the 
Senate by passing this Bill will be dragged 
down to the low level of Quebec. I pro- 
pose to vote for this Bill and I desired to 
give my reason for doing so. I did not 
wish to be held up as consenting to some- 
thing which was going to have such a bane- 
ful etfect on the character of the Senate, 
and | think it only right to say that if the 
Senate is to be discredited by passing this 
Bill it will be discredited in company with 
all the courts of justice and the laws 
which have existed since the Provirce of 
Quebec was settled, and which prevail 
there now. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—TI should like 
to know whether, under the laws of 
Ontario, a marriage with minors without 
the consent of their parents is void? In 
Quebec minors cannot contract a marriage 
and the courts can declare such a contract 
null. If in Ontario there is no such law, 
then it will make a difference with us. In 
one instance we will have to vote for the 
report; in the other we will have to vote 
against it. [ should like to have an answer 
to this question from some lawyer in the 
Province of Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The principle is|c 


the same in both Provinces. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—In Ontario it is 
not. The Ontario courts have decided the 
other way. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—The question is, 
whether, in the Province of Ontario, they 
have relief by law. 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—No. 
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Hon. Mr. MASSON—Am I to under. © 
stand that in the Province of Ontario 
minors can contract marriage ? 


Hon, Mr. POWER— Yes. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—If that is so, the 
sooner Ontario passes a law to prevent 
such marriages the better. 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—In Ontario 
the marriage contract between minors is 
like any other contract between minors, 
if it is brought before a court before it is 
consummated by cohabitation it can be 
annulled and the contract set aside, Minors 
are not competent in Ontario to makes 
contract of any kind. They are all voidable 
contracts when made by minors, but the 
place to try whether they are void or void- 
able is in the courts, not before Parlis 
ment. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—I have under ny 
hand a devision of Chancellor Boyd ina 
recent case, Lawless vs. Chamberlain, 
which puts it beyond all question that the 
ordinary courts cannot grant relief in this 
case, and Parliament is the only tribunal 
that can be appealed to. 


The Senate divided on the motion, which 
was adopted by the following vote:— 


CONTENTs : 
Hon. Messrs. 
Abbott, MacInnes (Burlington), 
Cochrane, erner, 
Dickey, Montgomery, 
Glasier, Perley, 
Haythorne, Read (Quinte), 
win, 
Lougheed, Reid (Cariboo), 
McClelan, Sanford, 
McKay, Stevens, 
Sante Sutherland, 
Macdonald (B.C.), Vidal.—22. 
Non-CONTENTs : 
Hon. Messrs. 
Almon, McCallum, 
Bellerose, O’Donohoe, 
Boucherville, de, Pâquet, 
lemow, oirier, 
DeBlois, Power, 
ver, Prowse 
Grant, Robitaille, 
Guévremont, Ross, 
Kaulbach, Sullivan. —19. 
Masson, 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD moved that the 
Bill be read the third time to-morrow. 


The motion was agreed to 
The Senate adjourned at 6.10 p.m. 
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THE SENATE. sufficient information has been acquired to 
; strengthen the opinion and belief that a 
Ottawa, Thursday, April ith, 1890. | subway could be constructed to unite 


Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3| Prince Edward Island with the mainland. 


o'clock. I will read to the House a report of com- 
ments made upon the building of this sub- 

Prayers and routine proceedings. way at a meeting of the Institute of Cana- 
{dian Engineers by the president, Colonel 

SECOND READINGS. Gzowski. It is taken from the Empire 


Bill (63) “An Act to incorporate the |"eWSpaper, and is as follows :— 
Home Life Association of Canada.” (Mr.| “The St. Clair Tunnel, under the Detroit River, to 
McMill connect the Grand Trunk system in Canada with its 
cAullen. connections in the United States at Sarnia. — The 
Bill (98) “An Act to confer on the | total length of the tunnel with approaches will be 


Commissioner of Patents certain powers | two miles and 1,145 feet. The length from face to 
for the relief of George T. Smith.” (Mr face of the portals is 6,000 feet. The depth of an 
S$ . ‘ * [open cutting at the east (Canadian side) of the tunnel 


MacInnes.) is 62 feet ; at the west (United States end), 52 feet. 
The length of that part which is under water will be 


2,310, feet with a gradient to the west, rising 1 foot 
THE PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND 55 1000. The greatest depth of the River St. Clair 


SUBWAY. on the line of the ae is 404 feet The minimum 
thickness of the roof is 16 feet. The bottom of the 
MOTION. tunnel is about 10 feet above the rock underlying 


the clay. This has been ascertained by very accurate 

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN moved the follow- | soundings and borings taken near the line of the 
, tion « tunnel at each 20 feet. It may be well to say that 
ing resolution :— the flow of gas was found immediately above the 


Resolved, That this House recommend to the | Tock, indicating that its source was in or below that 
favorable consideration of the Government the ap- | 8trata, the gas escaping through fissures in the rock. 
pointment of a Board of Civil Engineers, accustomed Locating the bottom of the tunnel above the rock and 
to hydraulic works, and works altogether or prin- | Yet securing sufficient thickness of material to oy ie 
cipally in the water, with a view o ascertaining— | the roof was in order to avoid meeting with gas. The 
lat. The feasibility of construction and maintenance | Material through which the tunnel is driven is clay, 
and the cost of a metallic subway across the Straits | With pockets of wet sand and gravel. The tunnel in 
of Northumberland, commencing at or near Cape | Cross section is circular, with an inside diameter of 
Traverse, in Prince Edward Island. 2nd. Any other 19 feet 10 inches. It is a circular tube, lined through- 

lan which they can recommend to fulfil the terms of | out with flanged plates of cast iron, 2 inches thick, 
nfederation made with the Province of Prince | ©, feet long, bolted together. The ends of these 
Edward Island, viz.: ‘To establish and {maintain lates are planed to make a close joint, and before — 
efficient steam service for the conveyance of mails and | being used they are heated and soaked in tar. The 
passengers between the Island and the Dominion, lower half of the lining is encased outside in 3 3 
winter and summer, thus placing the Island in con- inches of grout, formed of the best Portland cement 
tinuous communication with tne Intercolonial Rail- | and coarse, sharp sand. Holes are made in the upper 


. ion of each plate, through which the grout is poured 
way and the railway system of the Dominion ri Under the river the whole of the outside of the 


He said : Some little apology ought to be cast iron lining will be covered in this way. In the pro- 


: -. | secution of the work an iron shield is used, under the 
offered by ny self to the House for again protection of which the excavation is carried on, 


bringing forward this question. Many have | enough to enclose the cast iron lining, and as the 


though’ that I permitted the subject to Fes it front of thas mayan it is notes 
cans : “1 orward just far enoug pu ether one section 
drop, as I had no faith in the practicability of the tunnel lining. As the width of these sections 


of the construction of a subway under the | or rings is only 18 inches, and as the rear portion 


Straits. Suchisnotthe fact. lhave never | of ne ened yes ee pane Hinting over ops it 
: . ‘ .a | 39 inches, the forward end of the lining is always 
lost faith in the work, but as there were within the shield. To ensure safety as fee as pos- 


other similar structures being built in diffe- | sible in the event of a sudden stron flow v of quick. 

parts n icular- | sand or water, an iron diaphragm or bu is built 

aoe Sue Teint of Patte Hé à across the shield 48 inches from the rear of-it, with 
, ’ 


: : z two sliding doors which can at once be closed. The 
ood thing to wait until some progress had : total length on both sides of the river of the completed 
n made in the construction of the one 


tunnel to ane ae 18 ae he ; in Te 
844 feet, in the Uni tates, 1, eet. e time 
near home on the plan then proposed. named for the completion of the tunnel is July, 1891. 
During last year a subway has beenin|e « * *# * *#* #* # «#8 & 
course of construction under the St. Clair; ‘“ Early experience in Canada.—The chairman then 


f . : referred to his early experience in Canada. In 1841 
River, which passes throug hamaterial VveTY | he was appointed ta take charge of the construction 


much like that under the Straits of North- of all kinds of roads, harbors lighthouses and bridges. 
umberland, and although the subway is | His rss as from Kingston to Sarn ia in the 
west an wen Soun enetanguishene on the 
not of the same length or extent as the north, including about 40 district works. Then 35 
one proposed at Prince Edward Island, still 
26 





to 40 miles a day was considered good travelling, and 
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was done sometimes on wheels, sometimes in the sad- 
dle, sometimes on foot. There were in all about 600 
miles of varied classes of roads. To show the novelty 
in those days of engineering work, I may be allowed 
to narrate an incident : I had to build a bridge 
across the River Thames, near London, now within 
the limits of that city, on the road to Sarnia, 
to replace a temporary structure then in use, The 
new bridge was on the Howe truss plan, with the 
roadway on the bottom chord one span of 160 feet. 
When this bridge yas eu ready for traffic, and 
just before the removal of the temporary one, I was 
waited upon by several leading citizens of London, 
who enquired if I had absolute confidence in the sta- 
bility of the bridge to carry the heavy traffic that the 
improved condition of the road would bring upon it. 
They thought it too nent and spidery. Fortunately, 
batteries of royal artillery were quartered in London. 
I asked the commanding officer to take them across 
the bridge to test its strength. He replied: ‘‘ Yes, 
if you will agree to stand under it.” The batteries 
crossed the bridge at a walk, then at a trot, without 
disturbing the camber. That established confidence 
in the bridge. The introduction of plank and mac- 
adam roads gave rise to a desire for better means of 
communication as their construction gave such strik- 
ing evidence of great saving of time by the ability to 
carry heavier loads more rapidly, with reduced wear 
and tear of horses and vehicles, hence with greater 
economy of carriage. This practical beneficial evidence 
pioneered the way to the construction of railways, to- 
wards which counties, cities, towns and townships 
voted subsidies in the form of bonds towards the cost 
of building them. After 1841 and 1842 there was a 
rapid development throughout Canada of large enter- 
prises undertaken by the Government and private 
organizations. The first enlargement of the Welland 
Canal to 9 feet of water on the mitre sills was 
commenced in 1842. The earliest railway in Canada, 
the Laprarie and St. Johns, was built in 1836. The 
Montreal and Lachine Railway was opened and work- 
ed with imported English equipment in 1847. The 
St. Lawrence and Atlantic Railway (now Grand 
Trunk) on which I was chief engineer, was opened for 
traffic to St. Hyacinthe in 1849. The first deepenin 
of a straight channel in Lake St. Peter, upon which 
reported with Sir William Logan, General McNeil 
and Captain Child, of the United States engineers, 
was begun in 1850. The Bytown and Prescott Rail- 
way, known as the St. Lawrence and Ottawa, now 
part of the Canadian Pacific Railway, was commenced 
in 1851, and in the same year the Northern Railway 
from Toronto to Owen Sound, as was also about the 
same time the Great Western Railway, from the 
Niagara River to Windsor (now Grand Trunk). 

‘Canada has now in operation within her borders 
no less than 13,410 miles of railways, representing a 
capital of $727,180,448.” 


Another reason why I did not bring it be- 
fore the House last year was the fact that 
the Government had recently placed a 
steamer called the “Stanley” on the route 
between Prince Edward Island and the 
mainiand. Last year was her first year, 
and last season was one of the finest win- 
ters in fifty that we have had in Prince 
Edward Island—in fact, any steamer could 
last season have performed the service be- 
tween the Island and the mainland; but I 
was satisfied that no steamer could per- 
form that service every winter, and felt cer- 
tain that when we had one of our ordinary 
winters in Prince Edward Island it would be 
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placed beyond doubt that the opinion enter- 
tained was correct. I have no doubt that 
hon. gentlemen are impressed with the 
idea that the service is performed and 
that there is no dissatisfaction in Prince 
Edward Island on that ground. The 
steamer is no doubt a good one—in fact, in 
my judgment too good for the service in 
which she is. To put the Housein posses- 
sion of the view held by the people of 
Prince Edward Island on that particular 
point as a settlement of the question of 
winter navigation and the fitness of that 
boat to perform the work, I shall read an 
extract from a paper published in the in- 
terests of the Government in Prince 
Edward Island. On the Sth of February 
last the editorial correspondence of the Go- 
vernment paper at Charlottetown says: 


‘* We publish to-day two letters from Ottawa. One 
was written on the 24th January ; the other on the 
31st. Both came to hand, together, last evening. 
How the contract to afford continuous communica- 
tion for mails and passengers between this Province 
and the mainland is being performed may be judged 
by the officials and legislators at Ottawa from thi 
fact: Hundreds of merchants, and thousands of men 
and women of all sorts and conditions in this country 
have received their letters after the same slow and 
irregular process as The Examiner. In a time of 
comparatively fine weather it has taken the inhabi- 
tants of Prince Edward Island just about as long to 
hear from their business relations and their friends in 
Canada as it has taken the inhabitants of the rest of 
Canada to hear from Great Britain and Euro 
Persons who live in other parts of Canada can hardly 
be expected to grapple actively with this question. 
We have no doubt that members of the Government 
fondly imagine that by providing the ‘‘ Stanley ” they 
have solved the difficulty.” 

That is the view entertained by the 
Government newspaper there. But the 
Government of Prince Edward Island 
have, from time to time, memorialized 
the Government at Ottawa with regard to 
the facts. When the terms of Confedera- 
tion were made, two of the gentlemen, one 
of whom has now a seat in this House, who 
negotiated those terms, made it one of the 
conditions precedent that we should have 
daily communication for our mails and 
passsengers between the Island and the 
mainland throughout the year. It will 
be in the recollection of hon. gentlemen 
that Prince Edward Island did not come 
into the Confederation with Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick, and the other Prov- 
inces, at the time of the Union. It came 
in some five or six years afterwards, and 
several overtures were made to the people 
of Prince Edward Island with regard to 
their entrance into the Confederation. 
Two of the terms which enticed our people 
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were, the settlement of the land question 
—a question which excited our people a 
great deal—and winter communication 
with the neighboring Provinces. We were 
told at that time that the Provinces were 
to be all connected together by the build- 
ing of the Intercolonial Railway, and when 
we stated that we did not see how we 
could have any communication with that 
railway, we were told that ways and 
means would be provided us, that we 
would have communication with the main- 
land, and in order that no misunderstand- 
ing might exist about those terms, the 
words adopted were: 

‘ Efficient steam service for the conveyance of 

mails and passengers to be established and main- 
tained between the Island and the Dominion, winter 
and summer, thus placing the Island in continuous 
communication with the Intercolonial Railway and 
the railway system of the Dominion.” 
These were the terms. Seventeen or eigh- 
teen years have intervened since then, and 
from time to time the Government of Prince 
Edward Island have memorialized the 
Government at Ottawa with regard to the 
difficult position in which they were placed. 
I do not know that I could possibly express 
in language of my own the matter so 
clearly and satisfactorily as it is set out in 
the memorials which I hold in my hand, 
Two memorials came from the vern- 
ment of Prince Edward Island to Ottawa. 
The first was previous to the zap coat 
ness that we had in the North-West, and 
while that was going on a memorial was 
sent by the Government stating that until 
this trouble in the North-West was put 
down they did not want any consideration 
of our case. ‘Time and again these memo- 
rials were sent to Ottawa without result, 
and, finally, getting no satisfaction, the 
Legislature, by a joint memorial, commis- 
sioned the Prince Edward Island Govern- 
ment to proceed to the foot of the Throne, 
which they did. I will read some extracts 
from the memorials. The first memorial 
is dated in 1883. It said: 

‘4 Cut off, as they always were, for nearly five 
months of the year from all communication with the 
mainland, except by a most uncertain and dangerous 
eae par promise of continuous communication with 
the tercolonial Railway and the railways of the 
Dominion was indeed a strong inducement to them to 
surrender their self-government and unite with 

They naturally expected that, within a 
reasonable time, they would possess uninterrupted 
commuutication, at all seasons of the year, with the 
rest of Canada and of the world—that they would 
enjoy equal facilities for intercourse with the other 


Provinces as those Provinces enjoy between them- 
wale would participate in all the benefits aris- 


ing from the Intercolonial Railway and other public 
works upon the mainland, from which ip | had pre- 
viously been debarred for a t portion of the year 

‘“ The inconvenience and loss which they have 
suffered in consequence of the failure of the Federal 
Government to provide them with the efficient com- 
munication prumised are incalculable, while the dis- 
apport iment to their expectations has not tended to 
enhance, in their estimation, the value of a connection 
with the Dominion, but, on the contrary, has awakened 
a feeling of discontent which, though a matter of re- 
gret, is not unnatural under the circumstances. 

‘“ Were it only the transport of freight and mer- 
chandise that was stopped during the winter season, 
they would have good reason to complain of bein 
precluded from the benefits of the Intercolonial an 
other railways which their more fortunate neighbors 
on the mailand enjoy ; but their complaint, as well, 
is that in direct violation of the compact upon which 
they entered the Confederation, no efficient and con- 
tinuous means of steam communication have been 
provided, whereby mails and passengers can be trans- 
ported to the mainland. The derangement of busi- 
ness consequent upon the irregularity of the mail ser- 
vice, when, for ten days at times, no communication 
whatever is had with the rest of Canada, exercises a 
most prejudicial effect upon their interests. The 
hardships of travelling, which ony the strong and 
robust are able to endure, and the dangers attendant 
upon the present mode. are other disadvantages from 
which they suffer most acutely.” 


Then, in 1885, they say in another another 
memorial : 

‘“The Address of last Session imposed upon the 
Provincial Government the duty, in the event of a 
favorable answer not being accorded thereto without 
delay, of invoking the interference of Her ey 
the Dés to obtain that justice which the Island has 
been so long denied. While it is a subject of deep 
regret that the Dominion Government have not seen 
fit to take any action in the matter therein pressed 
upon their notice, the Council in committee feel that 
no alternative is left to them than to lay at the foot 
of the Throne a statement of the grievances so long 
endured, and ask of Her Majesty, as one of the con- 
tracting parties to the Articles of Confederation, that 
She will be graciously pleased to secure to Prince 
Edward Island that redress which has so repeatedly 
been sought, but which has not yet been obtained.” 
Then the Rebellion broke out, and the 
Government sent a despatch stating that 
they did not desire any consideration of 
this question until all matters appertain- 
ing to the Rebellion were settled to their 
satisfaction. The Island Government ap- 
plied the year afterwards for an answer to 
this memorial which I have just read, and 
finally the reply was sent, and this answer 
is signed by two gentlemen, members of 
the Government at that time, Sir Alex. 
Campbell and the present Governor of 
Nova Scotia. That answer was the state- 
ment which was forwarded. The delegates 
came here and from here went-to Europe, 
and the answer of the Government was 
sent to London, and there they met it. 
The whole of that answer is based upon 
two facts, one that the Government had 
performed to the best of their ability the 
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conditions which they had agreed to carry | statement of the revenue contributed by 





The Prince Edward [SENATE] Island Subway. 


out, and the other that the expenditure of; Prince Edward Island from Customs and 


money in Prince Edward Island was in 
excess of that sum of money which was 
received from Prince Edward Island in 
the way of customs and excise. Those 
statements were so entirely erroneous that 
the gentlemen who composed the delega- 
tion had very little difficulty in proving 
them to beso. Previous to Confederation, 
the trade of Prince Edward Island came 
direct in ships of her own from England, 
the United States and the neighboring 
Provinces, and the Customs duties were 
paid at the Customs houses of the Island, 
and of course were accounted for in the 
returns, as hon. gentlemen can readily 
understand; whereas, after Confedera- 
tion, the goods consumed by the people 
of Prince Edward Island, to a very 
great extent (in fact, threefoarths or 
more of them), were bought from the 
wholesale merchants of Montreal, Toronto, 
Quebec, Halifax, St. John, etc. No account 
of the goods appeared in the public records 
of the country, and therefore the gentle- 
men who prepared this statistical extract 
were led to the conclusion that the Island 
was receiving more than it was entitled 
to. Now, as an illustration of this, let us 
take the Inland Revenue returns of the 
Dominion :— 


Revenue. 
Derived from Toronto distillery........ $3,211,866 5: 
do Windsor do  ....... 2,663,951 95 
do McDonald’s tobacco fac- 
tOLY % sds cas da Riana) 1,059,293 60 
do Prescott distillery....... 615,026 54 
do Guelph AV tines 364,732 60 
do Hamilton do  ....... _ 227,565 31 
No one contends that the excise col 


lected at the Toronto distillery, of $3,211, 
000, is paid by the people of Toronto; it is 
paid by those who consume the liquor 
throughout the Dominion. And so it is 
with regard to the distilleries at Windsor, 
Prescott and Guelph. Then take the 
revenue derived from onesingle tobacco fac- 
tory—the McDonald factory of Montreal. 
It contributes to the public revenue over 
a million dollars annually, but no person 
believes that the people of Montreal pay 
the whole of that amount. That is the 
best explanation that I can possibly give 
to this House of the character of the 
figures prepared by those gentlemen, no 
doubt in good faith, taken from the Public 
Accounts. Nothing could have been fur- 
ther from the truth. The fact is, that the 


excise shows a smaller sum now than we 
bad twenty-five years ago. Nobody be- 
lieves that that is so. We know that 
the revenue and expenditure of every 
country nearly balance, and it is ab- 
surd to say that Prince Edward 
Island, with 25,000 more people to- 
day than the colony had twenty-five years 
ago, pays a smaller revenue than it did 
before Confederation. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—What was 
your tariff then? 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Much lower than 
itis now ; but even with that low tariff our 
revenue was larger than we are now 
credited with. The gentlemen who pro- 
ceeded to England met the statements by 
counter-statementse showing that the fig- 
ures furnished by the Dominion Govern- 
ment were not correct. Sir Charles 
Tupper was also called upon by the Earl 
Granville to make a statement in answer 
to the delegates. He did 80, and the dele- 
gates very easily answered it. Speaking 
of the allegation that the Dominion 
Government had not done all that they 
possibly could at the time, he states: 


‘* Messrs. Sullivan and Ferguson admit, in a subse- 
uent paragraph, that the Island has prospered, as 
they put it, ‘notwithstanding the inaction of the 
Dominion Government.’ This statement, in view of 
what has already been stated, may be left to take care 
of itself ; but the object of their representation appears 
to be to secure the laying of a metallic subway across 
the Straits of Northumberland, through which railwa 
communication could be effected, ‘the cost of whic 
undertaking,’ Messrs. Sullivan and Ferguson say, 
‘would not exceed asum which would not be unreason- 
able to ask the Government of Canada to expend.’ If 
it can be shown that such a work is ticable, that 
it can be constructed for a reasonable outlay, and 
maintained without a large expendit the matter 
seems to be one that may fairly be pl before the 
Canadian Government for consideration.” 


That was the answer of Sir Charles Tupper 
on the lst March, 1886, to the memorial of 
these gentlemen. Then Earl Granville, in 
his despatch to Lord Lansdowne, states : 


‘There seems to be reason for doubting whether 
any really satisfactory communication by steamshi 
can be regularly maintained all the year round, whi 
makes it all the more important that the ie 
‘metallic subway ’ should receive a full ot it fea- 
sible, favorable consideration on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the Dominion. 

‘*'The establishment of constant and speedy com- 
munication by railwould bea great advantage, both 
to the Province and to the Doininion, and I should 
suppose that the development of the traffic on the 
Island railroads, and of the capabilities of the Province 
generally, would produce a large direct and indirect 
return on the expenditure. 
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“Tt would reflect great credit on the Dominion Gov- 
ernment if, after connecting British Columbia with 
the eastern Provinces by the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way, it should now be able to complete its system of 

ilway communication by an extensien to Prince Ed- 
ward idand.” 


Since that time we have had a survey 
across the Straits, which shortens the dis- 


Miles 
Nochestingo tunnel........... sharia 44 
Rens a D bas 3 
na Un RP NES NAS 
Nerthe CO. hav secure: sx ni 3 
Blainy do - homes, man OTe 23 
Thames and Medway tunnel............ 2 
Mersey tunnel, including approaches... 44 


‘ Another tunnel is now being contemplated in the 


tance to six and a half miles, and at every | Simplon Pass, 124 miles.” 


one hundred and fifty feet of that distance It-was the 


borings have been made to test the cha- 
racter of the bottom. The plan which I 
bave here shows the nature of the material 


experience gained in combat- 
ing water in the Severn tunnel that led to 
the adoption of the present mode of con- 
struction. Some ten or eleven years after 


through which the sub-way would have to Sir John Hawkshaw had tried to build it 
go. It is not unlike the bottom of the St.| yt. Walker’s shield was used. Mr. Walker 


Clair River at Port Huron. The bottom 
was bored and showed as follows, commenc- 
ing at Carleton Head, P.E.L : — 


Distance from  Depth of : 
Shore. Woter Bottom of Strait. 


miles. 38 feet. Soft sandstone rock. 
66 44 ; 66 do 
4 49 66 


ipe-clay. 
66 50 ‘‘ ait on A 


1 
14 ‘‘ 53 ‘‘ do 
14 ‘ 61 ‘‘ do 
1 CL 64 cé do 
zy ss 69 ‘‘ do 
4 ae 63 ‘‘ Soft sandstone rock. 
3 té 66 «6 do 
«6 68 46 0 
i - 79 one clay. 
ée 84 cé Oo 
66 91 66 do 
4 66 90 cé do 
4 t oe Sand . ] 
à ‘6 55 ‘* and gravel. 
43 «6 49 66 do 
5. 47“ Brick clay. 
4 se 39 ‘‘ do 
ry 30 cé do 
66 25 66 do 
6 ‘‘ 14 ‘‘ Soft red sandstone. 
6} CL 7 CLS do 


I alluded 
is being built at Port Huron, and I stated 


that the length ot that tunnel was about | face. 


half the length of ours, but an opinion 
prevails that our tunnel would be too long— 


is well known in this country as the con- 
tractor who undertouk to build the old 
European and North America road from 
St. John to Shediac, N.B. He went back 
to England and took up this question, and 
finally succeeded in completing the tunnel. 
I only make use of that to show that 
greater difficulties than we would have to 
meet have been overcome in other places 
and are being surmounted every day. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Is the work at Port 
Huron a subway or a tunnel ? 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Both terms are 
used. Generally speaking, a tunnel is some- 
thing built of stone and mortar; but those 
materials are not now used. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The point I want 
to get at is, whether the structure at Port 
Huror is built beneath the surface of the 
bottom of the river or whether it projects 


just now to the subway that |9Ver it. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Beneath the sur- 
So is the one at London that is now 
being built, the City and Southwark sub- 
way. À writerin the Graphic referring to 


that it is impracticable; that no tunnel of it says : 


such length is to be found anywhere in the 
world. differ materially from those who 
take that view. I can show that there are 
tannels nearly twice as long as this pro- 
posed subway. The following are the most 
important :— 


Miles. 

‘St. Gothard tunnel.................. 
Mont Cenis do .................... 7 
Areberg do (Austria)............ 
Hoosac do (Mass, AT) ares 5 
Standege do (London and North- 

Western).......... 
Box do (near Manchester)... 3 
Severn do (nearly)............. 





“This new means of intercommunication between 
the city and South London is now rapidly approach- 
ing completon. The original Act (1884) empowered 
its construction from King William street, city, to 
the Elephant and Castle; but the company subse- 
pene received permission to carry on the line to 

lapham Koad and Stockwell. The line is a double 
one; but each pair of rails is laid in a separate tunnel 
the two tunnels, of course, running ety in paralle 
lines. The city terminus is in King William street, 
near the monument. The railway is reached by a 
circular shaft, down and up which passengers will be 
conveyed by a hydraulic lift; or they can proceed by 
stairways, which are also provided. After passing 
beneath the Thames the successive stations are at 
Great Dover street, Elephant, New street, Kenning- 
ton, Oval and Binfield road, Stockwell. Hydraulic 


‘and 2} miles of this has been constructed from 45 to | lifts and stairways will be provided at all the stations. 
100 feet below the bed of the rapid flowing tidal | The total length of the line is three milesanda-quarter, 


estuary, offering e 
it the most remarkable tunnel in the world. 


ineering difficulties which make | and its two chief peculiarities are the great depth at 


which it lies beneath the surface and the employment 
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of electric locomotives. Each engine weighs about 
ten ton : and the motor, which is of the Edison-Hop- 
kinson type, takes the current from a conductor 
carried on the wooden sleepers between the rails of 


the line. The subway is nened by electric glow- 
lamps; the brake used will be the Westinghouse 
automatic; and there will be a three-minute service 
each way of trains of three coaches, each capable of 
carrying thirty-four passenger. The line, of which a 
satisfactory trial was made on 5th March, is expected 
to be open for traffic early in the summer.”’ 


That is the description of the one they 
are now building. Hon. gentlemen may be 
surprised that 1 stick so persistently to 
this question. It is true that I am not an 
engineer, nor do I contend that my opinion 
is more valuable on such a question than 
the opinion of any other hon. gentleman 
in this House, but when such men as Mr. 
Walter Shanly tell me that this project is 
feasible—and he allowed me to use his name 
in saying so—when men like General Mc- 
Alpine, General Newton, and others who 
have been consulted with regard to the 
harbor of Montreal and the harbor of To- 
ronto—past engineers of the Institutes of 
England and the United States—say that 
this can be done for a certain amount, an 
amount which,in my judgment,is notoutside 
the realm of practical politics, it is a reason 
why I am go persistent in urging this par- 
ticular project. If it can be proved beyond 
any kind of doubt that this tunnel would 
cost $10,000,000 I donot think that Ishould 
be justified in asking the Government to 
expend $10,000,000; but if it can be done 
for $5,000,000, there is no reason why I 
should not urge it. Suppose it can be done 
for $5,000,000 it would not cost the Govern- 
ment of Canada one cent more tban it is 
costing now to maintain the summer ser- 
vice and winterservice, and the accessories 
belonging to it. It is proved conclusively 
thatthe Government have paid some $214,- 
000 per annum for the performance of this 
service in a manner that is not satisfactory 
to themselves or to the public. That is the 
reason why I have asked that the matter 
should be submitted to a commission of en- 
gineers who are competent to judge in such 
matters. Outside of the abstract question 
that we are entitled to have the terms of 
Confederation carried out, I urge this 
scheme upon the economic ground that it 
is merely taking the same amount of money 
that we are now expending, and using it 
in a manner more satisfactory to the public. 
It may be said that we should not come 
here and ask for an expenditure of $5,000,- 
000 or $6,000,000 for a small Province like 


Prince Edward Island. I am notcoming here 
with any such demand; I simply say that 
the terms made with Prince Edward Is- 
land ought to be carried out, and if I can 
point to a way in which they can be 
carried out without greater expense to 
the country than the present unsatisfac- 
tory system I am doing a service to the 
Government. That must be decided by 
engineers who are competent to investi- 
such a scheme and give an estimate with 
regard to it. We see that recently, with 
regard to the harbor of Montreal, the 
Government submitted the question to Mr. 
Walter Shanly, Colonel Gzowski and 
another engineer whose name, at the 
moment, I do not recollect. These gentle- 
men wiil make a report on the question, 
and no doubt the same gentlemen could 
also give areport on the proposed sub- 
way under the Straits of Northumberland, 
and some such course will have to be 
taken before the people of Prince Edward 
Island will be satisfied on this question. 
We have to-day the same summer service 
that we had nearly thirty years ago, and it 
s unsatisfactory, as members of the Gov- 
ernment must know. If we had in this 
Chamber a Minister of Marine and Fish- 
eriesand a Minister of Finance they would, 
no doubt, be able to explain to the House 
why itis so; but we have not got them 
here, and therefore we must address the 
gentlemen who rep: esent them hereregard- 
ing this particular matter, and I contend 
that the service as it is performed at the 
present day is not satisfactory to the 
Government, nor can it be satisfactory to 
the Government. No Government like to 
have fault found continually with then, 
and much less should we in this branch of 
the Parliament of Canada, by any act of 
ours, cause any Province of the Dominion 
to continue to be dissatisfied. I have 
shown to the House by the memorials 
from the Government of Prince Edward 
Island from time to time that they are 
dissatisfied, and I have shown that they 
have gone to the foot of the Throne. | 
quite understand that it is a most unfor- 
tunate thing for me, as an advocate of this 
scheme, and unfortunate for the people of 
Prince Edward Island, that we have n0 
sepresentative in the other branch of the 
Legislature supporting the Government. 
But that has nothing to do with the 
merits of this question. [I am noi 
guilty myself on that point; but 











The Prince Edward [APRIL 17, 1890.] Island Subway. 425 
it is, perhaps, an unfortunate matter, | and extensions, but not the main line as originally 
and it is to this branch of the Parliament pee states pore ae orn Scena ae 
of Canada that the smaller Provinces must the Rivière du Loup branch.... $5,520,323 26 
look to have their rights arded, That New Brunswick................. 3,371,854 74 
is the reason why I ave been so persis- Nova Scotia.................... _ 7,821,070 19 
tent in following up this question from Totals. i shaved eiaaes pies $16,713,248 19 


year to year. There are people who believe 
that the National Policy has not been of 
any use in Canada. There are others who 
believe it has. I know in the Maritime 
Provinces towns have been built up which 
have given a great deal of work to people 
living near them, and the commerce of the 
country has increased, and these towns are 
growing in population. We know also 
that Prince Edward Island has been unable 
to avail herself of the advantages that 
have been afforded to the other Provinces 
under the National Policy. We have no 
manufactures in our Province, and cunnot 
have them, from the fact that we have no 
continuous communication with the out- 
side world. If we had daily communica- 
tion with the mainland our people would 
be able to establish industries and manu- 
factories which they have not at present, 
and for want of which they necessarily 
suffer. You may as well say that if you 
sever one leg from the body that the 
pulsations of the heart could follow it, as 
to say that the pulsations of trade and 
commerce, and the enterprise which 
marked this Dominion, can extend to 
Prince Edward Island while she is isolated 
from the rest of Canada for so many 
months of the year. While we have 
fulfilled our portion of the contract made 
with the Dominion many years ago, no 
public works of any account have been 
done in our Province. It is continually 
stated that the Dominion has paid for the 
railway on Prince Edward Island. There 
is not one word of truth in that argument. 
Prince Edward Island entered into Con- 
federation on a basis of 100,000 people, 
at $48 per head. The calculation was 
made up on the then existing debt of 
Canada, and also some $60,000,000 that 
were to be expended on the building of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway, and on that 
basis we took $48 a head, which amounted 
to $4,800,000. Outofthat $4,800,000 the first 
ear we paid for the cost of our railway 
$3,114,735. If we had not built the railway 
we would have had that amount to our cre- 
dit to-day in the Dominion Treasury :— 


‘‘The several railways built by the Dominion in 
each Province, including the Intercolonial branches 


So that while the Dominion spent some 
sixteen millions since then in building rail- 
ways in the other Provinces, less than 
$200,000 waa spent in Prince Edward Is- 
land in building some thirteen miles of 


railway to connect the main land with 
Cape Traverse. We find no fault with 
that. We know also that some 96 miles 


of railway has been built across Cape 
Breton, at an expenditure of $3,000,000. 
We find no fault with that. We know that 
$175,000 a year for twenty years has been 
appropriaced for building a ship railway 
at Chignecto. We find no fault with that, 
but we do think that our verms of union 
should be carried out, We have memorial- 
ized the Government and the Queen, and 
we have asked for consideration in every 
way. Now, with regard to the position 
we occupy toward the other Provinces—we 
are told: “You people in Prince Edward 
Island do not suffer.” If we take the ex- 
ports of Prince Edward Island, which form 
the basis of trade, as shown in the Blue- 
books, and enquire into what they are, we 
will find that Prince Edward Island is 
one vast farm. From the Census of 1881 
I find that the products of the Province 
were: 


Osta  avsssauutess $3,538,219 
Potatoes................ 6,042,191 
Turnipe ................ 1,198,817 
Total .......... 10,779,227 
Horses.............. .... $ 25,182 
Colts and fillies..... .... 6,158 
Working oxen............ 84 
Milch cows............... 45,895 
Other horned cattle....... 44,743 
Debbie 166,496 
SWIG 4... 6c das nou etes ra 40,181 
Woolies SAGE res bees 552,083 
Honey. i es eee ee ores 14,945 


If we take one item, potatoes, we find how 
we are handicapped as compared with our 
brother farmers in Nova Scotia or New 
Brunswick. Our farmers have to ship 
their potatoes at aseason of the year when 
they are unfit for shipping, when the 
markets are overstocked and prices are 
low; whereas, the Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick farmers can hold their potatoes 
until the markets want them. Hon. 


members will sce at once the disabilities 
which our people labor under in this 
regard. Turning to the Trade and Navi- 
gation Returns, i find the following to be 
the comparative exports of potatoes from 
the different Provinces for the year ended 
30th June, 1888 :— 




















| 
| 1 
; Bushels : Value Average 
Provinces. | Exported. Realized. Price. 
ae er 
: Bushels. | $ | 
Ontario ........ | 102,253, 66,615 65°2c.p.bush. 
Nova Scotia... 77,872 | 355,655 525 o 
Maniba......... | 99,858 47,059 '47°1 do 
New Brunswick., 350,846 | 161,482 1460 do 
uebec....... .! 169,845 76,507 ,45°0 do 
_E. Island... 1,294,056 | 343177 265 do 
Total. ...... ' 2,694,730 | 1,050,495 | 


1887.—Total export of starch, $1,229,399. Prince 
Edward Island exported $1,164,600, or 944 per cent. 
of the above. 
It will be seen from this comparison that 
Prince Edward Island gets less than one- 
half of what Ontario gets; less than one- 
half of what Nova Scotia geta; about half 
what Manitoba gets; about half of what 
New Brunswick gets, and about half what 
Quebec gets for her potatoes. To put the 
matter more forceably for her 1,294,056 
bushels, Prince Edward Island does not 
get as much as Nova Scotia gets for 
677,872 bushels. That cannot be otherwise, 
for want of proper communication with 
the mainland and the markets of the 
world. Ifour Province was tacked on to 
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and 
could ship every day with the same free- 
dom that they can from St. John or 
Halifax, the exhibit would be largely in 
our favor. The result of the existing condi- 
tion of affairs is that she now loses, for 
every head of her population, about $3, or 
$17.50 per family, on this one item of 
potatoes alone, for want of proper 
communication with the mainland. We 
are compelled in the fall of the year, 
in frost and snow, to ship our products, 
because we know, when our ports freeze 
up, we are shut out from the markets, 
And again in the spring of the year, when 
Pear are high in the markets of the 

nited States and in the neighboring 
Provinces, we cannot ship our produce 
from the fact that our harbors are frozen 
up. I have today a telegram from 
Summerside stating that there are nine 
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vessels loaded there for market, and ask- 
ing for assistance of the steamer Stanley to 
open the harbor, still frozen over. On every 
item of farm produce we find that we areata 
disadvantage in our shipments as compared 
with the other Provinces. I know that it 
will be said in reply that the Dominion 
Government spend a large amount of 
money on postal service in Prince Ed- 
ward Island. I admit that they do, and it 
is for the simple reason that while other 
Provinces have a population of only 47 
to the mile, we have 51 to the square mile, 
and the expenditure for post office service 
is comparatively large. It looks large 
without investigation, but on enquiry it is 
found that our expenditure for postal ser- 
vice is not as t asin some other por- 
tions of the Dominion. The comparative 
expenditures for postal service in the 
different Provinces are as follows :— 


Prince Edward Island— Population 108,891. 











Expenditure ...  .................... $ 50,682.31 
Net revenue........... .......... .... 31,390.83 
Deficit................., ... .8 19,291.48 
British Columbia—Population 49,459. 
Expenditure ..... ......,.............. $ 158,542.39 
Net revenue........... 1 IRAN NE ee ae 51,545.81 
Dehicitenscd nue reset 8 93997.3 
Manitoba— Population 65,964. 
Expenditure ....... be eee $ 286,554 77 
Net revenue................ cause shed eerste 151,658 .49 
Deficit: 88e dust $ 134,896.28 
New Brunswiek—Population 321,233. 
Expenditure .......................,.. $ 280,109.99 
Net revenue.....,..................... 142,342 .&2 
Déhéltss uo SenGedgauialey sd Seon 8 137,767.17 
Nova Scotia—Population 440,572. 
Expenditure ............. ......... .. 8 306,860.66 
Net revenue....... ............. .... 197,450.15 
Defense Mana At à $ 109,410.51 
Qusbec— Population 1,359,027. 
Expenditure .......................... $ 753,066.99 
Net revenue.... ........... ......... 823.54 
Défense ete $ 197,243.45 
Ontario— Population 1,923,228. 
Expenditure.................... .... $1,632,273 .51 
Net revenue...........,................ 1,470,044 .72 
Deh Ciba cee as Okan eda ete 8 152,238.79 


So that, as far as the expense of the post 
Office is concerned, which is sometimes 
brought up against us as a great expendi- 
ture in Prince Edward Island, it is not 
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proportionately as large as in some of the 
other Provinces. I am not finding any 
fault with the expenditure in other Pro- 
vinces. I think itis perfectly right that 
they should have this postal service, but 
what I object to is hearing gentlemen say 
that the Dominion spend so much more in 
Prince Edward Island for postal service, 
which, on investigation, I find is not correct. 
I have stated that we were compelled for 
want of proper accommodation in the fall 
of the year to ship our produce at very 
inconvenient seasons. Speaking of the 
fall traffic, an article in a local papers 
says: 

“In former days almost all our shipments of pro- 
duce were made late in the fall or early in the spring ; 
now we are shipping continually by steamers so long 
as Navigation 1s open. nee ony: though the 
volume of our shipments is much larger than it was, 
the fall rush is usually (and naturally) not so great as 
it used to be. 

“ But the freight traffic of this fall is already taxin 
to the utmost the capacities of our steamers an 
saihng craft. The steamer at Summerside cannot 


take away the freight as fast as it offers, and quanti- 
ties are every morning left on the wharf.” 


I only read this to show to hon. gentle 
man the difficulty in which we are placed 
with regard to our fall shipments. The 
reason why I suggest in my memoradum 
that the Government should adopt any 
other plan to carry out the terms of con- 
federation is, that L am looked upon by 
some gentlemen as perhaps being rather a 
crank on this subway question; but if they 
derive any pleasure from thinking so, there 
are other cranks on this question as well 
as myself. We have had, this year, a Bill 
presented to Parliament for another way 
of getting to and from Prince Edward 
Island, by carrying cars over on steam 
barges. Another man from Halifax, named 
Way, has another means of getting over, 
and if the Government have still some 
other way to offer, it is well to let us know 
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by any one portion of the people it might 
not be so important, but it may be as well 
for me to inform the House that in the 
Legislature of the Island at present the 
Upper Branch is Liberal by a large ma- 
jority, while the Lower House has a 
majority of Conservatives, and from these 
two branches, as, no doubt, the hon. gen- 
tleman who comes from one of them will 
be able to tell you, a unanimous memorial 
was forwarded to the Throne on this sub- 
ject. That must show that the people of 

rince Edward Island are entirely dis- 
satisfied with the present arrangement, 
There is a certain class of our people who 
have confidence that the Government will 
take up the terms of union faithfully and 
carry them out; another class have joined 
the Opposition, and we have these two par- 
ties thrown into hostile camps almost 
evenly balanced. But supposing a strong 
Government secured office there, strong in 
tho confidence of the people, all these mem- 
orials having gone before, what course do 
you think would likely be pursued? I 
have not the most remote doubt in my 
mind that a great deal of dissatisfaction 
would be expressed throughout the coun- 
try, and no Government, 1 take it, wants 
to have dissatisfaction in the country; on 
the contrary, they are more desirous that 
peace, contentment and happiness should 
reign throughout the Dominion. There- 
fore, the sooner this scheme is investigated 
the better, and if it is found to be feasible 
and practicable we have aright to call upon 
the Government to carry it out. The people 
of Prince Edward Island are not a people 
who will readily give up what they con- 
sider are their rights, nor will they allow 
themselves to be bamboozled very long. The 
time will come when they cannot be satis- 
fied with promises. I do not think the 
Government desire to bamboozle Prince 


it. At any rate, there is a great deal of| Edward Island, but I cannot understand 


dissatisfaction existing amongst the people 
of our Province, and I may say that 

speak here for the people 
of Prince Edward Island. I have held 
meetings all over Prince Edward Island, 
and if the resolutions passed at those meet- 
Ingscan be accepted as the views of the 
people, no one can come to any other con- 
clusion than that they are a unit on this 
question. They do not look for impossi- 
bilities, All that they ask is the terms of 
Confederation—or some energetic 


why some better arrangement has not been 
made for a steamboat service in the sum- 
mer time—at any rate, a better service than 
we now have. I have not the least hesita- 
tion in saying that a better arrangement 
can be made, that it is time it was made, 
and that the people of Prince Edward 
Island expect de it shall be made. In 
the interest of Canada and of the people of 
Prince Edward Island this question ought 
to receive a solution in some way, 80 that 


lan to | hereafter we shall not be troubling this 


settle this grievance. If it was asked for | House year after year asking for redress, 
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It is not a pleasant duty for a man to have 
to urge this grievance Sossion after Ses- 
sion, or that I should be taking up the time 
of the House, almost repeating the same 
thing year after year, and I am sure that 
it is not pleasant for you to have to listen 


to it. It is here we have a right to come; 
the Senate was constituted as a guarantee 
that the rights of the smaller Provinces 
should be protected, and we have aright at 
any rate to ask for an investigation into 
this matter, and if the Straits of Northum- 
berland cannot be tunneled for what may 
be called a practical sum, let some other 
course be taken to set the matter at rest; 
because there isin the minds of the people 
of Prince Edward Island a belief that this 
thing can be done, and that belief is sup- 
ported by the opinions of gentlemen who 
are eminent as engineers. I am satisfied 
that if the Government felt that five mil- 
lions of dollars would do this work they 
would take it up with confidence, but they 
have not investigated it. In England there 
is attached to the Imperial Parliament a 
Bureau of Engineers, and before you get a 
Bill through that Parliament you have to 
submit your scheme to them, and then 
whenit comes before the Legislture the 
members have an estimate of the cost and a 
guarantee from an engineering standpoint 
that the work is feasible, practical and safe. 
In the United States they have also a 
bureau of experts, 1o whom such matters 
are submitted, but here every man is his 
own engineer. I do not ask this House to 
take my opinion as an engineer. I am not 
one, but I must bave respect for the opin- 
ion of Walter Shanly, who has been an 
engineer all his life, and who successfully 
completed one of the greatest works un 
this continent—the Hoosac tunnel. If such 
an eminent engineer tells me that this 
scheme is feasible, surely I must believe 
him. I do hope the Government will see 
their way clear to sending the matter to a 
commission of engineers such as I have 
named, so that we may have an official 
report with eer to the practicability of 
doing this work. I am sorry to have tres- 

assed on the time of the House so long. 

am much obliged to the hon. gentlemen 
for hearing me so patiently, after bringing 
this matter so frequently before the House, 
but while I am here as the representative 
of Prince Edward Island my duty is to 
present the views of the people of that Pro- 


Hon. Mn. KAULBACH—I do not rise 
to oppose the motion before the House, and 
I must say that the hon. gentleman 
has made great progress in this matter 
since he took it up. When he first ap- 
proached this scheme, and showed us a 
model of his tunnel, everybody looked upon 
the scheme ss visionary—in fact, even the 
members from Prince Edward Island looked 
upon it as impracticable, and gave very 
little attention to it. Ido not think my 
hon. friend in his motion to-day 1s 
going farenough. The motion should not 
be only to ascertain the cost of this project, 
but its durability and its freedom from 
destruction or injury from any reasonable 
cause. I think that should be also includ- 
ed in the motion. And as faras that goes 
I should be in favor of it. The hon. 
gentleman has almost stood alone in this 
matter from the beginning. I know the 
hon. gentleman from Charlottetown (Mr. 
Haythorne) did not give it his full 
support, for my recollection of what he 
said was, that it would tend to detract from 
the efforts now being made to have more 
efficient steamboat communication with 
the mainland. My hon. friend says 
that when the “Northern Light” was 
found to be not altogether suitable 
another boat was put on, and was got 
largely upon the advocacy of all the 
bon. gentlemen from Prince Edward Island. 
The hon. member from Alberton struggled 
here to a large extent alone for a long 
time, but my friend at the head of the room 
has been gradually giving him aid in this 
mutter. hat he has done outside I do 
not know. We are told that because the 
representatives of Prince Edward Island 
in another branch of the Legislature bave 
not been in harmony with the Government, 
therefore they have not had the weight 
and influence which they should have pos- 
sessed ; but I cannot see that they have ever 
put forth any efforts in the direction of 
asking for an appropriation to make an 
enquiry into the beat means of establishing 
winter communication between the Island 
and the mainland. Therefore, I think my 
hon. friend has not been treated fairly. It 
strikes me as singular, if they considered 
this scheme feasible and desirable in the 
interests of the Island, that they would not 
ask for an appropriation to make the 
enquiry that has been suggested. The 
question arises whether, if this is granted, 


vince in a matter of so much importance. | the terms of Confederation will have been 
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complied with, because if we look at the 
terms as cited in this resolution, we find 
they are “To establish and maintain 
efficient steam service for the conveyance 
of mails and passengers between the 
Island and the Dominion, winter and 
summer, thus placing the Island in 
continuous communication with the In- 
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Island and the mainland. As I said before, 
my hon. friend has made great progress, 
and he should not be discouraged in his 
efforts. If he had approached the House in 
the same way that he has done now at the 
inception of his scheme I doubt if he 
would have been listened to; but he has 
made progress, and I hope his efforts will. 


tercolonial and the railway system of| be crowned with success. It is in the in- 


the Dominion.” Now this steam service 
means steam navigation. Certainly it was 
not contemplated at that time to build this 
subway, and I think the Government has 
done a great deal towards improving the 
service across the >traits. My hon. friend 
says that the railway was not constructed 
at the expense of the Government but out 
of the grant given to the Island at the 
time of Confederation. That may be so, 
but my hon. friend should consider at the 
same time that year by year that Island 
Railway has had a deficit of $60,000 or 
$70,000 which the Dominion Government 
has had to pay. If this tunnel is to form 
a communication between the Island Rail- 
way and the Intercolonial Railway, then 
I believe that the construction of the tunnel 
would put a stop to the deficit and in that 
way would be an advantage. I will not 
disparage the advantage that this project 
may be to the Island. If it can be proved 
that it is not only practicable, but that the 
cost will not be too large, and that when 
built it will be durable, and not subject to 
destruction from any known cause, and if 
my hon. friend would strike out the second 
part of this resolution, I should support it 
most heartily, because [ think everything 
practicable should be done to make the 
communication with the Island satisfac- 
tory. Butthe second part of the resolution 
says that we have not carried out the terms 
of Confederation with the Island, and I 
feel somo difficulty about committing 
myself to that proposition. I hope my 
hon. friend will not press that portion 
of his resolution. ï cannot support 
the conclusion that the terms of Con- 
federation have not been virtually carried 
out—carried out in the spirit if not 
to the lettér—carried out as far as practi- 
cable, and as fur as the people of the Island 
at the time of Confederation contemplated 
they would be—carried out as far as 
the elements which surround the Island 
make it practicable to do 80 A large 
amount of money has been expended to 
provide steam navigation between the 


terest not only of Prince Edward Island, 
but of the neighboring Provinces as well, 
that this tunnel should be built, if it can 
be constructed at a reasonable price, and 
can be made a permanent and durable 
structure. All these things should be con- 
sidered in coming to a conclusion. The 
terms of union never contemplated any- 
thing further than to provide efficient 
steam navigation between the Island and 
the mainland. When we remember how 
the Island was situated before Confedera- 
tion, that they had to pass between Cape 
Tormentine and Cape Traverse in little 
boats, and the mails were often interrupted 
for ten or twelve days at a time, we can 
realize the great improvement that has 
been effected by the Government. Al- 
though I am in favor of my hon. friend’s 
object—that is, to get this board of en- 
gineers to ascertain whether the work is 
feasible or not— yet I am unwilling to vote 
for the second part of the resolution, which 
in effect says that the Government of the 
Dominion have not carried out the terms 
of union with the Island. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—The resolution 
deals with two branches of the subject, 
first, the feasibility of constructing and 
maintaining the subway across the Straita 
of Northumberland, and second, any other 
plan which can be recommended to fulfil 
the terms of Confederation made with the 
Province of Prince Edward Island. The 
first part of the resolution has been 
thoroughly explained, and my hon. friend 
from Alberton deserves praise for the 
energy, intelligence and perseverance he 
has displuyed in promoting this ve 
important project. I will not deal wit 
that question which has been so exhaust- 
ively discussed; I will only say that I 
fully agree with his conclusions, and if 
the scheme is feasible at all it should be 
adopted, because the difference it would 
make'in the value of the crops and exports 
of the island would go far towards paying 
the interest on a very costly structure. 
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statement, However, I believe that the|interruption. Those views are corrobor- 
great objection to the project is the cost of | ated by many pue who have studied 
the work. Ido not say that it should be | the question. 





} 


resolution, still admitting that the scheme ae there is no difficulty in providing 


certain limits, is in my estimation the best: ; outlay. There is a reef there, and, more- 
but if the Government should not decide| over, there is in winter hardly any bond 
to spend so large a sum of money as the| ice, on account of the current, which runs 
undertaking involves, there are other|in such a way as to leave a passage up to 
schemes which may answer the purpose|the shore free from ice at both ends. 
of fulfilling the contract made between the The distance between the two points is 
Government of the Dominion and the Gov- | only twelve miles. At cach end the water 
ernment of the Island at the time of the is sufficiently deep. to permit vessels suit- 
union. Not later than three or four | able for the service to approach near the 
monthsago meetings were held at Shediac, | shore, which will make dé cost of con- 
N.B., and Summerside, P.E.I. The latter|structing wharves very low. I wish now 
point is about the middle of the Island, and | to give some testimony in support of what 
there is constant and active communica-|I have advanced. Dr. de Berttan had 
tion between Shediac and Summerside| among other engineers one named Edwin 
‘during the summer season. Meetings have | E. Glaskin, employed to make the prelimi- 
been held this winter to petition the Gov-| nary surveys of the work. I will now read 
‘ernment for an appropriation to dredge!some extracts from his report to show 
the harbor of Shediac a few feet deeper|that the scheme is not by any means 
to enable the steamer “ Stanley” and other | visionary and that it is approved of by 
vessels to maintain constant communica- | competent engineers : 

tion across the Straits throughout the} «4.9 result of my personal observations and the 
“winter. People who live in the vicinity | full and careful examinations which I have made on 


| ir à : the shores of the Island and mainland, assisted and 
of those places Bay’ that it is feasible to confirmed by the evidence collected from the keepers 


maintain such communication, and the | of the lighthouses, fishermen and others most capable 
Government should send competent engi- | of malta A observations, as well as the 
A) 


; ; : + : | evidence laid before the Government by the Select 
neers to report upon the subject. If it is Committee, I am convinced that there LA not at any 


feasible, while it will not furnish such com- | time during the winter sufficient ice at Cape Richi- 
lete communication as the subway would, Lucie to obstruct dail Frans between te 

4 x ‘ : sland and the mainian y properly constructe 

it will BY 8! eat a= towards fulfilling steamers having suitable piers provided for their 
the terms of union. But there is another | accommodation 
scheme which, while it does not involve 


so large an expenditure as my hon. friend’s 





| This view, says the engineer, was sup- 
project, is, I believe, adequate to fulfil the ported by a commiasion ae by the 
demands of the Island, if it is feasible, It Government, composed of Messrs. Prowse, 
is the scheme embodied in the Bill which I| Jenkins, Howlan and others. He gives an 
introduced myself this Session for a steam , ©Xtract from their report, which I assume 
ferry between Cape Richibucto and Cape !18 correct :— 

Wolfe. Dr. de Bertram has that scheme| “It is possible to maintain constant communication 


: ‘ between the Island and the mainland winter and 
on hand and has had engineers to POPOL mer Chat there is always open water at the 


upon it. He has had preliminary surveys western end of the Straits—that there is never a day 
made and the engineers report the perfect | during the entire winter when there is not a clear 
feasibility of the project. They say that it 


channel across at ue Cape (abuve men tooed) ant 
° : ; that a steame et in the 
is quite practicable to have ferryboats on | year ten le) OC UN 
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Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Is that a statement 
to which my name is attached ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—TI find the name of 
Mr. Prowse attached to it. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—TI never signed 
such a statement. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER said that I had 
not seen the report. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—My name may 
have been attached to it, because in 1873 
I was examined before a committee of the 
House of Commons in reference to this ques- 
tion, and my opinions are there given in 
their report. Of that engineer I know noth- 
ing and have never met him, that I remem- 

er. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—He does not say 
that he approached the hon. gentleman, 
but he says that this is the result of an 
examination made by a commission of 
which the hon. gentleman was a member. 
There was a priest at Richibucto, Mr. 
Carson, who writes as follows :— 


‘That the Straits never freeze, that the ice which 
comes from the north is broken up into small 
patches, and that between these scattered bodies there 
1s always an open channel, where a steamer could 
ee without the slightest difficulty ; that a pier could 

built 250 to 300 yards from the shore clear of the 
beech ice, where the deptif will be from 18 to 20 feet— 
and that if such a vessel were to be put on this route 
it would be able to make regular trips every day in 
the year.” 

‘We find that the heavy ice comes from the east 
and north-east down from the Straits of Belle Isle 
through St. George’s Bay and becomes blocked or 
gorge at the Cape Tormentine and Traverse (a 

istance a little over 40 miles south-east from Ca 
Richibucto) and that which s Cape Wolf is the 

ight ice from the Gulf of St. Lawrence carried by the 
tides into Egmont and Halifax bays, where it remains 
until dissolved. The testimony on this point is una- 
nimous, and therefore beyond dispute.” 


I will not take up the time of the House b 

reading any more extracts. This is suffi- 
cient to show that there is ground for the 
Government to study the question, to in- 
vestigate the feasibility of establishing 
constant communication through the 
winter season, as well as through the sum- 
mer, between those two points that I 
have mentioned. Dr. de Bertram is so con- 
vinced of the feasibility of the scheme 
that he is ready to invest largo amounts of 
money himself to undertake the project. 
Ot course, he would not undertake such a 
scheme if he saw that the Government 
were to favor some other enterprise which 
would be hostile to it; but the gentleman 
would be glad to know if the Government 


are willing to send engineers to examine 
the route. It is in the interests of Prince 
Edward Island and of New Brunswick, 
and I may say in the interest of the whole 
Dominion, which is required every year to. 
meet a deficit on the Prince Edward Island 
Railway, which might be a paying road if 
the people of the Island had facilities for 
exporting their produce in the winter sea- 
son. It would increase the revenue of the 
road sufficiently to enable the Government 
to collect a revenue equal to the expen- 
diture. Several attempts have been made 
to establish communication between Prince 
Edward Island and the mainland, but a 
remarkable feature of such attempts 1s 
this: It appears that nature has provided 
that the proper place for such com- 
munications is at the west end, while 
the capitalists and gentlemen interested 
in the communication are located up 
towards the east, or have their inter- 
ests in the east. Thus it happens that 
mostly all the efforts to establish commu- 
nication have been made between Char- 
lottetown and Pictou, or between Cape 
Traverse and Cape Tormentine. It strikes 
me, and everyone who has studied the. 
question, that such were not the views or 
the designs of nature. That part of the 
island aliens the attempts have hitherto 
been made is blocked by heavy ice every 
winter, not only local ice, but heavy ice 
coming from the Atlantic by way of the 
Straits of Belle Isle and from the east 
generally. The reason of this is that that 
ice which is carried in by east winds, 
added to the local ice, forms jams, through 
which it is impossible for a steamboat of 
any power that the ingenuity of man 
could devise can get through. Moreover, 
the Bay of Pictou freezes very hard in 
winter, and that accounts for the “Stanley” 
being imprisoned there this last winter. 
At the other end of the Island the passage. 
is clear, because no ice is to be found there, 
except local ice, and that place is almost 
constantly as free in winter as it is in 
summer, making it feasible, without hav- 
ing to struggle with such obstacles as I 
have mentioned, to have free communica- 
tion between these two points in winter as 
well as in summer. Hon. gentlemen will 
understand that if a service by steam 
ferry boats can be established so as 
to carry loaded cars from one side of: 
the Strait to the other, connecting the 
Prince Edward Island system of railway 
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with the Intercolonial, and to have that 
service constantly maintained this wiil 
enable the Government to carry out not 
only the letter but the spirit of the terms of 
Union. I believe that the contract has been 
fulfilled to a certain extent as to the letter, 
but not perhaps as to the spirit of the 
terms of the Union. In having this pro- 
ject carried out, both the pee and the 
ee will be fulfilled, and the Prince 
Edward Islanders would greatly benefit 
by it, because the result would be to 
enhance the value of their crops and pro- 
duce by at least 25 per cent. Moreover, 
it would give satisfaction to a very inter- 
esting Province of the Dominion, which is 
a very desirable object to attain. I 
believe, therefore, that the Government 
should send competent engineers to ex- 
amine and report upon the several schemes 
submitted for the keeping of constant 
communication between Prince Edward 
Island and the mainland. à 


Hon. Mz. HAYTHORNE—It seems to 
me that the proposal which the hon. 
gentleman (Mr. Poirier) has put before 
the House is not the one of which notice 
had been given, and I also think that the 
inhabitants of King’s county would find 
it very inconvenient tosend their produce 
to the markets of Nova Scotia by such a 
roundabout route. They would have to 
convey it first the length of the Island, 
then carry it across the Strait, and then 
take it eastward again to the markets on 
the mainland. That would at once set 
them against the scheme which the hon. 
gentleman has been advocating. If it 
were a case of shipping eggs and other 
produce in the spring of the year, when 
prices are high, it might be better to take 
them by the proposed route; but as an 
ordinary matter of commerce, I cannot 
think that it would be for the advantage 
of the people of King’s county to depend 
solely upon the means of communication 
which the hon. gentleman has described 
in his speech, I think that the interests 
of Prince Edward Island are decidedly 
looking up at present. We have an ex- 
cellent steamship performing her duties 
in a manner which we scarcely expected 
she could perform them, and although it 
is undoubtedly the case that she has had 
the advantage these two winters past of 
unusually moderate seasons, with very 
little accumulation of pack ice on the 
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Nova Scotian shores, not having that great 
obstacle to contend against, she has been 
able to perform her winter service for these 
two winters past in a very satisfuctory 
manner. But f quite agree with the state- 
ment that the hon. gentleman from Al- 
berton made, to the effect that we cannot 
judge of all seasons by the two which have 
just passed by. They have been unusually 
mild, and with very little accumulations of 
ice. Consequently, they were very favor- 
able for the operations of that ship, but 
we cannot expect that to be the case 
always. It is therefore necessary, in tak- 
ing into consideration this important ques- 
tion of permanent winter communication 
between Prince Edward Island and the 
mainland, that means should be found 
which could be depended upon under all 
circumstances. My hon. friend certainly 
deserves great credit for the persistency 
with which he has advocated his subway 
schome. When I first saw his model in 
one of the rooms of this Senate I certainly 
entertained serious doubts whether such a 
subway as that could ever answer the pur- 
pose intended, but it has since been im- 
proved upon in a way that leaves scarcely 
any difference between what is known as 
a subway and what is known as a tunoel. 
In fact, during his speech the hon. gentle- 
man spoke of it indifferently as a subway 
or tunnel. He gave us a definition of what 
a subway was and what atunnel was—that 
one lay on the surface only partially buried, 
und the other was entirely buried in the 
subsoil of any river or creek across which 
it was to go. The course the hon. gentle- 
man bas taken now is pretty nearly the 
same that I ventured to advocate when he 
first brought that question before this 
House, when the present Governor of On- 
turio was the leader of the Senate, and I 
certainly was not supported—I will not 
put it more harshly—by the leader of 
the Government. He said, in empha- 
tic terms, that the Government would 
not undertake to assist this project im 
any way whatever. I told him I con- 
sidered it was the duty of the Government 
to ascertain by a proper investigation by 
experts whether the scheme promulgated 
by my hon. friend from Alherton was 
practicable or not, and if it was reported 
to be feasible at any reasonable cost it 
was the duty of the Government, standing, 
as they did, pledged to establish dails 

steam communication between Prince Ed. 
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ward Island and the mainland, to under- 
take that work themselves. However, the 
Government declined any such responsi- 
bility and the scheme has hung fire from 
that time to this. In the meantime, we 
have had a select committee of the House 
of Commons, and I date the progress that 
has been made in the matter of communi- 
cation between Prince Edward Island and 
the mainiand from the sittings and the 
report of that committee. The hon. gen- 
tleman from Alberton himself, the hon. 
gentleman who has recently taken a seat 
in the Senate, the present Governor of 
Prince Edward Island and myself, were 
called as witnesses before that com- 
mittee. [ put in a written memorial, and 
I am glad to say I can look back upon 
that memorial to-day with great satisfac- 
tion, because I see that the substance of it 
and of the evidence given by those gentle 
meu before that committee has been to a 
certain extent followed out by the Govern- 
ment, and, consequently, whatever little 
success has attended their efforts has been 
since they changed their course altogether, 
and instead of snubbing members of Par- 
liament when they got up in this House or 
elsewhere to advocate the interests of their 
Province, they began to see that the mem- 
bers were right and the Government were 
wrong. I recollect there was a struggle 
for a considerable time to obtain a moder- 
ate concession while our only means of 
getting across the Straits in winter was by 
ice boats. It was only by a great and 
strong effort that we at last induced the 
Government, after the sitting of the com- 
mittee, to build at each side of the Straits a 
boat house, in order that the craft we had to 
cross in should be water-tight and fit for the 
service they had to perform. Before that it 
was utterly impossible on the open bord ice 
to so patch up a damaged boat that she was 
fit for the service when next called on. 
This was one of the results of the Govern- 
ment changing their course and adopting 
the advice of competent experts and 
members of Parliament of both Houses. I 
think, further, that if they would pursue 
that course the probability is that they 
would meet with still further success. I 
look upon the “Stanley” as the result of 
advice given to the Government by various 
members of that committee. A competent 
person was sent to the north of Europe and 


highly appreciate now, the “ Stanley,” was 
across the Atlantic ready to enter on her 
winter service here. Although it cannot 
be said that she is capable of performing 
it under all circumstances, yet she is an 
exceedingly useful and valuable vessel to 
our Province. With reference to the course 
the hon. gentleman has taken this evening 
with regard to calling on this House to re- 
commend a certain piece of advice on the 
Government, I must point to this fact, that 
the idea originally contemplated by those 
who framed the conditions of Confederation 
was steam communication on the water 
and not steam communication under the 
sea. That is one very great difference. It 
is true we were glad to discuss and to con- 
sider the project of a subway or tunnel 
when we were almost hopeless with regard 
to getting across the Straits of Northum- 
berland in the winter by means of steam, 
but I think the prospects of steam communi- 
cation on the water are rather improving, 
while the subject of the subways and tun- 
nels is still rather, I may say, very uncer- 
tain. L would prefer hon. gentlemen who de- 
sire to appreciate what the real difficulties 
of this project are to get out of the library 
a book called the “History of the Severn 
Tunnel.” Now, that great river is very simi- 
lar tothe Bay of Fundy. Thetides areexceed- 
ing high there, and run with great force 
and violence at times, and in order to carry 
on communication between the mining dis- 
tricts of Wales and the manufacturing dis- 
tricts of England it was necessary to 
carry the Great Western line of railway 
into Wales by a more direct course than 
they had been up to that time able to se- 
cure. Before the tunnel was constructed 
the ordinary way of connecting the English 
lines with the districts in Wales was by 
going round the head of the Severn, but 
that was a circuitous route, and caused a 
great deal of delay. With the energy 
which has characterized railway enterprise 
during the last few years it was natural 
that some such scheme as a tunnel should 
be formulated, and it was. It was com- 
menced, I think, somewhere about 1870, 
but I am free to acknowledge that the first 
contract which was let for the purpose of 
building the tunnel was a complete failure. 
The water got in and completely filled the 
works, and the contractor was broken and 
obliged to abandon his contract. It re- 


to Scotland, and in a marvellously short| mained in a hopeless state for several years, 
time that vessel, whose services we so| until the pressure of the times compelling 
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the railway company to do something in this 
matter, they at last undertook to proceed 
with the scheme. I haveafew extracts here 
which I made more than twelve months 
ago from the work to which I have alluded. 
I observe that the hon. gentleman from 
Alberton made some brief reference to this 
same work. On the 2nd of November, 1881, 
Mr. Walker, the engineer to whom the 
hon. gentleman alluded, received orders 
from Sir John Hawkshaw to go on with 
the whole of the works as rapidly as pos- 
sible. Ho says: 


‘ The contract had contemplated that for the first 
eighteen months only the works under the shoots—— 


I may explain to the House what the mean- 
ing of thatterm is. It is simply the channel 
of the River Severn, which may be repre- 
sented as something like a sheet of paper 
doubled together, the top of the water 
being under the crease— 
‘should be proceeded with; but it took, as nearly as 
ssible, twelve months from the date of signing the 
ond) contract to clear the works of water. Twelve 
months more had been used in completing the head- 
ing under the river, securing the old shafts, sinking 
the new ones, and commencing the brick work under 
the shoot and under the salmon pool.” 


It has been supposed that the principal 
difficulty of building this great work would 
be in passing under that bed of the Severn 
River, consequently when the second con- 
tract was entered on, directions were given 
that the grading should be, I think, 15 feet 
lower than had been originally contem- 
plated, thus showing that the apprehension 
of the engineer was from the bursting in 
of the water under the tide way. It only 
shows the great uncertainty which pre- 
vails in any undertaking such as that pro- 
posed by my hon. friend, even though it 
should be reported on by competent en- 
gineers in our own country, or should those 
men who carried through the tunnel under 
the Severn be employed. It is almost im- 
possible for any engineer to predicate what 
difficulties may be encountered. These 
engineers presumed that their difficuities 
would arise from the deep bed of the 
Severn River. They actually encountered 
scarcely any difficulties in that respect: 
but the difficulties they did encounter and 
which cost them in the course of the work 
immense sums of money to counteract 
arose from a different source. They arose 
from sources which we are likely to en- 
counter if we undertake to carry the tunnel 
under the Straits of Northumberland; they 
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arose from springs. Here is a description 
of one of the great springs that was met 
with. This is what the engineer says in 
his report in 1885, after he had proceeded 
very far with the undertaking : 

‘€ On opening out the full sized tunnel, the fissure 

through which the great spring passed was found 
to follow a most erratic course. In one place it passed 
directly across the tunnel from side to side, nearly at 
rene angles to the centre line of the work. At an- 
other place it passed from side to side in an oblique 
direction, running for some small distance directly 
under one of the side walls. At another point where 
the tunnel had been perfectly , while the mining 
was done, the lifting of almost the last stone out of 
the invert set free an immense body of water which 
no pumps underground could cope with. At another 
point the water burst up from a hole 18 feet deep 
under the invert with such force that stones the aize 
of a man’s fist dropped into the water would descend 
into the water about 10 feet, and then begin to flutter 
like a leaf in the wind, and be thrown out again by 
the water.” 
Hon. gentlemen must see that it is by no 
means easy even for a most experienced 
engineer to be sure what impediments he 
will meet with in working under water. 
These gentlemen, experienced as they 
were, formed no idea of the difficulties they 
would have to encounter in meeting this 
spring. They anticipated that their diffi- 
culties would be from the salt water from 
the channel of the Severn. They met no 
difficulty there, but they did meet very 
great difficulty elsewhere. I have here a 
statement of the amount of water that 
they had to handle. The report says: 

‘The minimum quantity of water pumped when 

dealing with the big spring was 23,000,000 gallons 
daily ; the maximum quantity was 30,000,000 gallons 
daily. For more than a year the average quantity 
pumped daily was 24,000,000 gallons.” 
But after all, a statement as to so many 
millions of gallons gives one a very inade- 
quate idea of the amount of water repre- 
sented by it, and accondingly the author of 
that work has elucidated it still further by 
this statement: 

‘To give an idea of this immense quantity of water. 
it is sufficient to supply a town of the size of Liverpool 
or Manchester, and in one year would form a lake 
1000 acres in extent and 10 yards deep.” 

There was no more appearance of that 
spring when the work was undertaken, 
Foie not so much as there is at the 

traits of Northumberland, and hence it 
is that great caution should be exercised 
before the Government undertake a work 
in which they are likely to meet with such 
formidable difficulties. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Could my .hon. 
friend state the cost of the Severn tunnel? 
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Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—TI think it 
cost about £3,000,000 sterling. I have 
endeavored to shorten my statement as 
much as possible, partly becauso I have a 
very bad cold, and partly because this 
House is getting wearied. The length of 
that tunnel is 7,000 yards, against some 
11,000 or 12,000 yards across the Straits 
of Northumberland. I do not want to 
throw difficulties in the way of my hon. 
colleague; I would rather help bim, but I 
do not think [ could help him in the way 
I wish to do ifI did not give full expression 
to the difficulties which such undertakings 
are alwayssubject to. I know myself that 
springs are quite common, particularly on 
the shores of the Island. I know from 
experience, on the Cape Tormentine side, 
ie may see them at the railway stations. 

n the corner of one of the waiting rooms 
is a living spring which empties into a 
barrel, and there is a little hotel near the 
railway station where I have taken my 
meals, and there I found another spring 
boiling up in the same way, and it is a 
matter of probability that considerable 
difficulty may be found in this work from 
springs. I think the hon. gentleman has 
taken a fair and wise course. If the Gov- 
ernment can find engineers accustomed to 
hydraulic work, ard willing to undertake 
a survey, and report on this scheme, it 
would be a reasonable guide to us as to 
whether the thing was within the bounds 
of practicability or not. If it should prove 
to so, we could then fairly press the 
Government to go on with this tunnel, pre 
viding other means should fail altogether 
But I have to point out, before I leave this 
subject, that up to the present day no 
attempt has yet been made to navigate the 
Straits by steamship. The ‘ Northern 
Light ” made one or two attempts to navi- 
gate the Straits in winter, but hers was a 
course through the worst part of the Straits, 
and besides she was entirely unfitted for 
such work. She drew too much water, 
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daily running of the “St. Ignace” in the 
Straits of Mackinaw, but I bave here a 
statement which appeared in one of the 
illustrated newspapers at the time that: 
vessel was about to commence the under- 
taking. I may say that I have crossed the 
Straits of Northumberland a great many 
times myself, and I have seen those Straits 
under almost every pee phase of their 
winter appearance. I have seen them when 
they were nearly clear of ice. I have seen 
them when they were covered with lolly 
from one side to the other; and I have 
seen them when the pan ice was so glare 
and smooth that all the men had to do was 
to run along with the boat almost without 
effort. I have seen it also when the ice 
was 80 thin that it actually bent under the 
weight of the boat and passengers as they 
were hauled along for miles together. 
With that experience I think I am entitled 
to offer an opinion as to the possibility of a 
steamer crossing’ those Straits in the 
winter, and I believe honestly and fairly 
that u steamship designed and built ex- 
pressly for that purpose, and no other, 
would keep communication open all winter. 
I dare say the time will come when the 
increase of trade between the island and 
the mainland will be so great that public 
opinion will call for something more con- 
venient, something which will cause less 
exposure to the weuther than a winter 

assage over the ice—quite possibly with- 
in the next decade or so, and a demand 
may spring up for a tunnel, or a sub-way 
as the hon. gentleman pleases io call it. 


.|But if the report of the commissioners 


were in the hands of the Government to- 
day I think there would necessarily be a 
long interval during which the building of 
that tunnel would be proceeding. It would 
take perhaps as ong to finish it as to build 
the Severn tunnel. It would perhaps meet 
with difficulties and obstacles as great, or 
very similar to what were met with in the 
case of the Severn tunnel, and therefore 


and could not get within easy distance of|during all that period the island would 


shore, so that I do not attach much im- 
portance to that experiment. I do not 
suppose the “Stanley ’ is very well adapted 
for such service either. She is very well 
adapted for the purpose she was intended. 
We have before us the fact that a stretch 
of fresh water a few hundred miles from 
us has been navigated successfully in the 
winter by a steamship. I have been un- 
able to ascertain full information of the 


be fairly entitled to have its produce 
and passengers and mails carried back- 
wards and forwards in some way more 
convenient than by means cf the smull 
ice boats when the bord ice forms off 
the island and prevents vessels from per- 
forming the service there. I do not intend 
to put forward my own ideas very forcibly 
on this question. I will take the opinions 
of a gentleman who was examined before 
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a Parliamentary committee—in fact, he 
was a member of the House of Commons 
and had been unseated. During the time 
he was in the House he asked for a com- 
mittee, and the committee was granted. 
This was the evidence of Dr. John Jenkins, 
an intelligent man, who had seen not a 
little of the world elsewhe:e than in Prince 
Edward Island. He had been amongst the 
first men in the local House of Assembly 
to enquire into this matter of winter com- 
munication, and be was accordingly called 
us a witness before the Parliamentary 
committee, I will first give bis opinion 
with 1egard to the ice. He would not 
take it for granted that the ice which we 
generally find our way over in the winter 
was anything like as thick or as heavy as 
it had been represented. He says that 
men travelling over pan ice and their boats 
following them, with little effort, can form 
a very inadequate idea of the thickness of 
the ice. Unless a special examination 
were made and recorded he would not take 
it that the pan ice wus too formidaable to 
be overcome by a steamship properly con- 
structed. After having cleared away the 
formidable character of the ice that had 
been anticipated, he says with regard toa 
steamship passage of the Straits: 


‘“ Therefore, I think if we are ever to acquire daily 
communication between the Island and the mainland 
in winter, it will be by having a ateamer built solely 
for the purpose, and for no other. I think it would 
be well for the committee to divest their minds of 
any opinion they may have formed as to the capability 
of the steamer, and not to judge the steamer of the 
future by the performances of those of the past or 
present ; because I consider a steamer can be built 
that will just as far outstrip the performances of 
the ‘Northern Light,” as the magnificent Cunard 
steamers which now cross the Atlantic surpass the little 
steamer that half a century ago passed down the Clyde 
for the first time.” 

Now, I think if Dr. Jenkins was here we 
should be able to offer him our congra- 
tulations on his foresight in making that 
statement. I agreed with him myself, and 
have often expressed my sentiment in this 
House, and I think before that committee, 
that I trusted to the progress of inventive 
science to overcome a great many of the 
difficulties we had to encounter. At that 
time the project of the hon. gentleman 
from Alberton for a subway was scarcely 
known—at all events, it was not very much 
thought of, and we still trusted to the 
possibility of navigating those straits b 

steam. I will just trouble the House wi 

a statement which I took from the New 
York Daily Graphic at the time it appeared, 


in April, 1888. It was just at the time the 
steainer “St. Ignace ” was about to make 
her first trip, and her work was to be done 
at the Straits of Mackinaw, with a view to 
keeping open communication between two 
railway termini, where it was found that 
ordinary steamers had their powers taxed 
too severely in breuking the pan ice. It 
must be observed that this fresh water ice 
is very much harder and more difficult to 
deal with than salt water ice, apart from 
the question of the tides. The article 
states : 


‘ Ever since the construction of the Detroit, Mack- 
inac and Marquette Railroad, which brings into 
closer commercial union the upper and lower penin- 
sulas of Mackinac, the problem of a winter crossing 
at the Straits of Mackinac has given railway men and 
marine engineers a great deal to think about. Cross- 
ing with teams was at first the only method, but it 
was fraught with much danger and discomfort. A few 
Je ago the steamer ‘‘ Algoma” was constructed to 

orce a passage through the ice, but although she did 
satisfactory work in thin ice, the heavy ‘wind- 
rowa,’ piled up by late autumn gales, proved to much 
for her powers. These ‘ windrows’ are formed of 
broken ice piled one lump above another, until the 
mass reached to a depth of twenty feet under the sur- 
face, and often as high above the level of the water. 
It often happens that these masses ground near the 
shore, and it is impossible to effect a passage through 
them. * * * The new steamer ‘‘St. "a pi 
of which is presented in the Graphic of to-day (6th 
April, 1888) has been built toovercome the ‘ windrow’ 
difficulty. In addition to the usual propelling engine 
and screw at the stern, she is furnished with a heavy 

ropellor at the bow, about six feet below the surface. 
it is expected that the forward screw will enable her 
to tear a passage through the ‘ windrows ;’ it will 
lessen the lumps of ice which will be carried aft by 
the current and forced action of the propelling engine. 
Each screw is driven by an independent engine of 
great power, and the whole steamer is constructed in 
the strongest possible manner. She is 235 feet long, 
52 feet beam, and 25 feet deep, and will carry ten 
freight or eight Le Sas cars, half the number on 
each side of a thin cabin situated amidships. The 
steamer leaves Detroit in a few days for kinac, 
and her success or failure will be watched with much 
interest by marine men.” 


I subsequently saw, and I think on a former 
occasion I read, an account to this House 
of her first performance, which was emi- 
nently successful. I cannot say what kind 
of success she has met since, but the first 
experiment clearly demonstrates the accu- 
racy of Dr. Jenkin’s estimate when he says 
that the steamer of the future is likely to 
far excel the best of the steamers that we 
have to-day. [remember also that in the 
course of the evidence which I think is to 
be found in my own memorial, that I cer- 
tainly did not think it incumbent upon me 
to expect that a member of the Govern- 
ment holding the position of Minister of 
Marine should be competent in his own 
person to deal with every contingency 
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which may arise in the course of his official 
business, but I pointed out, and I am very 
giad to say I think he and his successors 
ave availed themselves of the hint, that 
what they could not do themselves they 
had authority to employ assistants to do 
for them. That was the course adopted by 
the Government, and I rejoiced when I 
found that they had recourse to that expe- 
dient in the matter of carrying out these 
conditions. A competent marine gentle- 
man, Captain McElhinney, was despatched 
to the north of Europe, and by his skill and 
experience he was enabled to design and 
to carry out to perfection the steamer 
we have all approved of so much, and 
I cannot help thinking that before the 
Government involve themselves in any 
entanglement in regard to building a 
tunnel under the Straits of Northumber- 
land, that it would be wisdom for them to 
ascertain, by having recourse to the same 
means and sending experts to enquire into 
the performance of this winter steamer in 
the Straits of Mackinac, whether such a 
steamer as that could not be trusted to 
navigate the Straits of Northumberland in 
the winter season. I read that extract 
because I was persuaded that it presented 
to the mind of every gentleman who has 
lived near the Straits, as I know my hon. 
friend from Wallace has, and my hon. 
friend from New London who has also 
crossed it a good many times, and they 
could not avoid seeing that that is a des- 
cription even of amore formidable crossing 
than an ordinary crossing of the Straits of 
Northumberland, because to a large extent 
the obstacles which render that crossing 
diffculc would be no obstacle to a steamer 
such as this upon the Straits with ice such as 
I have described. Therefore all these points 
make greatly in favor of a steamer ous 
our work properly. I would impress still 
further on the Government the fact which 
I have urged upon them before, that the 
experiment has never been tried. Con- 
sidering the probability that if a tunnel 
or subway is undertaken, the time during 
which it will be in progress, and the diff- 
culties which may be encountered in doing 
80, render it essential in the interests of 
the Island that some better means than 
the ice-boats should be found for crossing 
the Straits in tho winter. I would point 
to this circumstance that the mails, when 
the boat service is well organized, and 
they, an quick passages, are now de- 
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livered in Charlottetown several hours 
earlier in the day by that route than they 
are by sending them on to Georgetown, 
and carrying them across in the Stanley. 
This is a point which makes in favor of 
crossing at the capes. But I have this 
much further to say in regard to it before 
I sit down, and I must apologise to the 
House for the time I have occupied, that 
something is still due to the Island, not 
only because, as my hon. friend has stated, 
of the large amount of Dominion capital 
which has been expended in building 
interoceanic lines for the Provinces 
genera with which Prince Edward 
sland is identified to the extent of one- 
fortieth part, but the trade which we had 
before we entered Confedoration has been 
annihilated by the policy which has been 
adopted. It has had this undoubted effect 
on Prince Edward Island; it has destroyed 
our old trade with British ports, a trade 
which was conveyed in our own ships for 
the most part, and returned it almost to 
our own doors. That trade has been 
annihilated, and we are not in a position 
to avail ourselves of any advantages which 
we are offered as indemnity for that loss, 
because we cannot get across those Straits 
with regularity in winter. Itis for that 
reason, [ say, that it is essential, even 
though the Government should take hold 
of the proposal of the hon. gentleman 
from Alberton, that they should obtain a 
favorable report as to building the subway 
or tunnel, that something should be done 
during the interim that must unavoidably 
elapse betore that tunnel could be in 
itor and the interests of Prince 
idward Island demand that an improve- 
ment in the service in the Straits should 
be provided for in that interval. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I look upon the 
question before the House as being one of 
the greatest importance to Prince Edward 
Island that could possibly come before Par- 
liament, and I think also that it is one of 
very great importance to the Senate of the 
Dominion of Canada as well. You are awure 
that Prince Edward Island did not enter the 
Union at the time of the Vonfederation of 
other Provinces. That wasa Union which 
took place in 1867, and although the first 
meeting, as I said on a former occasion, to 
bring about that Union, took placein Prince 
Edward Island, yet the terms then pro- 
posed on which to effect the union were 
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not considered applicable and acceptable 
to the people of that Province, and the 
consequence was that the Union took place 
between Canada, Nova Scotia and New 


~ Brunswick, while Prince Edward Island 


did not come into the Union until six years | 
afterwards, in 1873. Lt was well known, 
however, not only to the Dominion of 
Canada at that time, but also to the people 
of Prince Edward Island, that it was the 
earnest desire of the whole people of this 
Canada of ours, as well as the desire of 
the British Government and the British 
poor 6 that a Confederation of all the 
ritish Provinces should take place, and 
overtures were repeatedly made and efforts 
ut forth to induce not only Newfoundland, 
ut Prince Edward Island also, to enter the 
Union from 1867 to 1873. In 1869 I 
think was the first time that a pro- 
position came to the Island embodying the 
terms which are now uvder consideration. 
and I think it is well worth considering a 
little closely the peculiar wording of the 
terms of Union embodied in the resolution 
of my hon. friond from Alberton. Before 
doing so I may say, however, that one of 
the reasons why Prince Edward Island did 
not enter into the Union with the other 
Provinces was principally owing to her 
isolation. We said we had in Prince 
Edward Island a people as intelligent, as 
well qualified, and as strong armed as any 
in the rest of this Dominion, but owing to 
our isolation for half the year, being cut 
off from the markets of the other Prov- 
inces, it is impossible for Prince Edward 
Island to enter into the race with the other 
Provinces while this barrier is in the way. 
In 1869, the Dominion Governmenc offered 
to remove this burrier, in the terms of 
Union now under consideration. I wish 
to call the attention of this House to the 
peculiar wording of the terms, and 1 was 
a little surprised and sorry to hear my 
hon. friend from Charlottetown state, for 
the first time in my recollection, that those 
terms simply meant steamship communi- 
cation, or communication by water. I can 
remember long enough back to recollect 
when these terms first came to Prince 
Edward Island, and I can understand the 
circumstances under which they were 
offered by the Government of the Province 
at that time. My hon. triend was leader 
of the Provincial Government at that time 
and he and his colleagues found themselves 
getting rather under water and they came 


_———_—_——— cS 


to the Dominion Government and asked 
for admission to the Confederation. They 
came to the Island and offered the terms 
that had been agreed upon to the people 
of the Island, and these were part of the 
terms. Very honestly and very properly 
the Government did not attempt to carry 
out the Union without submitting the 
terms to the people. They appealed to 
the people and I contested a constituency 
in opposition to the terms that those gen- 
tlemen had negotiated, because I did not 
believe that they were sufficient for the 
Province. I never heard during that 
campaign, and I have never heard up to 
this time, that the terms referred to keys 
meant simply and sulely communication 
by water. It is the first time that it has 
ever been stated in Prince Edward Island 
or here, but whatever the hon. gentleman’s 
Opinion may have been, or whatever ma 
have been the opinion of bis olleagnes T 
take it that it does not bind the people of 
Prince Edward Island. We must take 
the terms as they were submitted to the 
people and examine them as they are. 
There is not one word in them about water 
communication. They knew perfectly 
well or ought to. have known that it was 
impossible to maintain efficient and corti- 
nuous communication by water in the 
winter season. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I understond the 
hon. gentleman to say that these terms of 
Union that were originally agreed upon 
were not accepted by the people—that the 
Government was defeated. id the hon. 

entleman when he made his terms of 
nion understand that the communication 
was to be by means of a tunnel or subway ? 


Hon. Me. PROWSE—If the hon. gentle- 
man will wait he cau have an opportunity 
to reply afterwards. The people of the 
Province did not accept the terms negoti- 
ated by my hon. friend, and they returned 
a party to power which negotiated better 
terms with the Dominion Government. I 
may say, however, that there was no 
change made in this particular part of the 
terms. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—The first pro- 
posal to give Prince Edward Island steam 
communication all the year round occur- 
red in 1869, That was at the period when 
what are called Better Terms were pro- 
posed. Subsequently, when the same Gov- 
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ernment came to Ottawa on a deputation, | other Provinces enjoy between themselves. 
other terms were proposed which were | The objection may be raised against this 
accepted, and when the Government went| contention that we have slept upon our 
to the country they were defeated. rights, that we have not been as energetic 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—That is what Ili2 pushing for our rights in this respect 
have just been stating. Now, Fun de ine Eel Rois ie ee ee re 
what the offer is, because I take it we are ARR . ae = Rt ee à al 
bound by the terms as they appear in the Jus ? = 


oer events, for the way we have deferred 
rt el meatal ie opinions of pressing our claims unduly up to the 


present time. I may say further in refer- 
It being 6 o’clock the Speaker left the | ence to the terms, that it appears to me 
chair. 


that the gentlemen who penned that 
clause of the terms of Union and 
agreed to it were not themselves fully 
satisfied as to the way that those terms 
should be carried out. No doubt it was in 
their minds at the time that it might be 
done by navigation, but the terms are so 
worded that if they fuiled to do it in that 
way they would accomplish it some other 
way, and I think they were justified in 
coming to that conclusion. It was not 


After Recess. 


Hon. Me. PROWSE resumed his speech. 
He said: Just previous to recess I was 
about to give my views of the literal and 
common-sense way in which I read the 
terms of Union embodied in the resolu- 
tion now before the Senate. In my opin- 
ion it does not necessarily follow that the 
words “steam service” mean communica- 
tion by steamship. I have no fault to find | unreasonable to expect that tunnels might 
with the words in the terms of Union.'be built of that length to connect one 
They are comprehensive enough to include| portion of land with another. Only a 
communication by steamship or any other/short time ago a project was started in 
way in which steam can be applied for the| England to have railway communication 
purpose of accomplishing the object in| between England and France by a sub-way 
view. It is guaranteed that we shall have | or tunnel, and there were two companies 
established and maintained an efficient fully prepared to carry out that under- 
steam service. Now, I like the term|taking. A good deal of preliminary work 
“efficient ” in connection with this service.| was accomplished by one of those com- 
I take it that means effectual or something | panies at least, and was only put a stop to 
that causes effects. Now, what is the | by the British Government ntoienie end 
effect that is sought for in the terms of|saying that it should not be done. ith 
Cuion? It is steam service for the con-| reference to the unforeseen difficulties that 
veyance of mails and passengers between | might arise in the way of springs of water, 
the Island and the mainland, winter and | referred to by my hon. friend from Queen’s 
summer—efiicient steam service for the| County, I wonder that the hon. gentleman 
purpose of placing the Island in continuous | did not go further and say that this sub- 
communication with the mainland. ‘ Con-| way might be destroyed by an earthquake. 
tinuous” is another word that is accept-| There is no enterprise that a man can 
able to me as an Islander. No better enter into that is free from such unforeseen 
word could be used there, because if the| difficulties. The farmer might as well 
service is not continuous it would be no|say that it would be useless for him to 
better than it was before, but it indicates |sow bis grain, because he does not know 
such communication as the other Provinces whether Providence will send him sun- 
enjoy—placing the Island in continuous | shine and showers to give him a harvest. 
communication with the Intercolonial| We have to face those difficulties in ever 
Railway and the railway system of the undertaking in life, and I do not thin 
Dominion. That is, I take it, really to| there is any greater difficulty in the way 
have continuous communication with! in that respect considering the magnitude 
those railways not only for the convey-|and importance of the question, than 
ance of mails and passengers but for the/ there is in many other matters that people 
ordinary trade and commerce of the undertake. Reference was made to the 
country, so as to give us the same privi-| difficulties encountered in building the 
leges and advantages for trade as the|tunnel under the Severn; the great diffi- 
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culties experienced by the engineers in 
that undertuking will help us in this 
matter, because we can profit by their 
experience, They know better now than 
ever they did before how to overcome 
difficulties of that kind. I stated that 
there were some wood and sufficient rea- 
sons why the Local Governments and the 
Province as a whole did not unduly press 
their élaims up to the present time. In 
the first place, it was an untried scheme. 
For the first year or two the Government 
only placed on the route a boat offered to 
them by some gentlemen in Nova Scotia 
or New Brunswick, and she was found, 
after a year’s trial, to be totally unfit for 
the service. Then the Dominion Govern- 
ment bought a steamer which was under 
construction at the time, intended, I think, 
for the winter navigation of the St. Law- 
rence. She was completed and called the 
“Northern Light” and placed on the 
route. The people gave them an oppor- 
tunity to test the capabilities of that 
steamer and see if she could accomplish 
the work. She did good service, but it 
was demonstrated from the first that she 
did not fulfil the terms of Union and was 
not satisfactory on the whole, Then came 
the great undertaking of building the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, which taxed 
the resources of the Dominion, and we 
know that the Government of the day 
was handicapped and opposed by the 
great monopolies of the world. It 
took men ot great minds and strong 
resolution to overcome all the difficulties 
they had to face in_ building that 
railway, and it would have been un- 
generous on the part of the Island to press 
their claims on the Government while 
their hands were full with an important 
work. Then, when the railway was com- 
pleted, they had another difficulty almost 
as great, the rebellion in the North-West. 
During that time the Island did not press 
on the Government the claims of the Pro- 
vince in this regard, but in 1881 they began 
to agitate this question. They brought it 
to the notice of the Dominion Govern- 
ment by an Address passed by both 
branches of the Legislature in the Session 
of 1881, which was acknowledged by the 
Dominion Government. They did not pro- 
mise to undertake the work, they did not 
ask that a tunnel should be built or 
that a better steamer should be put on the 
route, but simply that the terms of Union 


should be carried out. In response to that 
address the Government of Prince Edward 
Island received the following reply, dated 
the 16th of April, 1881 :— 


‘6 OTTAWA, 16th April, 1881. 

‘‘ Srz,—I aim directed to acknowledge the receipt of 
your despatch of the 7th instant, enclosing a Jomt 
Address of the Legislative Council and House of As- 
sembly of the Province of Prince Edward Island, m 
reference to the establishment and maintenance of 
steam service for the conveyance of mails and pas- 
sengers between that Province and the mainland. 

‘*T have the honor to be, Sir, 
‘ Your obedient servant, 
‘““EDOUARD J. LANGEVIN, 
“ Under Secretary of State.” 


The next step taken by the Govern- 
ment of Prince Edward Island was to cause 
a despaich to be sent by the Lieutenant 
Governor of that Province, dated the 28th 
February, 1882, calling the attention of 
the Dominion Government to the address 
that had been passed by the Legislature of 
the Province the previous Session, which 
was acknowledged on the 8th of March, 
1882, in the following words :— 


‘OTTAWA, 8th March, 1882. 

‘Sr, —I have thedhonor to acknowledge the receipt 
of your despatch, No. 9, of the 28th ultimo, request- 
ing areply tothe Joint Address of the Legislative 
Council and House of Assembly of the Province of 
Prince Edward Island, passed during their last Ses- 
sion, respecting continuous communication between 
that Province and the Mainland Provinces of the 
Dominion. 


‘*T have the honor to be, Sir, 
‘“ Your obedient servant, 


“EDOUARD J. LANGEVIN, 
‘© Under Seerctary of State.” 


Next came on the 31st January, 1883, a 
minute of the Executive Council, the last 
clause of which [ will read, showing that 
the Island Government were fully alive to 
the rights of that Province to a fulfil- 
ment of the terms of Union. The last 
clause is as follows :— 


‘The Council in Committee fee] that the Govern- 
ment of Canada are justly chargeable with a most 
serious violation of the terms of Union in this respect ; 
hey desire, once more, to bring the matter promin- 
ently before Your Excellency in Council, with the 
earnest hope that the ensuing Session of Parliament 
will not be allowed to pass without the adoption of 
effective measures for the immediate fulfilment of the 
Terms of Confederation ; they us that they may 
be furnished with a reply to the Address of the\ 
Council and Assembly herein referred to, as well as 
to this Minute, in sufficient time to submit the same 
to the Legislature of this Province, at the ap - 
ing session thereof. Should the Dominion Govern- 
ment fail to comply with the just request of this 
Province, its Government will reluctantly com- 
pelled to lay the grievances complained of at the foot 
of the Throne, and to ire for redress to Her 
Majesty the Queen, as one of the parties to the Artic- 


les of Confederation.” 
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Durin 
sent 
Dominion Government and to urge the 


the same year a delegation was 
om the Province to wait on the 


claims of the Province. After the delega- 
tion had returned on the 27th March they 
caused a telegram to be sent to the 
Dominion Government asking for a reply 


to their several Addresses and Minutes of 


Council. The telegram is as follows. 
‘ CHARLOTTETOWN, 27th March, 1883. 
** To the Secretary of State, Ottawa : 

** Required immediately to la 
ture now in Session, Dominion Government’s answer 
to Joint Address of Legislature of April, 1881, relative 
to steam communication with mainland, and also to 
Minute of Council of January last upon the same sub- 
ject. 


_T, HEATH HAVILAND, 
‘6 Lieutenant Governor.” 


To this they received a reply stating 
that the subject was under consideration. 
Now we gained an important step in that 
communication. We had the assurance 
given us then for the first time that this 
matter was under the consideration of the 
Government. On the 18th April, 1884, 
the Legislature passed a second Address, 
and I may say that although party spirit 
runs high in the Island, these Addresses 
were passed unanimously by both political 
parties in the Legislature. On a question 
of this kind they were united as one man. 
The answer to this second Address is dated 
the 24th April, and is as follows :— 
‘*Orrawa, 24th April, 1884. 


‘*Sin,—I have the honor to poles lege the re- 
ceipt of your Despatch No. 8, of the 18th instant, 
transmitting, in order that the said may be laid before 
His Excellency the Grovernor (reneral, a Joint Address 
from the islative Council and House of Assembly 
of Prince Edward Island, on the subject of an efficient 
steam service for the conveyance of mails and passen- 
gore Derren that Province and the Mainland of the 
inion, winter and summer, and to state that this 
matter will receive due consideration. 
‘ I have the honor to be, Sir, 
‘ Your obedient servant, 
‘“G. POWELL, 
‘* Under Secretary of State.” 


Following that there was a Minute of 


Council passed on the 20th February, 1885, 
which was acknowledged on 6th March, 
1885, and the same expression is used, that 
it will receive due consideration. In the 
Session of 1885 an Address was passed by 
the Legislature to Her Majesty the Queen, 
in which the whole question is so concisely 
put that [ will venture upor the time of 
the House to read it. The Address is as 
follows :— 

‘* To the Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty : 


‘* Most GRACIOUS SOVEREIGN,— We, your Majesty’s 
most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Legislative Coun- 


before the Legisla- | th 


cil and House of Assembly of Prince Edward Island, 
in General Assembly convened, humbly approach your 
Majesty and 2 that : 

“1 Prince Edward Island entered the Confederation 
of the Dominion of Canada upon the lst July, 1878, 
on certain terms and conditions set forth in the Order 
of Your Majesty in Council, dated 26th June, 1873, 
and of which terms the following is one :—‘ The 
Dominion Government shall assume and defray all 
the charges for the following service, viz. :— Efficient 
steam service for the conveyance of mails and passen- 
gers, to be established and maintained between the 

sland and the mainland of the Dominion, winter 
and summer, thus placing the Island in continuous 
communication with the Intercolonial Railway and 
e railway system of the Dominion.’ 
2. ing no winter season since the time of the 
said Union has the service provided by the Dominion 
Government been efficient, or the communication with 
the mainland continuous. 

“3. The Dominion Government having shown no 
sufficient disposition to fulfil their obligation towards 
the [sland in this matter, we are reluctantly compelled 
to approach Your Majesty, as one of the parties to 
the articles of Confederation, and pray Your Majesty’s 
intervention to obtain for us that justice to which, as 
a Province of Canada, we are entitled by the terms 
of Union. 

“4 Prince Edward Island is separated from the 
mainland Provinces of Canada by the Strait of 
Northumberland, and during the winter season, which 
generally begins about the first of December and lasts 
until the end of April, the harbors and rivers are 
frozen, while the passage of the Strait is impeded, 
though at no time wholly prevented, by floating ice. 
Previous to the Union the only connection with the 
mainland during winter was by means of ordinary 
boats, dragged across the drifting .ice and propelled 
by oars through the stretches of open water between 
Cape Traverse and the Island, and Cape Tormentine 
in New Brunswick—a distance of nine miles. 

‘6. During the first winter after Confederation 
(1878-74) no attempt was made by the Dominion 
Government to provide such steam service. rin, 
the two subsequent years (1874-75, 1875-76) an ol 
wooden steamboat, which had for years been e 
in ordinary navigation, but without a single qualifi- 
cation tofit her for the winter navigation of the Strait, 
was placed u the route between Georgetown, one 
of the Island ports, and Pictou, in the Province of 
Nova Scotia ; and, as was to be expected, she utterly 
failed in the service required of her. At the com- 
mencement of the winter of 1876-77 a new steamer 
called the ‘‘ Northern Light ” was placed upon thisroute. 
This steamer was not constructed for the service, but 
was designed for another purpose, and therefore her 
work can be regarded only in the light of an experi- 
ment. 

‘6. Theservice performed by the ‘Northern Light ” 
has been most unsatisfactory, her trips being irregular 
and the accommodation she afforded has been neither 
continuous nor efficient. According to the official 
returns for the last four peers there has been an 
average in each winter of sixty-four days during 
which she has been entirely laid up. Nor does this 
furnish any idea of the irregularity of her tripe before 
she entirely ceased running in each of these years 
but only of the continued period when she was laid 
up and inoperative. At times she has been ice-bound 
for periods ranging from ten to twenty-four days, to 
the imminent danger of passengers and mails. Upon 
one occasion, four years ago, some of the passengers 
—among them women and children—were forced, after 
remaining on board several days, to leave her and 
walk a distance of many miles to the shore, when 
night overtaking them they received injuries from 
cold and ex which resulted ultimately in the 
death of one of the party. 


! 
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7. During the time when the ‘‘Northern Light ” is 
laid up the people of the Island are obliged to resort 
to the old method of crossing between the Capes 
(Traverse and Tormentine) already described, a route 
attended with many hardships and great danger. In 
the month of January last a party of twenty-two 
persons were detained on the ice for two days and one 
nine in an attempt to make the passage, when they 
suffered most severely from cold and exposure—the 
majority of them being badly frozen—and several 
have since suffered amputation of their limbs as a 
result of the injuries then received. 

‘8. One of the one pal inducements held out to 
the people of this Island to enter the Confederation, 
was the promise contained in that clause of the terms 
of Union quoted at the opening of this memorial, 
and they naturally expected that a union with the 
Dominion would bring thein uninterrupted communi- 
ca ion at all seasons of the year with the rest of Can- 
ada and the world. They believed that they would, 
therefore, enjoy equal facilities for intercourse with 
the other Provinces as those Provinces enjoyed be- 
tween themselves, and that thenceforth they would 
pe pal in many benefits and advantages accruing 

m the Intercolonial Railway and ather public works 
upon the mainland, from which they previously 
been debarred for a great portion of the year. Cut 
off, as they had always been for nearly five months of 
the twelve, from all communication with the main- 
land, except by a most uncertain and dangerous route, 
the promise of continuous rommunication with the 
Intercolonial Railway and the railway system of the 
Dominion was, indeed, a strong incentive to them to 
oo their self-government and unite with Can- 

a. 


9. The inconvenience and loss which they have 
suffered in consequence of the failure of the Domin- 
ion Government to provide them with the efficient 
communication promised, are incalculable, while the 
disappointment to their reasonable expectations has 
not tended to enhance, in their estimation, the value 
of a connection with the Dominion, but on the con- 
trary, has awakened a feeling of discontent which, 
though a matter of regret, is not unnatural under the 
circumstances. Were it only the transport of freight 
and merchandise that were stopped during the winter, 
they would have good reason to complain of bein 
precluded from the benefits of the Intercolonial an 
other age which their more fortunate neighbors 
on the mainland enjoy ; but their chief grievances is 
that, in direct violation of the solemn compact upon 
which they entered Confederation, and to which 
Your Majesty was graciously pleased to be a party, 
the Dominion Government have not provided that 
efficient or continuous means whereby mails and - 
engers can be transported to and from the mainland. 

‘10. The people of this Province, we submit, have 
just grounds of complaint at the inaction of the Do- 
minion Government, and at the extraordinary apath 
which has been shown in regard to the interest of this 
Island, in the matter of communication with the 
mainland. Nine winters have passed since the ‘‘ North- 
ern Light ” was first placed on the route, and, notwith- 
standing the fact that her inefficiency for the service 
was apparent from the outset, no other steps have 
been taken to fulfil the terms of Uuion. From the 
time the ‘‘ Northern Light ” ceases running until she 
again resumes her trips, a period averaging, as already 
mentioned, sixty-four days each year, the Post Office 
Department transinits the mails by the route between 
Capes Traverse and Tormentine, and during this 
period in each year, the Dominion Government have, 
at no time since Confederation, made any provisions 
whatever, for the transport of passengers, who are 
forced to make such arrangements as best they can 
for crossing to and from the mainland. This unac- 
countable neglect on the part of the Government of 
Canada is the most direct violation of the terms of 





ir 


Union which we are called upon to represent to Your 
Majesty. Moreover the Dominion Government have 
established no communication between the Intercol- 
onia]l Railway and Cape Tormentine, so that travellers 
are compelled in passing between these points, to 
drive in open sleighs a distance of forty miles, in the 
coldest and most storm rtion of the year. Be- 
tween Cape Traverse and the line of the Prince Ed- 
ward Island Railway, a distance of about twelve 
miles, railway connection has been opened, and that 
but partially only this winter, although provided for 
by Parliament three years ago. 

‘‘1L The derangement of business consequent upon 
the irregularity of the mail service, when for many 
days at a times no communication is had with the 
rest of Canada, exercises a most ag elses effect upon 
the interests of the Island. The hardships of trav- 
elling, which only the strong and robust are able to 
endure, and the dangers attendant upun the present 
mode which have been most painfully exemplified this 
winter, are other disadvantages from which the peo- 
ple of this Province suffer inost acutely. 

‘12. The feeling that they are being unjustly 
treated is not without strong foundation. In order 
to fulfil the terms of Union with British Columbia, 
a Province of less than 15,000 of a population, ex- 
clusive of Indians and Chinese, Canada has con- 
tracted for the construction of nearly 3,000 miles of 
ran ey at a cost of more than eighty millions of 

ollars. 


Hon, Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That 
statement about the white population of 
British Columbia is wrong. At that time 
there were at least 60,000 white people in 
the Province. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I have seen simi- 
lar figures to these frequently quoted and 
have never known the statement to be 
contradicted before. 


Hon. Me. MACDONALD (B.C.) —I 
have never heard or seen thcse figures 
before. = 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—At all events the 
white population of British Columbia was 
not at that time as large as the population 
of Prince Edward Island, or anything near 
it. I have some recollection that British 
Columbia was admitted to the Union on 
an assumed population of 60,000, but I am 
quite satisfied the stutement here made is 
correct. The Address continues: 


“This gigantic undertaking is being pushed for- 
ward at a rate unparalleled in the world’s history, and 
a vast expenditure is being made, and still more is 
contemplated, in acquiring and subsidizing other rail- 
roads and in forging the Jinks to bind the scattered 
Provinces from the Atlantic to the Pacific; yet the 
fulfilment of the terms of Union with this Island, by 
providing the means of communication over a Strait, 
only nine miles wide, is postponed from year to year, 
without any thought, it would seem, that thereby a 
sacred obligation 1s being violated, and an immense 
injury being done to a large body of people. 

‘13. This grievance of which we here complain has 
been espeatedly brought to the notice of the General 
Government, while, session after session, the repre- 
sentatives of the Island in the Dominion Parliament 





The Prince Edward [APRIL 17, 1890.] Island Subway. 343 


———._ —_ 2 — —_—_ 


have called attention to the non-fulfilment by Canada ne and discussin g the matter with 


of her pled faith with this Island. In 1881 we 
addressed the Governor General in Council upon the that able statesman and the representa- 


subject, and prayed for the adoption of measures to| tive of Canada in London, Sir Charles 
remedy the state of affairs complained of as well as Tupper, Earl Granville sent a very satis- 


compensation for the loss sustained on account of the - 
non-fulfilment of the terms of Union. This Address factory despatch to the Dominion Gov- 


was duly acknowledged, but no practical results fol- | ernment, which I will refer to further on. I 
lowed, and upon the notice of the Dominion Govern- may say that the importance of this com- 


sa oui ey rein ty Pee ied kod Lae “that the | ™Munication to Prince Edward Island can 


question was under their consideration. Again last scarcely be realized by those who live in 
year we addressed His Excellency in Council with a | other parts of the Dominion. Agriculture 


e petition, and claiming five millions of dollars for |. ; À . 
the loss sustained to that time on account of the non- | is the leading industry of Prince Edward 


ene | the said term, and ie also Le te Island, that and the fisheries. We have 

minion Government that we then approac them x ; ‘ - 

for the last time, and that unless a favorable answer only from four to six weeks 10 which to 

was accorded without delay, Your Majesty's inter- | transpgrt our large quantities of agricul- 
tural products after they are harvested— 


ference would be invoked. yond a simple acknow- 


ene cin ee cho Dot Pebraann Inst the Foo | you may almost say that they have to be 
tive Council of this Island called the attention of the | exported within three weeks, We have 


Dominion Government to the various steps which; ag limited market for this produce, Nova 
had been taken by the Island to obtain a settlement Scotia being our best customer and next 


of the question, and reminded them of the decision at : : ; 
which we had arrived. last year to appeal to Your|to that the United States. We invariably 


Majesty, and that no alternative was left except to find that while the produce of the Island 


carry that determination into effect. To this Minute ; ‘ ‘ , i 
the same unsatisfactory answer was received, which ai being expoi tod from every harbor in 


has been invariably given. Copies of the correspond- | the Province, it gets into the markets 
ue ae to will be tranemitted to Your Majesty | about the same time, and the result is that 

“14. In this the twelfth year of their connection prices immediately drop 25 per cent. or 
with the Dominion, instead of enjoying that efficient | more in a few days. Add to this the 
and continuous steam communication with the main- | inconvenience that the people suffer for 
land which was guaranteed them, the people of Prince t of tabl 1s for tran mae 
Edward are, fora very considerable portion of the, Want OF SUILADIC Vessels ansporta 
year, dependent upon the mode which their fathers tion, there is such a demand that the 
Initiated upwards of sixty years ago, before steam | frejrhis advance 100 per cent. Vessels 


wer was ever applied for purposes of locomotion. 3 . 
During thane tealve ire they have patiently that you can secure in the middle of 


awaited the fulfilment by the General Government of summer for $200 you capnot get in the 


the terms of Union in this particular, until we are ; 
reluctantly constrained to say that the Dominion fall of the y ORE for the Same voyage for less 
Government have evinced a marked indifference not | than $400. Looking at it in this way, you 


only for the welfare of this Island, but for the sanc-|see the great disadvantage it is to the 


tity of their own obligation as well. “ ) 
À Satisfied that this state of things cannot longer peo le of Pi Hace Edward Island to be 
continue without a breach of that hewnoiy which is | Without communication that we were pro- 


Fe are eae pee tne Ede pais ne er mised at the time of the Union. The 
eee eee a Ce np ene ee ee PNG uate’ | result of our produce being forced into the 

unjustly, and its prosperity seriously retarded, we resul 0 P ice being Tor 

appeal to Your Majesty, and hambly pray. that you | adjoining markets is to immediately demo- 

ull take the premises into your most gracious con- malice these markets and bring down the 


sideration, and require that justice be done by the . . ° ‘ 
Government of Canada to your Majesty’s loyal Tul prices. Then again we also suffer in our 
jects of this Province, by the immediate establish-|1mports. Unlike the retailers in other 


ment and maintenance of efficient steam service for parts of the Dominion, who buy supplies 


the conveyance of mails and Bete penses they require them, we have to lay in 


Island and the mainland of the Dominion, both win- : ; : 
ter and summer, 80 as to place the Island in continu- | our stock of imports five or six months in 
advance, 


ous communication with the Intercolonial Railway 
and the railway system of the Dominion ; and further, Thi Ul adil d a 

that Your rie will be pleased to require that the 18 you Wi readily understand 18 à 
Government uf Canada compensate this Island for | very great risk, a great loss to the people 
the loss which has resulted to its inhabitants, by rea-| of P;ince Edward sland, and the people 


of th -fulfilment of the te f Confedera- i ‘ 
tian: in the particular complained ofherein | feel it most keenly. Previous to 1879 our 


Certified, loss was very serious indeed, for the cause 
pene EP 4.c.H.A.”| Which I have already stated ; but in 1879 

a new policy was adopted by the Dominion 

I may say that that Address was sup- Government, a policy which I, for one, have 
ried by a delegation from the Local | always believed in—a policy for the Dom- 
overnment, and after having had several |inion; and that was to encourage home 
interviews with Earl Granville on the; manufactures and provide employment for 
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our own people, a home market for our 
own produce and the products of our man- 
ufactories. But it has had a contrary effect 
on the people of Prince Edward Island. 
Nature has debarred us from the markets 
of the world for five months of the year by 
the ice which surrounds Prince Edward 
Island. The National Policy steps in and 


we have more thun double the amount of 
money in the Savings Bank per head of 
the population of our Province than any 
other Brovinte of the Dominion. Even 
during the past year while the amount of 
the deposits in the Savings Bank of every 
every other Province in Canada have de- 
creased, they have increased in Prince 


prevents us from trading with other partsof| Edward Island. The following is a com- 


the world for the other seven months and 
obliges us to trade principally, if not en- 
tirely with the other Provinces. How neces- 
sary then it is to us, therefore, that the Do- 
minion should give us every opera of 
exchanging our products with those of the 
other Provinces—an advantage which the 
latter have now for some years enjoyed. 
Our loss in this respect cannot be valued 
or computed in dollars and cents. We 
have as industrious, as intelligent and as 
thrifty a population in Prince Edward 
Island for our numbers as can be found 
in any part of the Dominion of Canada. 
There is no reason why Prince Edward 
Island should not be one of the manufac- 
turing centres of this Dominion. We have 
access, and close access, to the magnificent 
coal fields of Pictou, in Nova Scotia and 
Cap Breton. We are in close proximity 
to the iron mines of Londonderry, and 
we have in Prince Edward Island the 
advantages of cheapor food for operatives 
than in any other portion of the Dominion, 
and if we had the same facilities for inter- 
course with the markets of the Continent 
that the other Provinces enjoy we have 
not the slightest doubt that lai ge manufac- 
tories would have been established in 
Prince Edward Island long before now. 
But we are debarred from that because 
we are excluded, for want of proper 
communication, from the markets of the 
Dominion for five months of the year, and 
by the National Policy from the markets 
of the world for the remaining seven 
months of the year. To show that we 
are not lacking in enterprise we have gone 
into manufactures there, all that the 
people can possibly undertake, or that 
there are facilities for carrying out suc- 
cessfully. Fisheries are successfully car- 
ried on; we have lobster factories perhaps 
second to none in North America, and, as 
for starch factoiies, there is more starch 
manufactured in Prince Edward Island, 
five times over, than in all the rest of the 
Dominion put together, We have boot 
and shoe factories and cloth factories, and 


arative statement of the deposits in the 
Savings Banks of the Dominion, for the 
year ended 30th June last. 


SAVING BANKS, 1888- 1889. 


1888 1889 Decrease. 
Ontario....... 8 794,926.97 8 752,705.15 8 42,221.82 
Manitoba..... 527.14 892 56,490.15 


948, 527. 92,036. 
British Col’bia. 1,628,968.80 1,598.945.89 30,022.91 
N.-Brunswick  6,269,587.77 6,046,345.76 224,242.01 
Nova Scotia... 8,879,584.88 §,411,511.17 468,073.71 
P. E. Island... 2,160,430.05 2,224,390 


Increase $83,960.10 


What is the reason of this decrease of 
deposits in all the other Provinces? It is 
owing to the rate ofinterest being reduced 
from 4 to 34 per cent? I have heard it 
stated in this House before now, even this 
session I heard it in another place, that 
the deposits in the Savings Banks are no 
indication ofthe prosperity of the country. 
We have to deposit in the Savings Bank of 
Prince Edward Island because we have no 
opportunity of investing money in manu- 
factures, to send them to other countries 
where they can be sold. In addition to 
that I may say there is money seeking 
investment in Prince Edward Island, but 
there is no opportunity to invest it. We 
have money invested in Nova Scotia and 
in New Brunswick in sugar refineries, 
cotton factories, insurance companies and 
bank stock, which, if we had the commu- 
nication with the mainland that was guar- 
auteed us at Confederation, would be in- 
vested in our own Province, developing 
our own resources and establishing new 
industries in Prince Edward Island. Our 
loss in that way cannot be fully realized. 
We cannot estimate it in dollars and cents. 
If we had this communication to-morrow, 
we would not be even then in the same 
position as the older Provinces. Since 1879 
the manufactures of the other Provinces 
have been fostered and encouraged by the 
National Policy, markets have been opened 
up and secured to them in every way, and 
if we had communication now established 
we would have to compete against these 
older establishments of the upper Pro- 
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vinces and our operatives would have to 
learn their business. I say, in this regard, we 
have euffered immenscly forthe want of 
communication up to the present time, and 
when the time does come there will be a 
heavy bill for compensation to be settled 
for the losses sustained by our Province, 
through the non-fulfilment of the terms ot 
Confederation. Hon. gentlemen may laugh, 
but all I have to say to these gentlemen is, 
if my argument does not bear criticiem, if 
I have stated anything that is untrue or 
misleading, I would like them to say where 
itis. But I would suggest to them to 
place themselves in the same position 
that we in Prince Edward Island occupy. 
Shut off Nova Scotia from the rest 
of the Dominion for five months of 
the year, having only the same access 
to e other Provinces that we now 
have in ice-boats across the Straits 
of Northumberland, and sbut out from 
the rest ofthe world for seven months 
of the year, I ask them what their 
loss would be? Iam astonished to hear 
hon. gentlemen laugh at a proposition of 
this kind. I think that we, in the Senate, 
should see that the small Provinces, pow- 
erless to help themselves by force of num- 
bers, shall have their terms of union car- 
ried out, ur that we should be supported 
in our demands by the Senate of Canada. 
It is not my intention to say in what way 
the terms of union shall be carried out. 
That is a matter, I take it, for the Domi- 
nion Government to investigate into the 
way in which these terms of union can best 
be carried out. If they can be carried 
out with a moderate expense—if the Gov- 
ernment can fulfil the terms of union by 
means of navigation, we shall be satisfied. 
The less cost the better we would be 
pleased, but we think they must be car- 
ried out. We have a right to expect it 
and must insist upon it. I have no fault 
to find with thesteamer “Stanley,” she is an 
able steamer—an expensive steamer, but 
Ido say that the service she is render- 
ing Prince Edward Island is not equal to 
the cost of the steamer—that if we can get 
no better service and no greater good to 
the Province, it is a pity to see such a 
steamer being forced through ice when 
she ought to be very well secured in the 
harbor. That she is able to do good ser- 
vice for a month later in the fall, and pos- 
sibly a month earlier in the spring, | do 
not deny, but to force that fine steamer 
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through vast fields of ice in winter is a 
waste of public money, and if it was given 
to Prince Edward Island for some other 
purposes, and allow the mails and passen- 
gers to be taken across the straits by some 
other route it would be better than to see 
it squandered in destroying the “Stanley”, 
as she will be destroyed in a few years if 
forced across the straits at a time when no 
such vessel should be forced across. 

With these remarks I trust that the 
House will sce the reasonableness of the 
proposition that has been made to havea 
thorough investigation instituted by the 
Government to ascertain in what way the 
terms of union will be carried out 80 as to 
place the peuple of the Island in the same 
position that the people of the other Pro- 
vinces occupy. And to-day that it will 
endorse the recommendation and the 
wishes of Earl Granville after hearing the 
whole question discussed before him when 
he said : 

‘6 The expectations of the Province in regard to 


the establishment of a constant and efficient cummu- 
nication with the mainland have not been fulfilled.” 


‘‘ There seems to be reason for doubting whether 
any really satisfactory connection by steamship can 
be regularly maintained all the year around, which 
makes it all the more important that the proposed 
mnetallic subway should receive a full and, if feasible, 
favorable consideration on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion.” 

‘*It would reflect great credit ou the Dominion 
Government if after connecting British Columbia with 
the Eastern Provinces by the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way it should now be able to complete its system of 

ilway communication by an extension to Prince 

Edward Island.” : 
I may say it would be the crowning glory 
of the leader of the present Government 
after completing the union between all the 
separate Provinces of this Dominion, that 
he should fulfil its terms to the letter with 
Prince Edward Island. It would be a 
direct incentive to Newfoundland to join 
the Confederacy, which is the only thing 
wanting to complote the monument to the 
memory of the present Government and 
its Chieftain, Sir John A. Macdonald. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I should like the hon. 
gentleman, before finally closing, to give 
the information which I asked for during 
the course of his speech, and which he 
thought I had no right to ask, but which 
seems to me to be very pertinent to the 
question before the House: That is, whe- 
ther it was contemplated by any of the 

arties to the bargain between Prince 
ward Island and the Dominion that 


there should be a tunnel or subway built 
across the Straits of Northumberland ? 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—The hon. gentle 
man asks a question which would take a phi- 
losopher and more than a philosopher to 
answer. How it is possible for me to say 
what intention the delegates had in their 
minds? Our Government and people take 
the terms as they find them. I am no 
lawyer, but Ido claim to have a little 
common sense, and I take it that this is 
perhaps a good point in law, that where 
an agent or representative enters into a 
contract with another agent or represen- 
tive, for their employers, it does not matter 
what is in the mind of the agents. The 
important question is what ix in the body 
of the contract. 


Hon. Me. DEVER—Shylock once had a 
contract also. 


Hon. Me. PROWSE—These terms came 
before the people, and the people took 
them as they found them in print, and 
not as they were impressed upon the minds 
of the delegates who entered into the con- 
tract. There might be many considera- 
tions which would induce the agent to say : 
“ Put something in there that will please 
the people and satisfy the people and 
secure their votes, and I will do the best 
I can to get the people to consent to it if 
you will secure me afterwards.” There 
might be an arrangement of that kind, but 


here are the terms written in plain English, | 


well worded, and we only ask that these 
terms shall be carried out according to 


the reasonable acceptation of the agree-| 


ment. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The hon. gentleman 
says he is nota lawyer? Still he shows a 
certain amount of skill in evading the 

uestion. Leaving the agents aside, will 
the hon. gentleman say whether or not, 
about the time the terms were made for 
union with Prince Edward Island, it was 
stated by any one at that time that these 
terms involved the construction of x tunnel 
or subway? 


Hon. Me. PROWSE—We were never 
told that it would only be communication 
by water—by navigation. 


Hon. Me. READ—It might be an aerial 
communication. 








The Prince Edward [SENATE.] Island Subway. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—The hon. 
gentleman from Murray Harbor stated 
that the population of British Columbia 
when the Province entered the Confede- 
ration was only 15,000, and he declined to 
take my word for it that it was more than 
that. I would refer him to the Statutes of 
1872, sec. 3 of the British Columbia terms of 
Confederation. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—That does not prove 
that the population was 60,000. 


Hon. Mz. PROWSE—They were allowed 
to come in with a supposed population of 
60,000, but the population was not 60,000, 
and I must see the Census before I can 
believe it, because this document was 
prepared very carefully, and if any wrong 
assertion was made in it, it would be dis- 
covered. I have some recollection of the 
terms with British Columbia, and my 
recollection is that that Province was 
allowed to come in with a supposed popu- 
lation of 60,000. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This has been a 
Prince Edward Island day up to the present 
time, and I suppose we may as well make 
a whole day of it. I think that the terms 
of union between Prince Edward Island 
and Canada have to be regurded with 
respect to the state of engineering and 
scientific knowledge at the time the arran- 
gement was entered into. I am informed 


| on the very best authority, that is by the 


hon. gentleman from Charlottetown, that 
when the negotiations.took place between 
the two Governments, that hon. gentleman, 
who then led the Government of Prince 
Edward Island, proposed winter steam 
navigation; and Mfr now Sir Leonard 
Tilley, who was the delegate fron the Cana- 
ian Government, and who was dealing 
with the hon. gentleman from Charlotte- 
town, as representing the Prince Edward 
Island Government, in reply to the pro- 
rosal made on behalf of Prince Edward 
sland, spoke of the recent successful expe- 


| riment in keeping navigation open in winter 


between Quebec and Point Levi by means 
of a steamer, and Mr. Tilley inferred from 
it that there would be no greater difficulty 
in keeping navigation open across the 
Straits of Northumberland than there was 
in keeping the navigation of the St. Law- 
rence vpen. The terms used in the bargain 
were the terms adopted by the report of 
the Privy Council of Canada, and submitted 


~ 
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to the Island Government. They were 
accepted by the Island Government, and 
although an hon. gentleman has chosen 
to reflect somewhat on the hon. gen- 
tleman from Charlottetown, the fact 
is that this particular provision in the 
terms of union was accepted by both par- 
ties in Prince Edward Island. The idea of a 
subwaynever occurred to any ofthe parties, 
for the simple reason that at that time such 
structures were unknow>—unknown at 
least to all the parties to this arrangement, 
and the first time that a proposal fora 
subway came before Parliament, or before 
the public in any way, was at the instanco 
of the hon. gentleman from Alberton. The 
terms of union, as undorstood by both 
parties, were that an efficient steamer 
should ply between Prince Edward Island 
and the mainland. The hon. gentleman 
has spoken of the early efforta in this 
direction as being ineffectual. Then came 
the “Northern Light.” She was better 
than the vessels that had gone before her ; 
but after a while it was felt by the people 
of Prince Edward Island that the accom- 
modation afforded by her was not satis- 
factory, and this dissatisfaction found 
expression in the various documents read 
ty the hon. gentleman from Murray 

rbor and in some read by the bon. 
gentleman from Alberton. While the 
“ Northern Light ” was still running, the 
hon. gentleman from Alberton brought 
before this Chamber his proposal for a 
subway ; and up to that date I do not 
think it had ever been suggested by any 
one thatcommunication with the mainland 
should be by a subway ortunnel. The hon. 
gentleman from Alberton, I think, deser- 
ves a great deal of credit for the persistence 
withwhich he has brought this matter be- 
fore the pu blic, before the Government, and 
before this House ; and I am glad to see 
that he continues to bring it here. Since 
the hon. gentleman has agitated the sub- 
way question another steamer has been 
put on the route which, I understand, is 
more efficient than the “Northern Light,” 
but which is not quite satisfactory to the 
people of Prince Edward Island. But 
while it is perfectly true that the kon. 
gentleman from Alberton has done his 
best to see this subway—TI rather think 
from the way he speaks to-day he is not so 
clear about the subway, and thinks that a 
tunnel might be better—constructed, I do 
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the hon. gentleman from Charlottetown 
should be ignored. That hon. gentleman, 
ever since have had the honor of a seat 
in this House, has brought up nearly 
every session the question of the improve- 
ment of communication with Prince Ed- 
ward Island, and the memorial which he 
submitted to the Committee of the other 
House some years ago contained as much 
valuable information as any other docu- 
ment submitted by any oneindividual. No 
fault can be found with any of the gentle- 
men trom Prince Edward Island; and I 
think it is, to say the least, somewhat un- 
generous for the hon. gentleman from 
Murray Harbor to endeavor to reflect 
upon the conduct of the hon. gentleman 
from Charlottetown. The reflection is 
quite undeserved. Having said so much 
on the history of the question, I wish to 
say afew words as to my own views of 
the duty of the Dominion Government. I 
do not say that the Government have not 
complied with the terms cf Union. That 
is possibly a debatable question. Prince 
Edward Island people think that the Do- 
minion Government have not complied 
with the terms of Union, and the Domi- 
nion Government think they have—that 
they have done all that could be expected 
to establish a reasonable communication 
by water, and that that was allthey were 
bound to do. But I think, apart altogether 
from the terms of Union, it is the duty 
of the Dominion Government to give to 
the people of Prince Edward Island the 
best means of communication with the 
mainland that can be afforded at a reason- 
able cost. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—What is a rea- 
sonable cost ? 


Hon. Me. POWER—My opinion as to. 
what is a reasonable cost may not be the 
opinion of the majority of this House, and it 
may not be the opinion of the Government; 
but I shall select one criterion: The Domi- 
ion Parliament a little while ago voted asum: 
of something over $3,000,000 for the purpo- 
se of constructing an entirely useless work 
across the Isthmus of Chignecto—a work 
that was not asked for by any considera- 
ble number of persons—and I think it 
would certainly not be unreasonable for 
the Dominion Government to spend at 
least as large asumin securing a commu- 
nication with the 125,000 inhabitants of 


not think that it is fair that the offorts of | Princo Edward Island as they expended. 





for uo good purpose in that ship railway, 


I am not prepared to say that the Gov- 
ernment and the country would not be 
justified in spending a larger sum for that 
purpose. My own impression is that if 
this work could be done for about 85,000.- 
000 the Dominion Government would be 
quite justified in undertaking it. As the 
hon. gentleman from Alberton has shown, 
I think the country would not really lose 
very much if they constructed the work 
at that cost. With the rate of interest as 
low as it is at present, the probabilities 


are that the interest on the cost of con-. 


structing the work, ifthe principal was not 
more that $5,000,000. would not be much 
more than the annual cost of maintaining 
the existing service. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Not quite so 
much. 


Hon. Mz. POW ER—Therefore, I think, 
as fur as I could gather from the hon. 
gentleman, I substantially agree with him 
on that point. That is my view as to 
what the Government ought to do. As 
the hon. gentleman very properly said, 
the Government did not hesitate to spend 
something like $70,000,000 in obtainin 
the best method of communication wit 
the population on the Pacific coast, which 
certainly was not as great as that of 
Prince Edward Island. I say this, 
although | am to a certain extent speak- 
ing against my own interests, because 
the hon. gentleman from Murray Harbor 
has made it perfectly clear that if this 
communication beneath the Strait, or any 
other mode of communication between the 
mainland and Prince Edward Island, is 
established, which will be continuous and 
effective, the effect will be to make us in 
Halitax pay more for our oats and potatoes 
and other necessaries of life. But still 
Iam public spirited enough to be quite 
willing that Prince Edward Island should 
have imprdved communication with the 
mainland, even though we have to 
pay a little more for the produce 
we get from there. I was rathersurprised 
to hear as warm an advocate of the 
National Policy as the hon. gentleman 
from Murray Harbor, informing us that as 
far as Prince Edward Island is concerned 
the effect of that policy has been disas- 
trous. I am surprised at that; because 
the theory of the National Policy is that 
we should do our trading amongst our- 
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selves; and, when the people of Prince 
Edward Island are shut in for four or five 
months of the year, they have admirable 
facilities for trading amongst themselves. 
The Address to the Queen which the hon. 
gentleman read included a statement that 
there was no communication with Torment- 
ine. Since that Address to Her Majesty, rail- 
way communication has been made be- 
tween the Intercolonial Railway and Tor- 
mentine, so that things are gradually im- 
roving even under the present system. 
he hon. gentleman was obliged to admit 
also that although the present Govern- 
ment have been in power nearly 12 years, 
things are really not any better than they 
were when they came into office, notwith- 
standing all the promises which they made 
to the electors. It is well to have that 
frank avowal from the hon. gentleman. 
Now, with respect to the wording of the 
resolution before the House, I feel obliged 
to say that it is not satisfactory, and that 
it is not altogether what should commend 
itself to the jndgment of the House. In 
substance I think the resolution is right 
and proper, but I do not think that the 
wording of it is exactly what it might be. 
The resolution suggests to the favorable 
consideration of the Government: 


‘‘The 


sprotstmert of a Board of Civil Engineers, 
accustom 


to hydraulic works, and works altogether 
or principally in the water, with a view of ascertain- 
ing—Ist. The feasibility of construction and mainten- 
ance and the cost of a metallic subway across the 
Straits of Northumberland, commencing at or near 
Cape Traverse, in Prince Edward Island. 2nd. Any 
other plan which they can recommend to fulfil the 
terms of Confederation made with the Province of 
Prince Edward Island, viz.: ‘Toestablish and main- 
tain efficient steam service for the conveyance of 
mails and passengers between the Island and the 
Dominion, winter and summer, thus placing the Is- 
land in continuous communication with the Intercol- 
onial Railway and the railway system of the Dom- 
inion.” 

The Board of Civil Engineers, suggest- 
ed by the hon. gentleman from Charlotte- 
town, whilo they might be very proper 
persons to inquire into and report upon the 
feasibility of the construction of a aies 
might not be at all the persons best quali- 
fied to enquire into other means of main- 
taining communication ; and I also think 
that the general trend of feeling is against 
the subway, and that the general feeling is 
that if any submarine work is to be con- 
structed it should be a tunnel. The main 
objection to this resolution is that if 
adopted by this House it would bind us to 
a declaration that the terms of Union had 
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not been complied with by the Dominion 
Government. That is a question as to 
which there is a difference of opinion ; and 
I think the hon. gentleman from Alberton, 
if he wishes to secure any large support 
for his resolutionin the House, is unwise 
in keeping in that resolution a declaration 
as to which a great many members of the 
Senate cannot concur with him. For these 
reasons, I have thought it well to submit 
the following amendment to the motion 
made by the Kon’ member from Alberton: 

That all the words in the said Resolution after the 
first ‘That ” be stricken out and the following words 
substituted therefor :— 

‘The Government be requested to cause a thorough 
inquiry to be made by properly qualified persons for 
the purpose of ascertaining the feasibility of con- 
structing and maintaining a tunnel or other submarine 
way across the Strait of Northumberland, and the 
probable cost of such construction and maintenance ; 
and also the feasibility and probable cost of any other 
plan which may be suggested for the improvement of 
the opens of communication between Prince 
Edward d and the mainland.’” 

That resolution, whatever its defects 
may be, has the advantage of not expres- 
sing any opinion as to the way in which 
the Government have complied with the 
terms of Union; and it speaks of properly 
qualified persons, “instead of civil engi- 
neers,’ so that proper persons may be 
selected for both the purposes indicated. It 
does not bind the country to any large 
expenditure of money. I think that Prince 
Edward Island is entitled at least to such 
an expenditure on her behalf as may be 
involved in making the inquiry provided 
for in this resolution. If after the inquiry 
has been made it is discovered that the 
cost is reasonable, then I think that it 
would be the duty of the Government to 
recommend that the work be undertaken. 
If, on the other hand, it appears that the 
cost is what might fairly be regarded as 
unreasonable, then we sball know that the 
cost is too great; and I believe that the 
people of Prince Edward Island and their 
representatives in this House—even the 
hon. gentleman from Murray Harbor— 
would not be so unreasonable as to expect 
the Government of the country to go into 
an immense expenditure for the purpose 
of maintaining communication between 
the Island and the mainland. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
from Alberton has presented his case with 
much earnestness and has shown great 
persistence and energy in seeking to im- 
prove the communication between Prince 
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Edward Island and tbe main shore, but I 
did not expect to find that the efforts 
which the Government have made in that 
direction would be so entirely ignored as 
they have been, not by my hon. friend 
altogether, although he has devoted very 
little attention to the last step which the 
Government took in that direction, but by 
other hon. gentlemen who have addressed 
the House. It is well that I should say a 
word or two as to the exact position of the 

ucstion. About four years ago my hon. 

riend himself made a proposition to the 
Government to build a subway across the 
Straits of Northumberland, and he stated 
the consideration which the company that 
he proposes to get up, expected for that 
work, which we may take, I imagine, to 
be his estimate of what such a construction 
would cost. The consideration that he pro- 
posed to demand was an enormous sum of 
money, but in my opinion did not approach 
the actual cost of the work which he de- 
sires shall be done. The consideration which 
be suggested on that occasion was that 
the Government should hand over to the 
company, the Prince Edward Island Rail- 
way, aline 213 miles long and costing over 
$3,500,000, and that they should pay to his 
Company, in pexpetuity, $250,000 a year. 
In consideration of this, however, the com- 
pany was to build several short branches 
of railway within the Island for which 
there was to be no further charge. Now, 
$250,000 a year in perpetuity, represents 
asum of say about $8,000,000, probably 
more than that, but taking it at $8,000,000 
the road having cost $3,500,000, we will 
say, the consideration which my hon. 
friend proposes was obviously $11,500,000 
for this subway. My hon, friend gave 
roasons at the time for making this propo- 
sal, by which he undertook toshow that it 
would cost the country nothing more than 
the present system, but I do not think that 
those reasons, at all events, would apply at 
the present moment. The service which 
my hon. friend contended at that time 
cost the Government two hundred odd 
thousand dollars a year does not cost the 
Government anything like that sum at pre- 
sent—in fact, the total cost of the service 
at present, including the loss by the Prince 
Edward Island Railway, during the past 
year, would not amount to one-third of the 
sum mentioned. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN — One-third of 
$250,000 ? 





Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The hon. gentle- 
man is mistaken. 
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afternoon to glance at the subject, and I 
find that the cost per mile of the Arlberg 
tunnel was $950,400 per mile; of the St. 
Gothard, $1,258,400 per mile; of the 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Those are the! Mont Cenis, $1,988,800 per mile. These 


figures given to me. 
with that offer now, except as an indication 
of what my hon. friend thought this tunnel 
would cost. Now, this proposition was 
considered by the Government to some 
extent, a report was made on it in one of 
the Departments, and, probably, an answer 
given to my hon. friend—at all events, it 
was not accepted. In 1887 my hon. friend 
called the attention of the House to this 


subject and requested that the attention of 


the Government might be directed to it, 
and it was. He made on that occasion an 
able and elaborate statement of the facts. 
There is no doubt there was at that time 
considerable cause of complaint as to 
the nature of the crossing which had 
been provided between the main shore 
and Prince Edward Island. My _ hon. 
friend was then told on behalf of the 
Government that the matter was under 
consideration, and that steps would be 
taken to improve the communication. The 
Government carried out that promise. 
The Government satisfied themselves that 
the project of making a tunnel across the 
Straits of Northumberland or a subway 
—two very different things, by the way— 
was really in one sense impracticable—that 
is to say, it would cost 80 much as not to 
justify the expenditure of the sum required 
for the service which it was intended to 

erform. Ofcourse, we know nothing is 
impracticable to engineers: they can do 
anything, if there is only enough money. 
to do it with, and the question which the 
Government should consider, and I hope 
it will be held, notwithstanding my hon. 
friend’s strictures, the question the Gov- 
ernment invariably does consider, follows 
under all circumstances, is the propor- 
tion which the cost of the service will 
bear to the advantage it confers on a sec- 
tion or on all of our fellow citizens. And 
the Government camo to the conclusion 
that the amount which that tunnel or sub- 
way would cost was greatly in excess of 
the proportion it should bear to the advan- 
tages which would be gained by the ame- 
lioration of the transport service. It is 
possible that hon. gentlemen may not have 
a clear idea of the cost of these tunnels. 
Now, I have just taken the trouble this 


F have nothing todo are on land, not under water. 
| Thames 


The 
tunnel, which is under water, 
cost $11,440,000 per mile. The Severn 
tunnel, which is the most recent of those 
tunnels, and which isa very much admired 
work, though it, like every other tunnel, 
was subject to constant difficulties—every 
tunnel that I know of has been subject to 
unexpected difficulties—cost, if I am right 
in calculating the length at 44 miles, 
$3,333,333 a mile. At that rate, which I 
think we might fairly take as, apart from 
mere engineering estimates, a reasonably 
probable measure of the cost—because 
engineers cannot take account of the diffi- 
culties that may be found in the bottom of 
the ocean—this tunnel, if we take one 
of the routes which connects the two 
railways, and which is eight miles long, 
would cost $26,000,000. The shortest 
route, which would require to be connected 
by railway (but that, of course, when we 
talk of the cost of the tunnel, 1s a small 
affair (would cost $20,000,000, to make it 
six miles long. These figures are apalling. 
It must be remembered that if this tunnel 
is six miles and a-half miles long it will 
cost $21,500,000, and this would givea sum 
equal to $210 per head for every man, 
woman and child in the Province. 
Remembering that fact, let us see how the 
transport across the Straits stands at pre- 
sent. As I say, the Government made up 
their minds that this project of construct- 
ing a tunnel or subway was too expensive 
to be contemplated: it was not justified 
by the benefit it was calculated to yield to 
the people. Hon. gentlemen are aware 
that the “ Northern Light ” was an expe- 
riment, and nothing more. We were aware 
that it did not pertorm the service in the 
manner in which we desired it should be 
done, and we sent a person across the 
Atlantic to the northern European coun- 
tries, to find out the best mode of con- 
struction for a steamer that would perform 
the service across the Straits of Northum- 
berland, which we desired to render to 
Prince Edward Island. We got the best 
pn which it was practicable to get, and 

uilt the “Stanley ” according to that plan. 
The “Stanley ” is constructed of steel, and 
has been built within the last year and 





The Prince Edward [APRIL 17, 1890.] Island Subway. 


——— — _ _ - ————— — —_— ee 





rey —— 


a half or two years, on the most approved 
principle for resisting ice, and she has 
performed the service—I have not heard 
one gentleman from Prince Edward Island 
who has spoken say otherwise—most 
efficiently. Iam assured from enquiries 
that I have made of the Department that 
she has only failed three times during the 
ak year in making the transit across the 

traits at the ordinary time or thereabouts. 
The proposition, therefore, is that we are 
to make a subway or a tunnel to create 
communication across the Straits of 
Northumberland at à cost—at my hon. 
friend’s estimate—of about $11,000,000, 
or at the cost of the Severn tunnel, of 
$21,000,000, in order to provide better 
crossing on three days of the year. That 
is actually what it comes down to, and 
that illustrates how premature this de- 
mand is at this moment. There is nothing 
yet to show that this steamer does not, 
with reasonable efficiency, and more than 
reasonable efficiency, perform the service 
which is required or the crossing of the 
Straits of Northumberland. My hon. friend 
from Marshfield, who always speaks with 
candor and straightforwardness on every 
subject, has stated that the vessel does good 
service, that she performs the service with 
fair efficiency; and my hon. triend from 
Alberton, in his address, did not devote half 
a dozen sentences to any imputation on the 
inefficiency of the “Stanley.” My hon. 
friend from Murray Harbor in his speech 
dilated upon the sufferings and the troubles 
of the people who travelled by the 
‘* Northern Light ” and by ice-boats across 
the ice, but he did not materially depre- 
ciate the service by the “Stanley.” What 
he did say was as much praise of the 
‘* Stanley” as could be expected from a 
gentleman who insists upon a subway or 
tunnel across the Straits, and who stands 
upon the ground that the agreement with 
the Island originally was to have a sub- 
way, and nota service by steamer. He 
said that the words “steam service ” did 
not mean service by water, and he stated 
that everybody in his senses at the time 
knew tbat a service by water could not be 
efficiently maintained, and that it must 
have been a different service that was 
intended. Now, I say that an hon. gentle- 
man who thinks that the original bargain 
was that we should make a tunnel is not 
likely to give anything but faint praise to 
a steamship service, and yet my hon. friend 
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did give the crossing by the “Stanley ” 
something more than faint praise. He 
found no fault with it in avy great degree. 
I take it, therefore, we are justified in 
assuming that up to this time the service 
rendered by the “Stanley” is as good a 
service by a steamer as it is possible to 
procure. We may find that we have been 
deceived in that, because, as I learn, and 
as we all know, the winter has not been 
7 severe during the past two seasons, 
and it may turn out in the future that if 
the winters should prove colder and a 
ieee body of ice should appear in the 

traits this steamer will not perform the 
service efficiently. Butsurely, before we 
plunge into this enormous expenditure, 
which my hon. friend from Halitax is wil- 
ling to put at $5,000,000, and which he 
thinks we should expend, because in his 
opinion we spent $3,000,000 elsewhere 
foolish] y—— 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not say that. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle- 
man said that the Government ought to be 
made to do this, because they had spent 
$3,000,000 foolishly elsewhere. 


Hon. Mr. POWER--I did not put it 
that wuy. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Very much like 
that, in substance. But my hon. friend 
did not stop there. Another of his reasons 
for thinking that the Government should 
spend at least $5,000,000 on this service 
was that they had spent $70,000,000 in 
obtaining access to British Columbia. 
Now that is a statement of the case which 
is not characterised by my hon. friend’s 
usual fairness and candor. The expen- 
diture of $70,000,000 on the Canadian 
Pacific Railway was not made only to 
enable us to get to the Pacific Ocean, or 
to carry out the agreement with British 
Columbia: it was made to enable us to 
open up our enormous North-West Terri- 
tories, and for a good many other purposes 
which I need not mention, besides merely 
getting to British Columbia. That was an 
argument which my hon. friend from 
Murray Harbcr also used, and he desired 
to give it point by understating, I think, 
the population of British Columbia. Now 
it does not seem to me that these are argu- 
ments at all. Let us assume for a moment 
that the Government did spend $70,000,000 
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for the purpose of reaching fifteen thousand 
people in British Columbia: is that a 
reason for spending $21,000,000 to reach 
for three days of the year one hundred 
thousand people? I do not care if there 
was extravagant expenditure, that is, as 
a reason for present injudicious expendi- 
ture. I do not wish to discuss this subject 
at any great length, but I can assure my 
hon. friend that the Government are deter- 
mined that there shall be as good a service 
across the Straits of Northumberland as it 
is possible for them to establish within 
any reasonable buunds of expenditure, If 
the “Stanley,” which at considerable cost 
they have built expressly for the route, 
does not continue to perform the service 
efficiently, as it has done in the past, we 
shall have to consider what next we are 
to do; because we are bound to give a 
service as good as can possibly be furnished 
for the amount we are justified in expend- 
ing there. Weare anxious to give that, 
and we require no pressure whatever to 
induce us to give it. We think we have 
done it now; we think we have furnished 
a crossing which is satisfactory, as far as 
satisfaction can be attained. It is possible 
and probable that for the purpose of the 
transit of freight, if this style of vessel 
answers the purpose, other vessels may 
be put on, and possibly, if circumstances 
demand it, assistance may be given them. 
Or we may adopt another route. I am told 
that there is a route to the westward of 
the Island, where there is very little ice, 
and where for a comparatively small 
expenditure vessels could carry trains 
across at all seasons. These are subjects 
which will come up if necessary hereafter, 
and will receive due consideration when 
they do come up; but at this moment I 
think we are in the position of having 
commenced a new experiment, which 80 
far has operated well, and promises well; 
and I think it is premature to set about 
something else before we have found out 
that this is a failure. I sympathize with 
my hon. friend’s desire to have all the 
information possible on the subject, and 
as the Government really did make all 
the necessary enquiries and investigations 
when this matter came up before it on a 
former occasion, such information is in the 
archives of the Department. There are 
a great many valuable statistics there 
as to the work required for a subwa 

or tunnel, which ever it is—althoug 
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they are two very different things—and 
to the cost of it—as to the possibility 
maintaining the subway which, as I under- 
stand it, is to lie on the bottom of the sea, 
and which is to be exposed to the floating 
ice passing backward and forward all 
winter; or a tunnel below the surface, 
which would be free altogether from that 
difficulty, but which would be more costly 
than the metal subway that my hon. friend 
proposes. I have no doubt that we have 
all the information which would enable the 
House to judge of the propriety of the 
expenditure necessary for a subway, and 
it can be got without the necessity of issu- 
ing an expensive commission, and spend- 
ing twenty or thirty thousand dollars in 
doing what we have practically done. We 
have accurate surveys of the two routes 
across the Straits of Northumberland, and 
measurements of almost every yard in the 
whole distance. We know the character 
of the adjacent banks exactly, the nature 
of the currents and tides; all these matters 
have been made subjects of examination, 
and we have the information in the De- 
partments; and if my hon. friend asks for 
it 1 shall facilitate in every possible way 
his efforts to get the information neces- 
sary to enable the House to form an 
accurate idea of the cost of building 
such a subway. Of course, in the event 
of the means which the Government has 
provided for transit being found insuffi- 
cient, further information will be procured. 
I would suggest my hon. friend to convert 
his motion into an address asking for such 
information as he wants—though I think 
he knows as much about it as any engi- 
neer does—but all events for the informa- 
tion of the House, and bring it forward 
in an official way. If he will do that I 
will facilitate in every possible way 
his getting all he desires, but I do not. 
think he ought to press this motion, 

or the motion in amendment. I did 

not propose to take any exception to the 

form which the motion took. The second 

is not so objectionable; but although it 

does not state the imputation upon the 

Government directly, it implies that the 

Government have not done their duty, 

otherwise a commission would not be re- 

quired. Let us wait until we have a severe 

season, and then if this vessel is not equal 

to the demand upon it, I think it will be 

time enough to call upon the Government 

to take some other mode of improving the 
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possibly take the form ofselectinganother 
oint for the ferry. The route may be a 
Éttle longer, but it will be free from 
ice and capable of being traversed at evory 
season of the year. I learn from m 
hon. friend from Shediac that there is suc 
a route; but until the deficiency in the 
resent service is established, I think the 
vernment ought not to be pressed to go 
to farther expense in the matter—for the 
resent, at all events. If it be merely in- 
ormation that is wanted, then 1 do not 
think this House should pass a resolution 
calling upon the Government to issue a 
commission to ascertain information which 
it already possesses, which would not 
lace the House in a very good position 
fore the country. — 


Hon. Me. POWER—The hon. gentleman 
will oberve that the amendment does not 
call for a commission. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT-—It does not call 
for a commission, it is true, but the same 
objection I think is applicable to it; 
because, as I have explained, we possess 
the information which the amendment 
asks for—the motion in amendment asks us 
to do what we have already done, and 
therefore by implication asserts that we 
have not done it. If the information is 
asked for, I undertake to say, that with the 
greatest possible despatch it will be pre- 
pared and laid before the House. I would 
suggest that as no doubt the object of my 
hon. friends has been gained, the motion 
be withdrawn, and in suggesting that I 
give my assurance that all the informa- 
tion that they ask for will be furnished by 
the Department. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—TI have listened 
with a good deal of attention to the 
debate which has taken place on this 
question, and I have not the most remote 
doubt in my mind that the hon. gentlemen 
who have taken part in it have spoken 
with perfect sincerity, and have furnished 
what appeared to them sound reasons for 
the views that they entertain. My hon. 
friend from Nova Scotia was the first 
speaker, and he asked had we taken the 
precaution to get all the information 
necessary. I would not have adverted to 
it but for the fact that it will be necessary 
for me to refer to it as we proceed further 
on. AA took every precaution; we asked 


communication with the Island. It may 
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the Government, and they kindly gave us 
the services of two engineers, and $1,000 
each year to make a survey across. More 
than that: feeling that the mode we pur- 
sued in surveying across might be insufi- 
cient, | took the trouble to write to Sir 
Charles Tupper to ask the Imperial Gov- 
ernment to permit their vessel, the 
‘‘Gulnare,” which was there at the time, 
and which was better a tae than any 
we had, to make a survey which would be 
recognized as correct. There have been 
as many different statements made about 
the distance across the Straits as about the 
cost of the undertaking. We have been 
told that the route was 20, 10, 15, 18 miles, 
and when we had established, beyond any 
question of doubt, that it was only 64 
miles, the statement would have been 
doubted had it not been confirmed by the 

entlemen who were in command of the 

mperial survey there. We have done so; 
my hon. friend from Lunenburg will see 
that we took every precaution possible in 
making the survey. More than that: we 
made borings, and secured samples of the 
material at the bottom, so there can be no 
question at all regarding the distance 
across, or the material of which the bottom 
is composed. All that information has 
been procured. If that information is 
pis before a competent tribunal no 

oubt we will be able to get an estimate 
of the cost of the undertaking, and it was 
to get that that I have asked the 
Government to submit this matter to 
a board of competent engineers. <A 
great deal of stress has been laid— 
unnecessary stress—as to the mean- 
ing of this term “efficient service.” 
My hon. friend from Halifax asked the 
hon. gentleman from Murray Harbor 
whether the representatives of Prince- 
Edward Island who made the terms of 
Union had a tunnel in view. At the time 
the agreement to make the Baie Verte 
Canal was entered into, was there any 
such thought in the mind of any one as 
building a ship railway at Chignecto ? 
Was there a ship railway in the world at 
the time ? As a matter of fact, the ship 
railway at Chignecto is the only structure 
of the kind in the world to-day. I had 
something to do with the making of the 
terms of Confederation, and was one of 
those who came here to make the terms. 
The first time that the subject was men- 
tioned informally at the Council Board in 
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Charlottetown it was suggested by Sir 
George Cartier. I asked him: “ How are 
we going to do this? Itis all very well 
to say that it is to be done.” What was 
the answer ? ‘There is nothing impos- 
sible to the Privy Council of Canada.” 
Hon. gentlemen may laugh ; it is a very 
easy matter to laugh, but if the laugh had 
taken place before the Union the Island 
might not have so easily come into the 
Confederation. Then the hon. member 
from Marshfield spoke of the Severn 
tunnel, and told us that the difficulty in 
building that was the water. Let me ex- 
plain, in the first place, the difference 
between a tunnel and a subway. The 
term “ tunnel ” is usually applied to a 
structure that is built of stone, the same as 
the old Thames tunnel. The subway is 
a tube which is put together in consentric 
rings or pieces until it forms a whole built 
under a shield. No matter what the 
conditions may be, some gentlemen are so 
constituted that no matter what you pro- 
ose to them there is some fault to be 
ound with it. The hon. member for 
Marshfield tells us that the difficulty in 
this case is likely to be that water might 
be met in crossing the Straits of Northum- 
berland. But there 1s a difference between 
the structure under the Severn and the 
one that I propose. The latter is to be 
built by the use of Walker's shield; the 
former was constructed of bricks, and 
75,000,000 of bricks were used in the work. 
The Severn estuary has a deep channel fed 
by pene and the tide resembles that of 
the Bay of Fundy. The tide came in with 
such force that it swamped everything that 
was made for eleven years to keep the water 
from the work. What a difference there 
is in building à structure brick by brick, 
and constructing a work like this within 
ashield! It was to overcome the difficulty 
of water that the shield was invented. It 
is to cheapen tunnels and place them 
within the reach of corporations and com- 
munities throughout the world that this 
mode of construction has been adopted. I 
do not set myself up as an authority on 
the supject. I give my authorities and 
mention the tunnels that have been built, 
and I can assure my _ hon. friend, 
from the best information I can obtain, 
that the difficulties which were met in 
the construction of the Severn tunnel are 
not likely to be met in building the subway 
across the Straits of Northumberland. 


en 


But there are some gentlemen who con- 

sider their ideas are better than Mr. Wal- 
ter Shanly’s or General McAlpine’s, or of 
any other engineer in the world. The 

opinions of those engineers are good for 
nothing, and these gentlemen have an 
idea that what does not strike their minds 
as feasible cannot be done. Walter Shaniy, 
who built five miles of tunnel through 
the Hoosac Mountains, when the best 
American engineers gave it up, says that 
this subway can be built. Certainly his 
words are more worthy of consideration 
than the words of those who have not the 
necessary information to base an opinion 
on, The model of the steamer “Stanley” 
was referred to. This model was obtained 
through the Norwegian Consul at Quebec, 
in my capacity as Norwegian and Swedish 
Consul at Prince Edward Island ; he sent 
it to me, and I took it to the Department 
to show them that the steam ferry “Gotten- 
burg” was crossing the Cattegat regularly 
and successfully. I went to the Depart- 
ment with it, and I was met with a state- 
ment that no such thing was ever known 
as an iron or steel steamer contending 
with ice. “Why,” I said “here is the 
report that it has been done, and this is 
the model of the boat which does it.” 
Finally, we prevailed upon the Govern- 
ment to send Captain McElhinney to Nor- 
way to go on board that steamer and see 
it for himself. He went on board the vessel, 
got her model and satisfied himself. From 
his experience on board an ice steamer for 
three years in the Gulf he was satisfied 
that no boat could posstbly do that work. 
He caused the model to be lengthened 60 
feet, so as to make the “Stanley ” service- 
able for other purposes. I have the great- 
est respect for the “Stanley,” that she 
can do anything that can be done by a 
steel steamer, but I am bound to say, in 
this House, that it would not surprise me 
to hear any day, that in facing the ice of 
the Straits of Northumberland in the win- 
ter season she had gone to the bottom. 

We were referred to the steamer at the 

Straits of Mackinaw, and I would be glad 

to find that a steamer could do this work. 

I went to the Straits of Mackinaw myself, 

and saw the state of affairs that existed 

there. I found a current of 5 knots an 

hour running continually, and the ice from 

the upper lakes forming a bridge to open 

water. The steamer “St. Ignace” could 

mount on top of the ice and break the 
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bridge, and the moment it was broken 
away it would go with the current. But 
that steamer would be totally useless in 
the ice in the Gulf. No man would be 
better satisfied than | if we could find a 
boat anywhere that, in my judgment, could 
do this work. I do not think the “St. 
Ignace” could cope with it. The hon. 
gentleman from Charlottetown spoke of 
the Severn tunnel as having cost two mil- 
lion sterling. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—TI said three 
million sterling. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN — The London 
Times newspaper gives the foliowing ac- 
count of the cost of that structure :— 

‘The Severn tunnel, which has been thirteen years 

in construction, and has cost a little over £2,000,000, 
was opened a fortnight ago for goods traffic. It is 
nearly 4 miles in length, of which 2} are beneath an 
arm of the sea. In its construction 75,000,000 bricks 
have been used.” 
It must be borne in mind that the cost of 
this tunnel was enhanced from the fact 
that a large amount of money was wasted 
in experiments before Walker took hold of 
it and finished it. But even then, that is 
something different from the cost estimated 
by the leader of the Government. But the 
two tunnels are entirely different. The 
cost of the Mont Cenis tunnel is not, in 
my judgment, as great as stated by the 
leader of the House. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I took it from the 
Encyclopedia Britaninca, 


Hon, Mz. HOWLAN—It is a bad author- 
ity. My hon. friend from Halifax makes 
little of Prince Edward Island with regard 
to her looking for her rights in this 
matter. It comes with very ill grace 
from a gentleman from Nova Scotia, where 
railways have been built by the Dominion 
all over the Province, — 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man is mistaken; I think I recognized the 
claim of Prince Edward Island pretty 
fally. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—We have 225 
miles of railway in Prince Edward Island, 
212 miles of which we have paid for with 
our own money, and the hon. gentleman 
has no right—— 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not belittle 


a 





wasted my time in taking these notes; 
the hon. gentleman certainly belittled 
Prince Edward Island. 


Hon. Mr. POW ER—No,I never dreamed 
of doing so. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The hon. gen- 
tleman said that the time we entered into 
the agreement there was no such thing 
thought of as a subway. I say that Nova 
Scotia has since that had branch lines 
built all over the Province, while Prince 
Edward Island has not had a single mile 
built by the Government. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—What has that to 
do with it? 


Hon. MR. HOWLAN—It has this to do 
with it: While the hon. gentleman is 
quite satisfied that Nova Scotia shall 
receive every accommodation possible, he 
thinks Prince Edward Island has no right 
to any consideration at all. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I never said any- 
thing of the sort. I must protest against 
the hon. gentleman putting language into 
my mouth that 1 did not use and did not 
intend to use. I appeal to the House if 
the gist of my remarks went in that 
direction at all. I rather claimed that 
Prince Edward Island had a right to every 
thing that could be done within «a reason- 
able sum, and I gave the cost that I would 
suggest the Government should undertake 
if a subway could be obtained for it as 
five millions of dollars, a sum which the 
hon. gentleman has himself mentioned. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I will give the 
hon. gentleman the amount that has been 
spent in Nova Scotia for branch railways: 


Miles. 


ss... re 


Western Counties Railway 
Windsor and Annapolis Railway 
Spring Hill and Parrsboro’.. ........... 32 


International, C.B........ RS NS RE 13 
Sydney and Louisburg....... ..... .... 10 
accan and Joggins ................... 12 
Nova Scotia Central ................. .. 34 
252 


Hon. Me. POWER—The Spring Hill 
and Parrsboro’ was built by Nova Scotia. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—And the Dom- 


the claims of Prince Edward Island at all. | inion has paid for it. 


after Confederation by the Province. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Then take the 
Province of New Brunswick, where they 
had the following railways built since 
Confederation :— 


Miles. 
Albert Railway.................., ... . 61 
Buctouche and Moncton................ 32 
Prince Edward. ... ......... .......... 35 
Elgin, Petitcodiac and Havelock.. ..... 26 
St. Martin's and Upham................ 14 
Kent Northern......................... 30 
Grand Central........ NT RTE 40 
Harvey Branch...... ..... .. ......... 16 
Caraquet and Bathurst..... ........... 60 


Northern and Western................. 95 


Derby Branch... :::...4 issues 14 
Grand Southern........................ 65 
478 


And what is the consequence of the con- 
struction of all these branch lines of rail- 
way? The consequence is, towns are 
being built up, factories are being estab- 
lished and population is increasing, but we 
are told that we in Prince Edward Island 
should not ask for anything. Now I come 
to the question put by the leader of the 
Government. My offer to the Government 
was made upon the responsibility of Mr. 
Vernon Smith, C.E., representing Mr. 
Greathead, the eminent 


of the railway and boat service, the loss to 


Hon. MR. POWER—No; it was built | ‘1. The Government is expending annually at 





engineering | 
authority on subways in England. When |in free of duty 
I came to show the Government the cost | cause to be paid 


The Prince Edward [SENATE] Island Subway. 


Prince Edward Island over two hundred th 
dallars, ¢. ¢.— 

‘€ The loss annually on railways. 

‘The cost and maintenance of ‘Northern Light.” 

‘© The subsidy to summer steamers, and 

‘€ The expense of running the ice boats at the Capes. 

‘This sum cannot, in my opinion, be decreased, 
however much it may be inc , as the present 
state of the winter and summer connection is neither 
satisfactory to the travelling public nor to the people 
of the Island. 

‘2. With a view to make the Prince Edward 
Island Railway and subway remunerative it will be 
n to build several branches, which have been 
prayed for by the people from time to time, and which, 
Im my opinion, are necessary, viz. : 

“From O’Leary station to the Western shore. 

‘€ From County Line station to New London and 
Rustico. 

‘ From Charlottetown to Belfast and Murray 
Harbor. 

‘* From Souris to East Point. 

‘* Those branches run through some of the most 
fertile and prosperous parts of the Island, as well as 
tap the carrying trade from the fisheries of the North 
and South sides. 

‘8. I am prepared to form a company to build 
these branches and take the railway off the hands of 
the Government, complete the subway across the 
Straits, and work the whole system, finding ample 
security therefor, to the satisfaction of the Govern- 
ment, on a tariff subject to the approval of the 
Governor in Council, thus affording ‘ Efficient steam 
service for the conveyance of mails and pren 
daily, winter and summer, between the Island and 
the Dominion, and also placing it in continuous com- 
munication with the Intercolonial Railway and the 
railway system of the Dominion.’ 

4, The Government shall deed to the said com- 
pany the railway and equipment with a right of way 
to said subway. 

‘€ That all materials for its construction shall come 
and the Government shall pay or 
to the said company, in half yearly 
sum of two hundred and fifty 
ithout being in a position to 


ousand 


payments, the VAR 
thousand dollars. 


the railway and the loss by the boats, | speak for the Government of Prince Edward Island, 


some $214,000, I was told at once that 
that was no proof that the building of this 
subway would assist the railroad of Prince 
Edward Island to earn money—in other 
words, not to lose money; and I said in 
answer to that: “If thatis the case—if you 
believe that the railway will not earn its 
running expenses—we will take the rail- 


way over from you and operate it our- 


selves.” It is absurd to say that this 


subway will cost $25,000,000. I am sur- 
prised that the leader of the Government 
should suggest any such sum as being the 
The offer I made to the Govern- 


cost of it. 
ment was this: 
OTTAWA, 10th March, 1886. 


‘To the Right Hon. Sir JOHN MACDONALD, 
‘° K.C.B., Premier of Canada. 


** DEAR S1R,—Referring to our several interviews 
i across the 
raverse and 
Tormentine, I to submit for the consideration of 


eee ctine ene construction of a subwa 
Northumberland Straits, between Capes 


the Government the following propositions :— 


| Ï may state that in iny opinion such an arran 





ent 
ns I have above proposed would, if not altogether 
acceptable, go a long way towards a final settlement 


lof the difficulties now existing between the Govern- 


ment of Prince Edward Island and the Dominion of 


Canada. 
‘* All of which is respectively submitted. 


‘ Your obedient servant, 2 
“GEORGE W. HOWLAN.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The offer I refer 
to was the offer made by my hon. friend 


| himself on the 10th of March, 1886, in 
| which the condition was that all material 
for construction should come in free of 


duty, &c., and the Government should pay 
or caused to be paid so much towards 
operating the railway. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—That is the offer 
I have just read. Now, with regard to the 
cost of building this tunnel, it is folly to 
compare it with the Mont Cenis or St. 
Gothard tunnels, which were hewed out 
of solid rock, entirely different works 
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se 


Interest on cost at 4 per cent... 
Yearly depreciation, 10 p. cent. 
Yearly expense, 1888-89...... À 


earnings, freight & pas ngr 9,140 83 





-—— 11,798 67 
Ice-boat service... ............. $31,678 67 
Expenses...... ... $7,740 25 
Less earnings. ..... 677 68 
——-—— $7,062 57 
Annual subsidy to P. E. Island 
Steam Navigation Co....... 5,000 00 
——-— 12,062 57 
8 43,741 24 
Subsidy str. Halifax to Char- 
lottetown ................. 3,000 00 
Subsidy to Telegraph Cable Co. 2,000 00 


Average yearly loss on P. E. I. 
Railway deficit ee EL $80,334 30 
Average bath loss on P. E. I. 
Railway-Capital Account. 48,236 00 
-—— 128,570 00 


$177,311 54 








That is the exact amount that the service 


is costing the Government at the present 
time, so that my hon. friend’s estimate, one- 
third of the $214,000.00, is incorrect. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The actual annual 
expenditure on the steamer last year was 
$11,798.67 and the actual loss on the rail- 
way last year was $60,000, which, with 
other expenses, would amount to about 
$75,000. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The hon. gentle- 
man will see he has nothing there for 
capital account on the railway. 


Hon. Mr.ABBOTT—But the hon. gentle- 
man proposes that we shall give him the 
railway. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—If we took the! 


railway we would have to pay the work- 
ing expenses, and the profit and loss ex- 
pense on the railway, if $80,000, the Gov- 
ernment would save that. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is only $60,000 
this year. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Then there is 
the capital account, which increased this 
amount $140,000 for steel rails, &c. ‘The 
statement of the hon. gentleman with re- 
gard to the cost of the tunnel is not, in my 


000,000 ; but I know that it will not cost 
anything like that. I was present my- 
self every day while theses urveys were 
being made, so that I have all the informa- 
tion that I can possibly obtain from the 
Government, and I would be no wiser 
with the information which the hon. 

entleman has got than if we never had 

iscussed this matter at all, without an 
examination such as I ask for. What I 
would like to see done is to submit the 
queen to such men as Sir Benjamin 

aker or Sir John Fowler, the builders of 
the great Forth bridge, give them the in- 
formation which we have. and ask them if 
it will cost more than $5,000,000 to do 
this work. It is folly to quote the cost of 
the old Thames tunnel, which cost £11,- 
000,000 sterling. 

I was going to refér to astandard work, 
“Simms on Tunneling,” in which the cost 
of all the great tunnels of the world is 
given, and I cannot find any in it where 
the price comes up to anything like the 
figures given to my hon. friend. He 
states that if this tunnel is made from 
Cape Traverse to Cape Tormentine, eight 
miles, it would cost twenty millions of 
dollars. I have a statement here, which 
I have taken from Simm’s work, which 
shows that: 

The Mont Cenis tunnel cost £167 12s. per 
yard, lined throughout with brick, and 
hewn out of the solid rock; the Hoosac 
tunnel cost £180 per yard, and is lined 
with masonry throughout; the Kelsby 
tunnel cost £125 per yard; and the Neth- 
erton tunnel, of solid masonry, on a 
branch of the Bermingham canal, cost £45 
po yard, The cheapest tunnel that I 

now of is the Loch Katrine tunnel, of 

Glasgow, Scotland, which cost only £10 
sterling per yard, whilst in comparison 
with these the old Thames tunnel, built 
by I. K. Brunel, commenced in 1825, cost 
£1,135 per yard. 

[ can assure the leader of the House, 
and every gentleman present, that if I 
had the most remote idea that the cost of 
this tunnel would be twenty millions of 
dollars I would never open my mouth 
again on the subject; but the engineers 
whose opinions | have obtained have put 
it at five millions of dollars, and until IT 
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have some positive statement to the con- 
trary from authorities whose opinions we 
can respect I shall continue to advocate 
this scheme. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—When addressing 
the House, I tvok occasion to read the 
address sent to Her Majesty from Prince 
Edward Island Legislature, and the hon. 
gentleman from Victoria took exception 
to the statement of the population in 
British Columbia, and said that it was not 
truo and that the population of that Pro- 
vince was 60,000 at the date of the Union. 
I was satisfied, however, in my own mind, 
that the hon. gentleman was mistaken, and 
I was more than surprised to hear the 
leader of the House charging me with 
understating the population of British 
Columbia in my remarks. I have since 
then sent for the Census of British Colum- 
bia, and I find that in 1870, the year before 
that Province entered the Union, the 
whole population, * including Chinese, 
amounted to 10,586—that is, according to 
the Census of the Dominion. 


Hon. Mr. MACDON ALD—Does it men- 
tion Indians ? 


Hon. Ma. MoINNES— What 
hon, gentleman reading from ? 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE-—From the Domi- 
nion Census returns of 1870 for British 
Columbia. 


Hon. Mr. MoINNES—I can assure 
the hon. gentlemen that the census of 
British Columbia was never taken up to 
1881, and speaking from memory, the 
white population then was given at 49,891. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—The hon. gentle- 
‘man is out of order; this has nothing to 
do with the question before the House. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—The declaration 
made by my hon, friend from New West- 
minster confirms my statement. I thought 
the hon. gentleman from Victoria was 
wrong when he said that the population 
of British Columbia in 1881 was 60,000. 
My hon. friend from New Westminster 
tells me that it was 49,000 in 1881. I think 
I was perfectly justified in the statement 
that I made, and which I read from the 
memorial. I find in the Census returns 
that the population of British Columbia in 
1870 was as follows :— 


is the 








White-- 
Male: hasnt: ee Ss 5,782 
Female................. 2,794 
8,576 
Colored Race — 
Male: us Seba 7 
Female................. 165 
———— 462 
Chinese— 
Niglé. +432 cid ie danses 1,495 
Female..... ........... 53 
—— 1,548 
Entire population........ 10,586 








Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—The hon. 
gentleman has no authority for saying that 
the population was at any time, after the 
Union, only 15,000. The hon. member 
tried to distort the figures relating to the 
Province from which I come when he was 
distorting the case for his own Province. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I think the hon. 
gentleman from Prince Edward Island is 
right in bringing this matter before us. I 
sympathise with his desire to have the 
feasibility of this work ascertained: but 
he takes a wrong way to obtain what he 
desires. We have in Canada authorities 
upon that question as competent as any 
that can be found in Great Britain, and 
moreover we possess the advantage of 
having at Sarina a work very similar 
to that which the hon. gentleman wishes 
to have undertaken in Prince Edward 
Island—a circular iron tunnel. Now that 
tunnel is to be about a mile in length. 
Half of it is almost made now. The cost 
of it is estimated at $2,500,000. It is going 
to cost over that, rather than under it. 
presume that may be regarded as a sort of 
test of the cost of constructing such a work. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—It is to be more 
than a mile long. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Not the covered 
part ; I speak of the tunnel. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-—It is all tunnel. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL- The approaches are 
huge ditches. The circular iron part of 
the tunnel is only a mile long, | 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I have here a 
description of the International tunnel 
under the St. Clair River at Port Huron. 


It is as follows :— 

‘* Six hundred men are now digging the railroad 
tunnel under the St. Clair River at Port Huron, Ont., 
at the rate of 15 feet each day. This means that 
before the year is out one of the most important pieces 
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of civil engineering in the country will be os 


pleted. More than 1,290 feet of the tunnel proper is 
now ready for trains on the Michigan side, and 900 
on the Canadian.” 

‘ The tunnel itself is over 6,000 feet long, so that 
the entire length will be morethantwo miles. Of this 
distance 2,310 feet are under the river, 2,390 feet on 
the Michigan land side, and 2,100 feet on the Cana- 
dian. The grade is 1 foot in every 50, except under 
the river bottom, where it is substantially level. 1t 
is an iron cylinder tunnel—the only one of the kind in 
the country. There is neither brick nor stone used in 
ita construction. Neither are there any stays or sup- 
porta, simply a mammoth iron tube, built in sections 
unde nd. It is designed for a single track. 

‘The method of construction is simple. A great 
cylinder, weighing more than 60 tons, 20 feet in diam- 
eter and 16 feet ong, is driven into the blue clay, 
which constitutes the entire bottom of the river, by 
the use of hydraulic power, with as much ease as cakes 
of soap can be carved out of a general mass. Inside 
this cylinder, which is called a shield, twenty-two 
men are at work removing the dirt. As fast as the 
shield is pushed forward, which is about 2 feet at a 
time, the clay thus brought inside the shield is dug 
out to the edge of the great cylinder. Then the 
hydraulic jacks are again started, and slowly but 
irresistibly the immense iron tube moves another 2 
feet int» the solid earth ahead of it. ” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
communicates to me that if the Govern- 
ment will do what I suggested a moment 
ago—that is, if they will cause an estimate 
to be made of the cost of this metallic 
subway across the Straits by competent 
persons, he will be satisfied. I have no 
hesitation in repeating what I said before, 
that the Government wiil have great 
pleasure, if the House desires it, in having 
such an estimate made and submitted to 
Parliament as soon as possible. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—In that case I am 
willing to withdraw my motion, relying 
on my hon. friend’: assurance that he will 
cause the promised information to be 
furnished. 


Hon. MR. POWER—I am generally 
reasonable, and I am not disposed to be 
unreasonable now. The amendment which 
I moved was a reasonable one. If the en- 
quiry that I spoke of has been already 
made, it will not be necessary to make it 
over again. If the information is to be 
submitted to us, that is all we need. It 
may be that some scheme such as that 
indicated by the hon. member from Shediac 
may be found satisfactory. I like very 
much to listen to the eloquence of the hon, 
members from Prince Edward Island, but 
rather than have them go to such trouble 
every Session I think it would be well to 
have a thorough enquiry made once for all 
to eover the whole ground. The Govern- 
ment have a great deal of the information, 
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or most of it, in their possession already, 
and I think it would be well to let us have 
the whole of it, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle- 
man’s motion has this defect: it assumes 
that the Government have not already 
made an investigation, Of course, it is im- 
possible that the House can vote fora 
resolution like that while they believe that 
the Government has already made an in- 
vestigation, the result of which they are 
prepared to furnish. If anyone wishes to 
ascertain a particular fact, or any number 
of facts which the Government have in 
their possession in consequence of having 
made this investigation, the information 
will be furnished, and the particular fact 
which my hon. friend from Alberton wishes 
to get is the probable cost of this tunnel. 
That [ can furnish within a moderate time, 
but of course I would not be disposed to 
favor a motion that would imply that the 
Government has not done all in its power to 
accomplish what my hon. friend’s motion 
asks them to do. ’ 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I suppose, as my 
hon. friend from Alberton has agreed to 
withdraw his motion, mine would naturally 
go with it, and as I havea reasonable 
amount of confidence that the Government 
willdo what they promised to do, I ask 
leave to withdraw my amendment. 


The motion and amendment were with- 
drawn. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (AA) “An Act toamend the Canada 
Temperance Act.” (Mr. Dickey.) 


THE WALKER DIVORCE BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon. Ms. SANFORD moved the third 
reading of Bill (N) “ An Act for the relief 
of Emily Walker.” 


The Senate divided on the motion, 
which was agreed to by the following 
vote :— 

CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Abbott, MacInnes (Burlington), 
Boyd, Merner, 
ea Oui 
ickey, vie, 
Glasier, Perley, 
Haythorne, Read (Quinté), 
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; Reesor, 
Lougheed, Sanford, 
McClelan, Stevens, 
McKay Sutherland, 
McKin sey, Vidal. —23. 
Macdonald (Victoria), 
Non-CoNTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 
Almon, McCallum 
llerose, McInnes (B. C.), 
FLAVIE de, Se 
in, uet, 
Chaffers, Power 
DeBlois, Robitaille, 
Girard, Ross, 
Kaulbach, Sutherland.—16. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed. 


The Senate adjourned at 10.50 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, April 18th, 1890. 


Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported without 
amendment from the Committee on Rail- 
ways, Telegraphs and Harbors, were read 
the third time, and passed :— 

Bill (97) “An Act to incorporate the 
Ta Bridge Company.” (Mr. Pelle- 
tier. 

Bill (35) “An Act to incorporate the 
Calgary and Edmonton Railway Com- 

any.” (Mr. Perley.) 

Bill (92) “An Act respecting the Na- 

anee, Tamworth and Quebec Railway 
ompany, and to change the name of the 
Company to ‘The Kingston, Napanee and 
Western Railway Company.” (Mr. Read.) 

Bill (40) “An Act to incorporate the 
National Construction Company.” (Mr. 
Kaulbach.) 

Bill (128) “ An Act respecting the Colum- 
bia and Kootenay Railway and Navigation 
Company.” (Mr. Reid.) 

The following Bills, reported without 
amendment from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Commerce, were read the third 
time, and passed :— 

Bill (121) “ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Dominion Mineral Com- 

peny.’(Mr. MacInnes.) 
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Bill (37) “ An Act to amend the Act to 
incorporate the Imperial Trusts Company 
of Canada.” (Mr. Clemow.) 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMIS- 
SORY NOTES BILL. 


REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


The House resumed, in Committee of the 
Whole, consideration of Bill (6) “ An Act 
relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques 
and Promissory Notes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: As the House 
is aware, this Bill has been gone through 
in Committee of the Whole, but while do- 
ing so certain clauses were allowed to 
stand, in order that their purport might be 
considered and any amendments that 
might be thought necessary might be 
made, There are six clauses altogether 
that were allowed to stand, and in addi- 
tion to these there are one or two sugges- 
tions which I propose to make for the 
reconsideration of some of the other 
clauses, mainly as to minor points; but it 
has proved the advantage of having a 
little time to consider a Bill of this im- 
portance and complication, and I propose 
to ask the House to indulge me by re-con- 
sidering one or two clauses, besides plac- 
ing in a proper form these clauses which 
we have reserved. The first suggestion 
that I have to make is to insert at the end 
of the second clause of the Bill a little far- 
ther definition. There seems to be a 
question whether the expression “ defence” 
would comprise a counter claim by way of 
defence. The Minister of Justice called 
my attention to it, and expressed his desire 
that we might put in some definition. J, 
therefore, move that another clause 
inserted in the second section, which will 
be clause (k)—“ the expression ‘ defence’ 
includes counter claims,” 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Does that mean 
set off ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes; that is the 
understanding. 
The amendment was adopted. 


On clause 9,— « 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: A discussion 
arose as to whether a note payable in 12- 
stalments fell due if any one of those instal- 
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the hon. gentlemen who raised this paint | understand it. I have had letters from 
have looked at it since, and so have 1, and/various parties, including the Bank of 
found that it is an exceptional case. A Montreal, begging that this distinction be 
bill is a bill of exchange, although it may | not recogniz in the Bill, as itis unknown 
contain a clause for payment by instal-|in Lower Canada and not much practised 
ments, but the person who makes the note | anywhere else. 
may make it payable in instalments, and 
provide that it shall not fall due on non- 
ayment of an instalment, or that it ney 
all due for non-payment ; so it is onl 
pave ee? left to the maker of the note t i 
e can put in the condition if he chooses, 
that the note may become due. So I pre- 
sume the clause may pass. 


The clause was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I would suggest an 
amendment to clause 13, to which | under- 
stand the hon. gentleman has no objection. 
It is simply to add at the end of the clause 
the words “or other non-juridical day.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think that 
the amendment is a very proper one, but 
there certainly have been some decisions. 
in our courts in the lower Provinces that 
the words, “ Not otherwise or elsewhere,’ 
have relieved the drawer or endorser. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—We escape that 
now. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that sub- 
section (c) be struck out of the Bill. 


The motion was agreed to, and the 
clause, as amended, was adopted. 


On clause 19,— 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT said: This defines 
a qualified acceptance. Now we under- 
stand, in a general way, what a qualified 
acceptance is, but there is a special defini- 
tion in this clause which makes an accept- 
ance to pay at a particular place a quali- 
fied acceptance if it says “ and not other- 
wise or elsewhere,” but not a qualified 
acceptance if it omits those sacramental 
words. On examining the Bill we find 
there is no object in it—that it accom- 
plishes no purpose: in both cases the Bill 
must be presented where it is made pay- 
able by theacceptance. Thereis no clause 
in the Act which imposes any additional 
penalty or liability on the party who 
accepts the bill in that form than if he 
accepts it in the simple form stating 
where he wants to pay it. Going over 
the Bill with'the Minister of Justice and 
two or three legal gentlemen who have 
come from different parts of the Dominion 
to assist in perfecting this Bill, taking an 
interest in it, we have all eatisfied our- 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The House will 
remember that in the Bill as drafted there 
was a clause which relieved banks of 
responsibility if they pui a cheque pay- 
able to order, the endorsement of which 
Was forged—{hat is to say, the forgery 
of an endorser’s name on a cheque was at 
the risk of the maker of the cheque, and 
not the bank. That is not our law in 
Canada. It has been the law in England 
for some time, but it appeared so objec- 
tionable in the other House that it was 
struck out of the Bill there, and in this 
House no disposition has been shown to 
replace it. But there is a hardship con- 
nected with it: the bank might remain 
under the obligation to pay back the 
money represented by the torged cheque 
till the period elapsed within which a 
remedy might be had, which is six years 
in Ontario and five years in other parts of 
the Dominion. That would be a gross 
injustice, because the person who draws 
the cheque ought to know before that 
period of time occurs whether the cheque 
selves that there is no possible use in this| was properly paid or not, and they ought 
distinction. I propose to add these words : |to let the bank know, and not leave the 
“ But an acceptance to pay at a particular | bank none the information so long that 
specified place is not conditional or quali-|the people concerned might have died, 
fied.” That really attains all the objects | or left the country, or become insolvent, 
that are desired to be attained by sub-sec:; apd the bank entirely lose the amount. 
tion (c) without creating a complication | It has been suggested by the hon. gentle- 
which was incomprehensible to me and to | man from Montreal (Mr. Dr ‘ummond ), who, 
a great many others who saw it, and which | I am sorry to observe, is not here to-day, 


ments remained unpaid. I dare say Waite nemialned tin paid:, A ddroceny that was found to be of no use when we came to 





during which a man might call on a bank 
to replace money paid on cheque with a 
forged endorsement. We have all felt the 
force of that, and have come to the con- 
clusion to propose to the House to make a 
limitation in clause 24. We propose to 
append a sub-section the effect of which is 
that the bank shall not be liable for pay- 
ing a cheque on which there is a forged 
endorsement, to repay the money to the 


is that a patent note—a note given for a 
patent — shall have the consideration 
written upon the face of it, and the man 
who issues the note given for a patent on 
which these words do not appear is liable 
toapenalty. Heis guilty ofa misdemeanor 
under the term of thislaw. The clause as 
drawn only applies to a bill. There isa 
general clause in the latter end of the Act 
which says that the provisions with respect 


drawer of the cheque unless within a year | to bills shall apply to notes where the 
from the time he receives notice that the! circumstances are analogous, but [had my 
cheque was paid he gives the bank notice | doubts whether we could carry or try an 
in writing that the endorsement was | offence punishable by fineor imprisonment 
forged, and we propose to put the notice for it by any such incidental legislation as 
either in the reception of his bank-book or | that, and so had some hon. gentlemen 


of his cheques, or any other form of notice 


which may be adopted; but those are the 
two forms in which the drawer would be 


certain to receive notice. To leave it longer 
than one year I think would be a gross 
injustice to the bank. The bank should 
receive notice, 80 as to be able to take steps 
to recover the moncy from the parties who 
have improperly obtained it. There is one 
proviso to the clause, and we propose to 
add another to apply to the case of a man 
who ought to have received the cheque, or 
whose name was forged. In case a cheque 
should have been given to him by the 
drawer in payment of a debt, of course he 
ought not to be deprived of his remedy 
for the recovery of the debt in case of his 
not getting the cheque; but, at the same 
time, he cannot be considered to be free 
from blame for having let the cheque go 
out of his possession, or not having taken 
care of it, and he has a right, within the 
same period, to recover the amount of the 
cheque. 


Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—But 
if he is prevented by sickness from getting 
it, or if he has not received notice? 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT —He must have 


received notice. 


Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—But 


suppose he was very sick for months? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The banks desired 
to have it a month; then it was proposed 


to have it six months, but we fixed it at 
twelve months, because we considered that 


that was long enough. 
The motion was agreed to. 


| opposite when the question came up. 


ee 


So 
I propose to add after the word “bill” in 
this section the word “note,” and this 
word “note” is characterized all through 
it afterwards as an instrument, and there- 
fore that will certainly apply. 


Hon. Mr. POWKR—I quite concur in 
what the hon. gentleman says, but it 
occurs to me that inasmuch as the early 
part of this Bill deals altogether with bills, 
one would not naturally look in this part 
of the Bill after it becomes law for any 
revision with respect to promissory notes. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes ; there is a 
clause which refers you, when you come 
to “ promissory notes,” to “ bills” for the 
law with respect to promissory notes. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The instruments 
which are given for this purpose are all 
notes. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—One of the diffi- 
culties is this : A man who eells a patent 
right and gets a uote forit may come back 
after a few days and say: “I have made 
such arrangements that I ‘can give you 
three months more if you like to renew that 
bill for six months, and he gets a renewal 
of the bill on which he does not write 
the consideration. This point was raised 
on the argument that although the man 
who takes the bill and passes it is liable to 
a penalty when he passes it, he can sue on 
it, and act upon it in any way he likes u 
to that time. Of course, it can be answer 
that if he sues upon it himself the maker 
has a defence, but then the maker may 
have difficulty in proving his defence— 


| that it was given originally for a patent 
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right. Therefore, my bon. friend from 
Ottawa suggested, and I think some other 
hon. gentleman spoke in the same sense, 
that we should make the bill void if these 
words are not written upon it. Certainly, 
if we choose to create a penalty which is 
to be paid by the person who procures the 
note we might, with equal propriety, say 
that he shall not recover on it. So I 
propose to add to sub-section + these 
words: “ And without such words thereon 
such instrument and any renewal thereof 
shall be void, except in the hands of the 
holder in due course without notice of the 
consideration.” 

[ had the pleasure of conferring with 
my hon. friend from Ottawa on this 
amendment and he concurred in it. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Section 42 is a 
section which was not reserved, but which 
was the subject of discussion. The point 
in that section was, whether we should 
require that a bill should beduly presented 
for acceptance on the day stated for pay- 
ment or on the next following day, as 
enacted in this clause. With reference to 
that, [ may say that the English Act 
provides that a bill must be presented 
within a reasonable time, leaving the time 
to the appreciation of the judge of the 
court, if it should go before a court. That 
was the way in which this Bill was drafted, 
and it came in that form before the other 
House, but there was such a strong oppo- 
sition manifested to it there that the 
Minister felt disposed to make the amend- 
ment which places it in its present shape. 
Hon. gentlemen here the otherday thought 
it was too short a period of time, and 
although I would be quite satisfied to pass 
the Bill in the form in which it was ori- 
ginally introduced, and as far as my own 
information goes I would prefer that to 
any specific limitation, yet I do not know 
if we extend this time a little but we shall 
meet all the difficulties of the case. As 
was suggested the other day, I proposed 
to the House to make it within two days 
of presentment, so that will give three 
days in all for procuring the acceptance. 
I will therefore move to strike out the 
words “on the next following day, not 
being a legal holiday or non-juridical day.” 
and insert the words “within two days 
thereof.” 
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Hon. Me. McKAY—Although the extra 
day is quite an improvement. Î very much 
prefer the English Act, for there are occa- 
sions, and a great many of them, where 
the drafts are made before the invoices are 
received, and it is almost impossible to 
accept them without knowing whether the 
amounts are correct or not. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There is this to be 
said in reference to it: Inland bills do not 
require to be protested except in Quebec. 
All that needs to be done is to senda 
notice that the bill has not been accepted, 
and the bank can do that without causing 
any expense, and can hold the bill as long 
as it chooses, to get the acceptance, and 
no harm is done if, within a few days, the 
consignment comes and the bill is ac- 
cepted. 


Hon. Mz. DICKEY—What would be 
the effect supposing the second day isa 
non-juridical day ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The law provides. 
that a non-juridical day does not count. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In section 51 in the 
law as we have it now, and until this Bill 
becomes law, there is no provision that a 
clerk or agent of a bank shall not act as a 
notary in protesting of a bill or note pay- 
able at the bank in which he is employed. 
It is perfectly obvious that it would never 
do to allow a bank to have its own clerks 
act as notaries, to regulate any difficulties 
which may occur. I will therefore move 
an amendment as clause (a) to come in 
after section 51 as, follows : — 


“No clerk. teller or agent of any bank shall act 


as a no in the protesting of any bill or note paya- 
ble at the bank or at any of the branches of the bank 


n which he is employed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In section 56 I 
propose to add the words ‘and is sub- 
ject to all the provisions of this Act re- 
specting endorsers,” at the end of the 
clause. This is to get over a difficulty 
which has occurred in Lower Canada and, 
I suppose, elsewhere,as to the necessity 
for giving notice to an endorser on a note 


pour aval, the notice that we are bound 


to give to an ordinary endorser. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—-In clause 79 my 
‘attention has been called by a colleague in 
Montreal to a point which I think is im- 
portant in this Bill. There isa clause in 
section 71 which deals with the conflict of 
laws whero bills are made and fall due in 
different countries. There is no provision 
in our law which gives any force or effect 
to an Official instrument connected with a 
protest with a bill or note in a foreign 
country, and it is quite obvious that there 
ought to be. Under the comity of nations 
perhaps our officials would take notice of 
a protest of a note or bill in Germany or 
France or other foreign countries, but we 
have all thought it better to clear it up by 
stating distinctly in the Act that an official 
notarial copy of protest in a foreign coun- 
try, or the notice given and the notarial 
certificate of service, shall be prima facie 
evidence that the note has been protested 
and the notice given in the manner in 
which these instruments indicate, and I 
have prepared an amendment in this 
form :— 


Page 25, line 26.— After ‘‘ payable ” insert : ‘‘( f) If 
a bill or note presented for acceptance and payable 
out of Canada is protested for non-acceptance or non- 


payment, a notarial copy of the protest, and of the |. 


notice of dishonor, and a notarial certificate of the 
service of such notice, shall be received in all courts 
as prima facie evidence of such protest, notice and 


service.” : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Clauses 78 and 79 
were required to stand, because it was 
thought they bore some analogy to the 
clause respecting forged endorsements, 
which was struck out, and which this 
House disapproves of. Clause 78 can 
scarcely be said to present such ana- 
logy. Clause 79 does, to some extent, 
bear a very faint analogy; but I would 
call the attention of the House to this fact, 
that these two clauses are a part of the 
system whch is introduced from England, 
and which has never been used, and I 
doubt for my part if it ever will be used, 
of cross-cheques. We know nothing of 
that in Canada now. It is used to some 
extent in England, and the provisions with 
respect to these cross-cheques are copied 
in section 73 word for word from the 
English law on that subject. No one need 
use a cross-cheque unless he likes, and if 
he does we think it would be better that 
he should use it in conformity with the 
English system—that we should not make 
any change now. We do not know much 


had no experience of it in this country, 
and we think it better to leave it as it has 
been in England for many years, and ap- 
pe of there, and passed in recent 

tatutes as the law there, and if any diffi- 
culty or dispute arises in the use of this 
system of cross-cheques we shall have the 
jurisprudence of England to refer to, to 
give us the proper construction, and we 
have thought it better to ask the commit- 
tee to pass the clauses as they stand. 


The clauses were adopted. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Section 86 I thought 
objectionable, because it imposed upon the 
holder of a promissory note no more strin- 
gent obligations with reference to the place 
of payment than the maker, and it gave the 
maker of the promissory note a greater 
measure of relief in the event of non-pre- 
sentation than was permitted in other por- 
tions of the Act. The whole theory of this 
Bill is that bills and notes are treated on 
exactly the same principle, and the parties 
to which, whoare analogous to each other, 
come under the same rules. The bill must 
be presented at the place of payment, but 
it docs not release the acceptor if it is not 
rares at the place of payment. It may 

e presented at any time, or may not be 
presented at all, except to hold the endor- 
sers; but with regard to the acceptor, he 
being primarily liable, the law does not 
render it imperative that the presentation 
shall be made at the place mentioned in 
the body of the note, but the holder takes 
the precaution to present it, because ho is 
placed in this position, that if he does not 
present it there he runs the risk of being 
told there were funds there on that day to 

ay it, and he must pay the cost or sue, 

efore he can collect it. Now, I propose 
to strike out the words ‘ before action, in 
order to render the maker liable in any 
other case,” and insert these words: 

‘ But the maker is not discharged by 
to present the note for payment on t 
matures ; but if any suit or action is institu 
against him before presentation, the costs thereof 
shall be in the discretion of the court, if no place of 
payment is specified in the body of the note.” 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Is that not a 
large discretion allowed to the court. If 
the note is not presented why not make 
the party who sues liable for the costs? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT— Because the party 
who made the note may not have provided 


the omission 
e day that it 
thereon 








any money at the place of presentment, 
and that relieves the holder from the neces- 
sity of presenting there. The judge will 
only exercise the discretion in cases where 
the money is provided at the place of pay- 
ment, 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—Supposing it 
is made payable at the maker’s house ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is the same 
as making it payable by himself. 


How. Mr. SCOTT—I think 65 or 70 per 
cent. of all the notes that are made in this 
Province are not paid in at the place of 
presentment. They are made payable at 
a certain bank, but the noteis taken, know- 
ing that the maker does not keep an ac- 
count at the bank. Supposing by any 
possible chance the money was placed in 
the bank the day of payment, and with- 
drawn the day afterwards, and the holder 
calls at the maker's office the next day and 
presents the note, the maker of the note is 
pe independent, because the money 

ad been provided the previous day at the 
bank for payment, and if the note was not 
paid on that day it was the holder's fault. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The Bill provides 
that the note can be presented at any time 
before action. The only thing the holder 
requires to save himself from paying the 
costs is to prexent the note before he sues, 
There is one clause here which none of us 
see the use of. It is the 96th clause: we 
do not know what the bearing of it would 
be. It is confusing, because the rules of 
the common law in England are not the 
rules that we have been in the habit of 
applyin to cheques. I move to strike out 
this 96th clause. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon, Me. POWER—Does the leader of 
the House consider at all the effect of the 
addition to the 93rd clause? It appears 
to me that the provision of the English 
law was Srelergblé to having the work 
done by justices of the peace, inasmuch as 
a great many of those officials in this 
country are not well qualified for doing 
notarial work. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—We have con- 
sidered that point. We think that this 
practice, having been prevalent in Canada 
or a great many years, and having been 
found very satisfactory, should be con- 





tinued. There are a great many of these 
officials throughout the country, and the 
fact of their appointment indicates that 
they possess some of the necessary quali- 
fications. We feared that it might lead to 
abuse if any person could be taken to pro- 
test a note and make such a protest official 
and authentic. We propose to leave the 
clause as it is, especially as there has been 
no complaint as to the working of the 
present system. 


Hon, Mr. McCLELAN, from the com- ' 
mittee, reported the Bill with amend- 
ments, which were concurred in. 


SECOND READING. 


Bill (73) “An Act to incorporate the 
Dominion Safe Deposit, Warehousing and 
Loan Company, Limited.” (Mr. Scott). 


RECKONING OF TIME BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved the second reading of Bill (Y) “ An 
Act respecting the Reckoning of Time.” 
He said: The Bill does not propose any 
departure from the established practice. 
We have already adopted throughout the 
Dominion the hour meridian or standard 
time system, which is based on the time 
of the Observatory of Greenwich. The 
object of the Bill is simply to define by 
statute the existing practice. Under this 
system the time changes every fifteen 
degrees of longitude west of Greenwich, 
beginning with the 60th degree and ending 
with the 120th. Here in Ottawa we have 
the time of the 75th meridian, and on the 
Pacific coast the 120th. The convenience 
of this arrangement of fixing time in a 
country which, like ours, extends oversuch 
enormous distances east and west, is mani- 
fest. The railways first adopted the 
system in 1883, and it has been in general 
use ever since throughout the whole of 
North America and has never been objected 
to in any way. No one would now think 
of going back to the old system, and it is 
essential in the public interest that what 
has been so long in use and so favor- 
ably received should be defined by 
statute. It is necessary in the following 
mentioned cases—in the time of day 
as fixed by Acts of Parliament in 
regard to election and other matters; ex- 
pressions respecting the time in contracts, 
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deeds and other legal documents; in mat-| Halifax, and in the next adjoining Province, 
ters of procedure in courts and in connec-| which is perhaps within 250 miles of it, 
tion with criminal offences; in the opening | there is a different time in the city of St. 
and closing of banks, registration and other | John, &c., so that I am afraid that confu- 
ublic offices. It is now in use in Eng-|sion will arise; and this last clause certainl 
and, Scotland and Sweden, and for some | increases the confusion in respect to AM. 
years also in Japan. That the importance | and P.M. and the mode that is proposed 
of the question 18 recognized by the high-| here of from one to twenty-four, so that I 
est authorities—in fact, by allcivilized na-|think there is a very fruitful crop of 
[trouble and litigation likely to arise 
from this compulsory Bill. It is only 
necessary at present to indicate these 
objections, so that if the Bill is re 
ferred to a committee the committee may 
endeavor, if they can, to wrestle with it, 
and make this Bill conformable if possible 
to the present practice without increasing 


tions—may be inferred from the shart 
historical statement given in the preamble 
of the Bill. Hon. gentlemen are aware of 
the conspicuous part taken by our country- 
man, Mr. Sanford Fleming, on this im- 
portant question, and too much credit 
cannot be awarded to him for the labor 
and distinguished services which he has 
rendered. Some amendments are required | the confusion. ‘The present mode of com- 
to the Bill now in the hands of hon. gen-| puting time, which has existed certainly 
tlemen, and these will be ready in time beyond the memory of the oldest inhabi- 
before the Bill is considered in committee, | tant, ought not to be interfered with by 
if it is the pleasure of the House to refer| adding another and altogether different 
it to a committee. mode of computation, which, of itself, I 


hie think isan absurdity, because we all know 
Hon. Me. DICKEY —This is too import-| what 7 o’clock, p.m. means, but very few 
ant a matter, perhaps, to be discussed at 


can understand—at all events, they have 
length just now, but as my hon. friend has | to go throughan arithmetical computation, 
referred to one class of cases provided for 


in the Bill to understand what 19 o’clock means. My 


hon. friend, I hope, will be able to satisfy 
Hon. Mr. MacINNES—These were sim- 


the: committee, so that they will return 
ply incidences that I referred to. The Bill | the Bill to the House in some shape that 
ig intended to provide for a vast number 


will commend it to the House more than 
of others. 


| as it is printed. | 
Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I was about to call| Hon. Mr. ALMON--I should bo very 
the attention of my hon. friend to the fact |sorry if this Bill should be sent to a com- 
that the last clause of the Bill provides for | mittce at all. I think it should be thrown 
two modes of computing time—that is to out now. I perfectly agree with every- 


say, in addition to the present mode it thing that the hon. gentleman said in 














provides for another mode of computing | praise of Mr. Fleming; he has givena 
time—that is, by numbers extending from | great deal of attention to this question, 80 
one to twenty-four. My hon. friend will! much that he has allowed his enthusiasm 
of course answer that that is optional. but | to get the better of his judgment, and too 
at the same time the objection is there—it | much learning has had the same effect on 
provides two modes of computing the time | him as it had on St. Paul. This idea is a 
of day. That objection will extend to all |pet of his. Let us look at the Bill: It 
instruments, notices and meetings, such as | says that in Prince Edward Island and 
he has adverted to, in which notices of the Nova Scotia the notation shall be four 

articular hour are required to be given. | hours behind the notation at Greenwich, 

hen, with regard to the first part of the and in New Brunswick five hours. You 
Bill, which establishes the time by degrees | are well aware that there is a proposition 
of longitude, my hon. friend is aware that | to unite the Maritime Provinces, but the 
in practice at present it is treated as en-|tendency of this Bill will be to create a 
tirely optional, and, in point of fact, in this | division between them. We have had a 
long distance of fifteen degrees east and | good many petitions presented this session 
west there are various times in different | from Bishops and clergymen throughout 
cities. For instance, in my own small/the Dominion praying for legislation to 
Province there is the time established in| punish people who do not observe the 
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Sabbath day. If such legislation should 
be ted, what would be its effect 
if this Bill should become law? It will 
be Sunday in Nova Scotia when it is 
Saturday in New Brunswick, and as there 
is only an imaginary line between the two, 
a man may be quite within his right in 
attending a dance in one Province when at 
the same hour he would be punished for it 
in the adjoining Province. Then a great 
deal of our literature will be destroyed : 
we have heard that at the hour of one at 
night the graves open and give forth their 
dead to air themselves, If a fellow gets out 
of his grave at that hour at night and 
finds that instead of the clock striking the 
solemn hour of one it comes down to 
twenty-four, how would he ever have the 
courage to get up to walk ? You have all 
heard the story of the man in Ireland who 
was travelling along a road and was asked 
by a tramp what hour it was. He thought 
the object of the tramp was to get him to 
take out his watchso that he might snatch 
it, so he just stravk the tramp a blow and 
said: “It has just struck one.” The tramp 
remarked: “ Begor, I’m glad I didn’t ask 
you an hour ago,” but if instead ofstriking 
once he had struck twenty-four what would 
have become of the tramp ? There is not 
the slightest use of this Bill. I will ask 
the hon. member from Burlington if 
when he asks a conductor on a train what 
o’clock it is, and receives the reply that it 
is twenty-four o’clock, he does not laugh 
in his countenance, and does he not think 
that he is making a dashed fool of himself? 
I am an old man, and as it has been said, 
ht cannot teach an old dog new tricks, 
would prefer, when the conductor on the 
train is asked what time it isthat he should 
take out his watch and state the time in the 
old way. If, as the hon. gentleman says, 
this new system is the rule in the United 
States, then I think it is a good reason 
why it should not be the rule here. I 
shall move that this Bill be not now read 
the second time, but that it be read the 
second time this day three months. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—I agree with 
tho hon. gentleman from Halifax. The 
mover of the Bill should have shown us 
some reason for this legislation, some 
advantage to be derived from it. He has 
failed to do so, to my comprehension, at 
all. It is impossible to decide the notation 
of time in the different Provinces by their 
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geographical position. Quebec runs far 
to the east of Nova Scotia, yet you fix the- 
time of Quebec, by this Bill, two hours. 
later than the time of the Province of 
Nova Scotia. It seems to me that the Bill 
almost destroys the solar system. [cannot 
tell what time to say prayers or what time 
to dance under this Bill. It certainly is 
not consistent with the geographical posi- 
tion of the Provinces. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B. C.)—I think 
that the House is much indebted to the 
hon. gentleman who has brought this Bill 
before us. Not only is it in the right 
direction, but after it becomes law—and it 
will become law before long, notwithstand- 
ing the opposition that is made to it— 
people in a very short time will wonder 
why they did not adopt it sooner. It is 
within the recollection of most of us when 
our money was counted in pounds, shil- 
lings and pence, and we thought that when 
the decimal system was adopted it was an 
awkward way of counting money, but I 
ask who in this country would go back 
again to the old system of reckoning 
money? We must keep pace with the 
age. The period of stage coaches has gone 
by, and this computation of time by the 
twenty-four hours system is the correct 
one. It has been in force for the last two 
or three years west of Lake Superior. Any 
of you who have been over the Canadian 
Pacific Railway know that on arriving at 
Port Arthur you have to put your watch 
back one hour. When you reach Brandon 

ou put it back another hour; then, at 
nald you put it back another hour. All 
that distance between Port Arthur and 
Brandon there is but one local time— 
uniform time everywhere between the two 
ints. Not only is the new system in 
orce on the railway line, but in all the 
towns from Port Arthur to the Pacific 
coast it has been adopted, and I am quite 
sure that you could not induce the people 
of the North-West or British Columbia to 
return to the old system of a.m. and p.m. 
It is also an improvement, annuel as 
it has already proven to be a great means 
of preventing accidents on our railways, 
and I cannot see that the objections raised 
by the hon. members from Amherst, 
Lunenburg and Halifax hold good. Ifthe 
standard time is adopted in Nova Scotia 
it will be uniform over fifteen degrees, so 
that I cannot see that there will be any 
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confusion whatever. In fact, it will simplify | Americans there was very much horrified at 


matters throughout the Province. There 
is another reason why this House should 
gladly adopt the Bill in its present form, 
or some amended form. It will be a re- 
cognition of the services of a gentleman 
who has brought Canada prominently 
before the civilized nations of the earth. 
In this one matter Mr. Sanford Fleming 
has brought great credit to his country 
and to himself individually. I hope that 
the House will not only give the Bill a 
second reading and refer it to a committee, 
but that they will make it the law of the 
land. It can do no harm to anyone, and I 
am sure that it will accomplish a great 
deal of good, and I venture to say that if 
it is in force one year every one who hears 
me will be as familiar with the twenty- 
four hours system as he is now with the 
present mode of reckoning time. I heartily 
endorse the Bill, and I hope it will become 
law. 


Hon. MR. DICKEY—I would liketo say 
a word in behalf of my own Province. My 
hon. friend has made the remark thatit is 
singular to find three gentlemen from Nova 
Scotia objecting to this Bill, but I beg to 
remind him that we get up a little earlier 
in the morning in our Province than we 
do on the Pacific coast. 


Hon. Mz. McINNES(B.C.)—But we stay 
up twoor three hours longer in the evening. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I hope I have not 
been understood as wishing to cast ridicule 
on this Bill, because it comes from a source 
which to me is entitled to every respect. 
I do not desire to be discourteous to the 
hon. member who has taken the trouble to 
bring this important matter before us, and 
I hope that my hon. colleague from Halifax 
will not be disposed to summarily deal 
with this matter, but let it have a more 
patient hearing than we have at present 
the opportunity of giving it. But while IJ 
am on my feet, peraps the House will let me 
speak of it in connection with another 
country where the system provided for by 
the first clause of this Bill prevails. When it 
was first introduced into the adjoining Re- 
public, I recollect well that at that time it 
startled a good many people, amongst 
others, some people in Bangor. which hap- 
pens to be some degrees east of the parallel 
of 75 in which it would probably come under 
this Bill, and on that occasion one of the 


the idea of the sudden change being made 
so that he would have to set his watch a 
little back, because he lived in parallel very 
much east of the parallel he was in future 
to be guided by, and he at last culminated 
in this objection. He said, “I object to this 
because there haint no Joshua in these 
parts.” I hope my hon. friend will allow 
this Bill to be more maturely considered at 
a future day, and then, if it goes to a com- 
mittee, the committee will have the guid- 
ance of any observations that are made 
here. My object in calling attention to it 
was not to interfere with the progress of 
the measure, but to call the attention of the 
members of the committee to whom it 
may be referred to the particular points 
of objection, so that they may more mate- 
rially consider them. [ have no objection 
whatever that it should take this regular 
course. At the same time I sympathize 
entirely with the objections which have 
been made to the Bill. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—Whether the Bill 
asses or not, it must be evident to every- 
ody who has noted the progress that this 

proposal has made that it is a mere 
question of time (I do not intend a pun) 
when it will be acquiesced in by the whole 
country. I think I am safe in saying that 
in all that part of Canada which lies to the 
west of Montreal it is practically in force 
now. I know that it is in force in western 
towns. And I think it is in force in the 
border towns to the south of us; and in 
Ontario, as far as my judgment goes, in 
all the principal towns—there may be 
some smaller places through the country 
where it is not observed—but in the prin- 
cipal towns standard time is adopted. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—From 
Montreal to the Pacific coast. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—Wbhen it was intro- 
duced it became necessary that every 
man’s Clock should be in accord with it, as 
it was railway time. ‘There was great 
reluctance to adopt it at first, but finally 
it came into general use. That is the 
standard time. Allour watches and clocks 
are now regulated by standard time. Of 
course the Bill is ina crude state, and I can 
understand that the criticisms of my hon. 
friends from the east are well grounded. 
One recognizes that the Province of 
Quebec does extend as far east as New 














Brunswick and Nova Scotia, where time is 
regulated by one hour in those Provinces 
and by another hour in the Province of 
Quebec. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) — 
In introducing the Bill, I mentioned that 
it was to be amended. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am very sorry that 
the hon. gentleman has moved in it until 
it was perfected. No doubt the introduc- 
tion of so novel a principle shocks most 
minds, and one can quite recognize that 
they would be more shocked with the 
Bill in the shape it now is, because a par- 
ticular hour is made to cover New Bruns- 
wick, Quebec and Ontario. It cannot be 
possible; that area’ extends over at least 
two hours, because the Province of Ontario 
runs considerably over in its own length 
the 15 degrees. Between Montreal and 
Port Arthur there is a change in the 
hour, and then there are some three or 
four hundred miles before you reach Mani- 
toba, so that the Bill in its present shape 
would never do. You must conform to 
the 15 degrees. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
That is the intention. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Where you find that 
there is a river that will form a boundary 
it is a much easier one to adopt than an 
arbitrary line running through the 
woods. I presume it is intended to be a 
Pe Bill-—that while it makes stan- 

ard time legal it does not take from any 
one the right to use the solar time that 
used to guide our fathers. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—I think there is 
much more importance to be attached to 
the discussion of this Bill than has come 
out yet, when we remember the number 
of persons that will be affected by it. 
While I entirely and cordially approve of 
this system of notation of time on rail- 
ways, and I think to Mr. Sanford Flem- 
ing is due an immense amount of credit 
for obtaining its introduction into this 
country, I do not think that any of the 
reasons which apply to its adaptation to 
railways apply to its use in the community 
generally. It so happens that where I 
come from, midway between two meridi- 
ans, [ know the difficulties that occur from 
the attempt to introduce standard time. 
The experiment has been tried at the city 
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of Detroit, a large and influential city, 
where there is a great deal of trade, 
and where a great many railways centre, 
and they have been obliged to go back to 
the system of adopting the time of the 
place for city time. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think they 
ever adopted standard time there at all. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The railway com- 
pene adopted it, and in the town of 

uron opposite they tried it also, and 
found it so inconvenient that they have 
gone back to solar time. One can easily 
see how inconvenient it is on a cold winter 
morning, when a man must turn out half 
an hour earlier; but that is not so bad as 
making it noon at 11:30 in the morning. 
That interferes with the domestic arrange- 
ments of every family, and applies to the 
whole community. I undertake to say 
that not 1 per cent. of the population is 
interested in having standard time adopt- 
ed. Ninety-nine people out of one hun- 
dred would be far better accommodated 
and served by retaining the true time of 
the place than by standard time, and 
when we come to think of the ‘number of 
people that would be incommoded by the 
change there is no reason why it should 
be made. If we put this statute on our 
books, Ontario must immediately go to 
work and change her statutes, and every 
registry office must change—every thing 
must be changed in order to conform to 
this new system. It would produce a 
great deal of inconvenience, and I cannot 
myself sé a single advantage to be gained 
by it, except by persons travelling, and 
very soon everybody learns the difference 
between the city time and the railway 
time. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Barlington)— 
The consequence is, they would soon adopt 
the railway time entirely. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—Whenever it is found 
to be a practical inconvenience it will be 
adopted. There is no necessity for forc- 
ing the thing on the people until a desire 
is shown for it. The hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa seems to think it is a permissive 
Bill. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is only on the 
condition that it is permissive that it could 
be adopted. 


the Bill reads: ‘In so far as Parliament 
has power to define and control the same, 
the reckoning of time throughout Oanada 
shall be regulated in accordance with the 
hour meridian system, commonly called 
standard time.” The words “shall be re- 
gulated ” seem to me to be anything but 

ermissive. They are obligatory. The 
inconvenience of this system can be seen 
at once in banking matters. A man goes 
to pay his bill five minutes to three 
o'clock by the time of the place, and he 
finds the bank closed. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Nine-tenths of the 
banks of this country have adopted stand- 
ard time; the courts have adopted it. Our 
courts here will be opened on Tuesday 
next by standard time, and our registry 
offices are governed by it. At Toronto 
they are governed by it, and as a matter 
of fact all banks and courts are governed 
by it in this Province. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY—In our little 
town they have adopted it for years. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—I have briefly men- 
tioned what I think are the essential 
things to be considered, and before the 
House incommodes 99 people to suit the 
100th hon. gentlemen had better consider it. 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH—I think the 
Bill is—— 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
—The hon. gentleman has spoken. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—And the hon. 
gentlemen has read what little he has said 
in this House. I have spoken, of course, 
and if the hon. gentleman relies upon his 
point of order I shall sit down; but I shall 
take good care when he gets up to read 
his speech on a matter like this again, or 
on any other matter, he shall be called to 
order also. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
I have not the slightest objection to the 
hon. gentleman taking that course, for 
I know how well he can express himself 
when he addresses the House. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TIf I thought that 
this Bill had the same effect as the hon. 
gentleman from Ambherst says it has, I 
should certainly be very strongly opposed 
to its second reading. The hon. gentleman 


necessary that both systems should be 
used. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—No; it says: may 
be used. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think one of the 
great objections is the substitution of the 
24-hour system for the 12-hour system. 
To gentlemen who have learned their 
arithmetic very thoroughly in early 
life the 24-hour system may be satisfactory, 
but to ordinary men, the great majority 
of the population, that system will be 
confusing tor a long time. When we think 
of the vast number of people who are not 
in the habit of making mental calculations 
it will be seen that it is a great deal better 
to divide the 24 hours into two series. 
Another objection to this measure which 
occurs to me, and which has not been 
referred to by any hon. gentleman who has 
spoken, is one which applies more parti- 
cularly to the Maritime Provinces. As 
I understand it, nautical almanacs, and 
almanacs generally which deal with the 
ebb and flow of the tides, are calculated 
on solar time by the longitude of the place 
for which the almanac is constructed, and 
I think that the introduction of this system 
will simply create confusion in the naviga- 
tion round the shores of the lower Pro- 
vinces. It is perfectly true with regard to 
railways, and particularly since the exten- 
sion of the railway system to the Pacific 
coast, that it is more convenient for the 
railways to use standard time. As to the 
remainder of the population, the advantage 
is with the old system—solar time—and I do 
not see that there is any necessity for the 
Bill. As it is now, the railways use stan- 
dard time, and I do not think that this 
House is satisfied that the use of this 
system should be rendered compulsory on 
the other portions of the population. A 
great change of this sort is not generally 
effected in a single Session, and having 

iven his notice and brought his Bill before 

arliament it will be discussed and consi- 
dered by the public and the press, und the 
hon. gentleman should be satisfied, as the 
House will be then in a better position to 
deal with it. Ifit meets with goneral ap- 
pee next Session we should passit; but 

do not think we should be called upon 
now to pass so important a measure with- 
out an opportunity of discussing it here 
and haviug it considered outside. 
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Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
differ entirely from the hon. gentleman 
from Sarnia in the view he has taken of 
this Bill He thinks it will be a great 
inconvenience to the mujority of the 

eople. Iam afraid that the object of the 

ill is not tully appreciated or understood 
in the House, but as regards the objections 
to the difference of time in the different 
Provinces, the intention is to make them 
uniform. In Quebec, Ontario, and as far 
as the Pacific Ocean, we have standard 
time in use. 
by railways, by banks and by the public 
generally. It is my opinion that this Bill 
will confer most important advantages on 
the public. In former times, when 
we had the old system, there was 
different time in Montreal, Ottawa and 
Toronto. I have myself frequently lost 
my train in consequence of the difference 
in time, but since we have adopted the 
standard system all that is done away 
with, and there is no necessity for missing 

our train because of the difference in time 

tween stations. I feel that I am not 
able to do justice to the subject, but I am 
fully satisfied that the advantages to the 
public will be enormous if this Bill is 
adopved. Iam goinp to ask the House to 
refer the Bill to the Committee of Rail- 
ways, Telegraphs and Harbors, in order 
that it may be thoroughly threshed out 
there. | 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—It will be threshed 
out of the committee. 


Hon. MR.MacINN ES—The object I have 
in view is that the Bill shall be so threshed 
out in committee that it will be thoroughly 
understood, and when the Bill is read the 
second time I shall move to refer it to the 
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and 
Harbors. 


Hon. Ma. ALMON—I do not think it 
fair to take a division on such a Bill in 
this House. 


Hon. Me. MacINNES—I am prepared to 
go on with it. 


The House divided on the motion, which 
was carried on the following division :— 
CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Boyd, Macdonald (B.C.), 
in, Maclnnes (Burlington), 
Clemow, erner, 


It is the time that is in use! Bold 


PE 


473 
Cochrane Montgomer 
DeBlois, Perley, ut 
Dever, Prowse, 
Howlan, Reid (Cariboo), 
Lougheed, Robitaille, 
asson, Sanford, 
McCallum, Smith, 
McInnes (B.C.), Sutherland, 
McKay, Vidal.—25. 
McKindsey, 
Nox-CoXTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 
Almon, Haythorne, 
Shee ani 
al eon. win, 
uc, Odell, 
Boucherville, de, Power, 
Dickey, Read (Quinté), 
Girard, Stevens.—14. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES moved that the 
Bill be referred to the Committee on 
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors. 


Hon Mr. DICKEY—I object to that. 
This is a public Bill. It is not a private 
Bill in any sense, and if it were a private 
Bill it is not cognate in any degree to 
railways, telegraphs or harbors. 


THE SPEAKER—There is no objec- 
tion to referring it to the committee. 
It is the practice in England constantly to 
refer public Bills to some of the standing 
committees. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES—I consulted the 
leader of the House on that point, and he 
said that the Committee on Railways, 
Telegraphs and Harbors was the best 
committee to refer it to. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 5:10 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, April 21st, 1890. 


THe SPs AKER took the chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE TAX ON CHINESE. 
INQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON rose to inquire 


‘ Whether there is any truth in the statement con- 
tained in the Ottawa Citizen, of the 18th April, 
instant, that at Niagara Falls, on the 7th_ instant, 
three Chinamen were hustled over to the Canadian 
side by the United States Customs officers, and that 
one of them not having the Canadian Customs certi- 
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ficate, and not having sutficient money to pay for one, 
was sent back to the American side of the bridge, and 
the gate closed on him, and he had to remain on the 
bridge?” 


He said: The subject of this inquiry is 
one which has attracted the attention of 
every member of this House, and not only 
of this House, but of the country gen- 
erully. It is stated in the press, and the 
fact has been confirmed, that three China- 
men were driven out of the United States 
by the authorities there, and sent across 
the Suspension Bridge to Canada. Two 
of them were allowed to come over because 
they had already paid the price charged 


The Tax [SENATE] on Chinese. 


are determined that ere the Queen’s Crown 
go down there are crowns to be broke? I 
never heard that he was guilty of that. 
Was he a drunkard? No, the Chinese are 
not drunkards. [ am not going to say that 
this Chinaman was a perfect man. In all 
probability, after suffering contumely from 
the Christian inhabitants of the place in 
which he lived—after having his pig-tail 
pulled and dirt thrown at him, he had gone 
to a Joss house and spent a few cents for 
opium by meansof which he could get into 
a dreamy reverie in which he could fancy 
that he was back in the flowery land of his 
childhood, where a religion exists which 


for importing Chinese into the Dominion. | next to Christianity cultivates morality. [ 


The other was a Chinaman who differed 
from the others in the fact that he was a 
poor man, that he had not any money, 
and, therefore, the distinction was made 





have no doubt he thought of the days when 
he parted with the almond eyed woman, 
with her small feet, that he intended to 
marry when he had made a competance in 


in that case that we admit Chinese into je foreign land. He came here to work but 
this country when they have money, and | what did he find? He found that though 
that we do not admit them when they are the woman should bring a certificate from 


poor. He was driven back from the Cana- 
‘dian side and attempted to return to the 
United States, but found the way at that 
side barred. We had shut the door on 
our side, the door was shut on the other 





a missionary and from the British Minis- 
ter from the place where she had lived as 
to her character she would not be admitted 
into the Dominion of Canada unless she 
paid a sum of $50. Some time ago I read, 





side, and he was left standing on the|as no doubt you all have read, that three 
bridge. Within sight of where he stood Chinamen were sent through this country 
he could see the spires of churches be-| jn acar poesie sis 


longing to people who call themselves | they were wild beasts. Thisdid not happen 
Christians. We think we are two of the | a century ago; it happened in the fast 
I 


first Christian countries in the world—;decade of the nineteenth century. 


the United States and Canada. We erect wonder what will be said in the twentieth 
churches in which we proclaim the Gospel century when people read of the fact that 
of peace on earth and good will towards |g man was left on the Suspension Bridge 
men, and we showed our good will towards | because he had not $50 to pay the price of 
this poorChinaman by relusing toadmit hime his admission into Canada? What will 
into the country and by leaving him on the | they say when they read that three China- 
bridge because he could not pay the price men travelling through Canada, were not 
of his admission into the Dominion. What | allowed, as ordinary citizens are, to look 
had this Chinaman done? Had he looted | around them as they passed through the 
furs from Half-breeds and prevaricated ?! land but were fastened under lock and key 
Not that I heard of. Had he got grants of | in a box car? I am sure it will be said 
timber lands, and had he, in order to in-| that it was disgraceful. Ifa simular thing 
crease the sum that he could get from the | occurred to a British or an American sub- 
persons with whom he was dealing, stated : ject in some Chinese port, a British man 
that he had used undue influence with the of war or an American war vessel (if they 
Ministersof the Crown? I never heard that bave any, at all events they are building 
he had done that. Was he like that man some now) would be sent to knock down 
who was once a professor in Oxford, and the houses over the heads of those who 
who decried: the country in which he was would treat a Christian in such a way. Is 
born and plotted to rob the Crown of one jt right that such a thing should happen 
of its brightest jewels ? Had he endeavored in this country ? What will be said of itin 
to excite rebellion in the country of his ; civilized countries throughout the world? 
adoption, knowing that the descendants of, People will scarcely believe it or if they 
70,000 loyalists in the Dominion of Canada do, they will point the finger of scorn at 
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Canada. [have no doubt that in autocratic | opposed to this Chinese tax. Three years 
Russia, where the lash is applied to the | ago, when I was in Victoria, a gentleman 
bare backs of women, the instrument of|called on me to thank me for the stand [ 


Russian cruelty will pause and delay his 
stroke while he reads a full account of the 
barbarity practised here on a poor China- 
man. Î shall be very happy if the leader 
of the House can tell us that this disgrace- 
ful thing did not take place, but I am 
afraid that he cannot. bat I would ask 
him to do is this; you belong to a Govern- 
ment that has determined that the United 
States shall not make our fiscal laws ? 
You have determined not to put a tax on 
British manufactures, while you admit 
American goods free. What did we place 
a tax on the Chinese for, was it not in 
order to please the very worst part of the 
American nation? I hope if the leader 
of the House cannot tell me that 
this incident bas not happened that 
he will be able to say that the Govern- 
ment has reconsidered that matter 
and determined in altering the tariff, 
to take the tax off the Chinese. I am more 
pee than ever of being a Nova Scotian, 

am sure that that Bill to impose a tax 
on the Chinese, would never have passed 
in the Province from which I come. Nova 
Scotia has the proud boast that it was the 
first pote in the British Dominion, except 
the Province of Quebec, where Catholics 
were allowed to sit in a Legislature. It 
was not the Imperial Legislature, but the 
Local Legislature that did that, Take the 
case of slavery ; long before it was abol- 
ished elsewhere, it was done away with 


had taken with regard to that odious tax, 
which he said was a greater disgrace to 
Victoria than to any other part of Canada, 
and he further said that every member 
from British Columbia who keeps servants 
employs Chinese. I must apologize to the 
House for the time I have occupied in deal- 
ing with this question, though possibly no 
apology is called for where such a gre- 
vious injustice is under discussion. I have 
stated the case for the Chinese with what 
little ability I possess. I know that others, 
with better brains and a better command 
of language, could say it in more eloquent 
terms than I have used, but none with a 
better heart. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I do not feel dis- 
ae to go into a discussion of the 

hinese question in the abstract on this 
notice of my hon. friend opposite. I 
hardly think that the House, or the public, 
are prepared for considering and dealing 
with this Chinese law. My hon. friend 
knows as well as any other man, and 
better than most, I dare say, that our 
Government is largely a government of 
compromise, and he knows that there are 
Hundred of thousands of people in the 
Dominion who would speak just as strongly 
in the opposite sense to the sense in which 
he has just addressed the House with 
regard to this Chinese tax. TfI, myself, 
were capable of dealing with this matter, 


in Nova Scotia, not by legislative action, probably I should not be very far in my 
but by public opinion. When actions were | opinions from those of my hon. friend, but 


brought to recover slaves, the judges re- 
fused to charge and the juries to find for 


there are more considerations than the 
opinions of individuals to be thought of 


the slave owner, and thus slavery was and dealt with in dealing with a Bill of 


done away with. I say to the Govern- 
ment, take away the disgrace you have 
inflicted on Nova Scotia by this anti- 
Chinese legislation. I am personally free 
from the guilt ofhaving assisted in putting 
such legislation on the Statute-book. The 
Bill passed this House by a very small ma- 
jority and if the question of its repeal were 
to come before us now, I am sure that nine 
tenths of the members of the Senate would 
vote to remove the obnoxious law from our 
Statute books. You think you are pleas- 
ing the inhabitants of British Columbia 
by maintaining this tax. You are not. 
You are pleasing only a portion of them ; 
very many people on the Pacific coast are 


this kind. My hon. friend knows very 
well that a large section of the population 
entertain the very strongest antipathy 
to the free immigration of the Chinese. 
It is not that these men are guilty of any 
crime: it is the conflict between them and 
the ordinary laborers of the country. 
They can and do live for a great deal less 
money than the working people of this 
country can exist upon, and they consti- 
tute a ruinous competition wherever they 
congregate in any numbers to our own 
laboring population. That is the reason 
why I say there are hundreds of thousands 
of people in the country who will speak 
just as strongly in favor of this Chinese 
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law us the hon. gentleman has spoken; Hon. Mz. SCOTT—I was not in when 
against it. But, I repeat, I do not feel | the question was put to the leader of the 
inclined to take up the discussion of the House, and therefore had not the opport- 
merits of this law in the abstract on my | unity of hearing what was said by the 
hon, friend’s motion. I think I am/hon. gentleman from Halifax; but I would 
justified in contenting myself with answer- | like to have had an assurance from my 
ing the question which is put to the Gov-| hon. friend opposite that this unfortunate 
ernment on the subject. Chinaman was not to be kept in bond. 
It is a fact thet three Chinamen were | The latest despatch that 1 saw from Nia- 
turned out of the United States,where this | gara was to the effect that he was still in 
law which my hon. friend so strongly| bond in the Custom House. Anything 
condemns prevails amongst sixty millions! more inhuman, moro unjust, or more dero- 
of people. They were turned out of the! gatory to the dignity if two great coun- 
United States upon the Niagara bridge. | tries—of two nations who profess to be on 
When they arrived at the Canadian end of|the plane of advanced civilization in the 
the bridge it was found that two of them! world, we have no previous example of. I 
had Canadian certificates, and they were,|think when it was discovered that this 
of course, received at once; but the third; unfortunate man was in such a_ position, 
man had neither the certificate, nor the| the Government, under, the circumstances, 
means of paying the duty which our law ought to nave remitted the fine. It was a 
renders necessary before a Chinaman can | peculiar case, a distressing case. I under- 
enter the country. The Custom House stand that the unfortunate man was kept 
Officer therefore very properly turned him | on the bridge two days and at least one 
back. On reaching the other end of the! night, and that the only food he had was 
bridge he was again turned back and planté| what was supplied to him through the 
la; and the consequence was there was no: generosity of the peuple, but it took some 
saying what would have happened to him, ! days before he was permitted to come to 
had not our official strained a point in his | our side, and then only as an article in 
favor and allowed him to come over into bond. He may be, for all I know, in the 
Canada. What has been done since I do| bonded warehouse—it would be quite in 
not know. We have caused enquiry to be: harmony with orders that have gone forth 
made and hope to hear shortly how it was|from the Customs Department. I say, 
he was allowed to enter. Atall events he | anything more degrading to humanity or 
was not put to great inconvenience, he | disereditable to civilization has never be- 
only suffered such detention on the bridge; fore occurred in this country. If an 
as to let him understand that he was in| Englishman or a Canadian is travelling in 
the same position with regard to entering | China and the smallest affront is given to 
this country as he was with regard to him it is reported at once to the Foreign 
entering the country to the south of us: | Office, and it is made the subject of official 
namely, that he must be either possessed | correspondence, and the Chinese are threat- 
of proper papers to show that he had | ened, as they have been threatened before, 
complied with the law, or pay the duty with shot and shell, I think it is a most 
which the law imposed upon him. I think | disgraceful, piece of legislation to begin 
I should be as pleased as my hon. friend to| with, to have allowed it on our Statute- 
see this law repealed, and to see this: book at all, and I do not think it is a law 
country open its arms to all law abiding | that ought to be rigidly enforced. It is one 
people to settle amongst us. We have! of those laws where the feelings of human- 
plenty of space, and our greatest want is| ity should be allowed to prevail over the 
population; at the same time, because I! hard and fast rules of the Statute. 
think so, and because my hon. friend 
thinks so, and many other gentlemen who; Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend’s 
are not affected by the competition of) indignation seems to me to be a little 
Chinese labor think so, it is not altogether | misplaced. The Government have no 
sufficient ground for taking up the matter | information that this Chinaman was kept 
summarily and disposing of it, if we could | on the bridge several days, or that he was 
dispose of it, which I doubt, contrary to | starved on the bridge, or that he is in bond 
the feelings of the working people of|in the Customs warehouse. We believe 
Canada. that the man was detained on the bridge 
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for a few hours and when he found that 
he could not get over to the United States 
again he came back and, after a little 

rley, was allowed to come on shore. 


hether he is in bond or not, I shall be 
able to inform the House as soon as we |falsehoods against the administration of this peniten- 
tiary, and some of its most deserving officers, was put 


See aes sage I refer to isinthe report of Inspector 
get the information ourselves, but I can in circulation, in Victoria, about twelve months ago. 


Moylan on the Penitentiary of New West- 
minster, Page 25, as follows: 


‘ A fly sheet, printed in Washington Territo 
containing the ‘vile st slanders and most Éd 


assure my hon. friend that what was done | The production was the work of two of the most 
with regard to this Chinaman was done in a se fi en er ts inthe 
accordance with the law which this House mers ion. It was one of them, who, coming across 
assented to; and I do not see that the Gov- com Beatle dite buted, ina ig hours, tite untruth- 
ernment should be reproached for carrying | ful and libellous publication and made his escape to 
American territory before his arrest could be effected. 
out a law which the two Houses have Certain individuals, who were either very credulous 
ed, and which is the law of the land. | or very unfriendly disposed towards the administra- 
could understand a censure upon them | tion of the penitentiary, made grave charges, ARE 
for violating the law, or acting in excess 
of the law ; but to carry out the law is 


that serious abuses irregularities exis 
cine were on the be est paques DORE definite 
ing mentioned, and they were advanced in a manner 
which every one, who appreciates fair play and manli- 
the duty of the Government, and in this Heat hick chien otiro 46 Sastardly: He Dia 
instance they have done their duty and | coward that makes accusations against men, who, by 
nothing more. However, I shall be able reanon of their postion, ace helpless: to defend en 
selves, and who has not the moral co e or the 
to give the hon. gentlemen the information proper sense of justice to formulate his charges, in 
he asked for to-morrow. view of affording an opportunity to the victims of his 
ne Rage à e truth or enr of the es 
t tes 1 ition with- 
BRITISH COLUMBIA PENITEN- [Cur any particular application Proposition 
TIARY. | se ae connection A ue ie meee by Senator 
cInnes on the 24t pril last, in the Senate, 
A QUESTION PRIVILEGE. addressed, with the approval of the Minister, the 
following letter to that person :— 
Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—Before the 6 NEW WESTMINSTER, Sept. 5, 1889, 
orders of the day are called I rise to a| « Hon. Senator McInnes, 
question of privilege. I frequently hear ‘New Westminster, 
in this House members complaining Pe Set ee ene tetemenh Weds by you, a 
e Senate, las n of Pa e 
that the course pursued by the Government that abuses and irregularities exist in this penitentiary, 
is not such as to command that influc-nce | I have we honor to His SA my present 
throughout Canada which this body ought | visit to the institution, I s to make an 
inquiries that may be called for by the facts whic 
to pussess. [have also heard many eXPres- | have come to your knowledge and to which you made 
sions outside condemnatory of the Senate, 
and which certainly did not tend to inspire | “If you will, therefore, be good enough either to 
fidence in this branch of Parliament. ren the evidence yourself or to give me the names 
connde of any persons who may ®& able to prove the existence 
But if there is one thing that more than | of abuses, or irregularities, a careful investigation 
another will bave a tendency to lower the k ER RAC EAU ES Ban AE got can pe" PR 
influence of the Senate, it is the fact which | ° I have the honor, &c. 
I am about to place before the House. My (Signed) J. G. MOYLAN. 
idea of the duties and privileges ofamem-| All these oe expressions, all these 
ber of the Senate or the House of Commons | vile words are addressed by Inspector 
18 that we are here to critisize the admini- Moylan to one of the members of this 
stration of the affairs of the count: "y, and House. I will give you the words which 
the management of tho affairs of the connect that attack with a member ofthis 
several departments of the Government House. On page 580 of last year’ 8 Senate 
through the Ministers and their officials. Debates you will find that the hon. Senator 
If servants of the Government are to be McInnes used the following words. 
permitted to abuse any hon. member who} ,, h 
l for f hi We have a pense within a mile ot where 
rises in his place in performance of his| 1 live, in New Westminster. It is believed that there 
duty, and assail him through the public | are a great many irregularities in connection with the 
documents, there is no use for Parliament, | Management of that institution. I am not going to 
make any charges now, but I believe the rumors are 
because the influence of Parliament will well founded, and when the proper time comes I fear 
have ended. I refer hon. gentlemen to a | 


it will be my bounden duty to ask that an investiga- 
passage in the Blue-book issued this year tion be made, and that it Red entirely beyond 
from the Department of Justice. The pas- 


reference 1 in the Senate. 





the control or influence of the Ins sl of Peniten- 
tiaries and the Government, and that some judge of 
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the Supreme Court, or other Ps ts disinterested | doubt in this instance the Government 
and qualified person, shall take the evidence and ill do their dut I be ‘d that 
investigate all complaints, and thereby do justice to | W1 0 eir duty. t may said tha 


the people of the penitentiary, and if they are not|in the first part of the report the mem- 


guilty of what they are charged with they will be| ber from New Westminster is not named 
exonerated ; if guilty, they should be punished, and but th t t is: “Ih it : 
the public will be satisfied. Anything short of that, | DU e next sentence 18: ave written 


in my opinion, will not give satisfaction.” to that person.” What person ? That 
These are the words. There are no,coward? It makes a direct attack on 
charges there; only giving notice to the|some person, and that person is the mem- 
Government that there are irregularities | ber from New Westminster, and it is also 
according to rumor, and that the Govern-|an attack on this House. To prove that 
ment ought to see to it. Thatisnocharge.| the attack was on the hon. gentleman, the 
That, Honorable gentlemen, has been met |moment that report was circulated the 
with in the way I have just described. | Toronto Mail published the following com- 
These expressions of the inspector are, to| ment on it: 


say the least, impolite and the language is| Suanp exrracr FROM MR. MOYLAN’S PENITENTIARY 
such that, although it is directed against REPORT. 


the member from New Westminister | He refutes charges of mismanagement in the British 


rsonally. it is ani i ’ Columbia penitentiary. Strained relations between 
PE PONS AE a Menu te the Senate, ee the Inspector and Senator McInnes—The vacant 


a body. Those words cowardly and das-| Ottawa seat—Pressure from the lumbermen—Com- 
tardly are not words that should find a| ing Equal Rights meeting. 


place in this departmental Report. This ‘© From our Own Correspondent. 


is a serious Offence in comparison with that | ee ANA A an eee ely Es _ fans di 
e severe [rigidity whic existed so long, and w 

of the same gentleman three years 480 LEO still exists, between Senator Bellerose and 

when I was the victim, and under what| Mr. J. G. Moylan, Inspector of penitentiaries. This 

circumstances? They were inoffensive as are Oye ne ne of the affairs of = ms 

. . RE 4 | cent de Paul. Now the able inspector is evidently 

compared to this. This is a public report | foul of another member of the House of Lords. Last 


which, by law, the Minister of Justice is | session, Senator McInnes, of New Westminster, B.C., 
bound to submit to Parliament to be sent | stated that there were a great many irregularities in 


eA . ° , | connection with the management of the British Co- 
broadcast over the Country, while in my | Immbia penitentiary. Tne évard toc this: ‘napactar 


case it was no report, it was no book. It! Moylan in his annual report BAYS :— 
had no signature. It was intituled a sup-| “A fly sheet printed in Washington Territory, 


Æ | containing the vilest slanders and most bare- 
lementary report. That was a lie. falsehoods against the administration ‘of this peniten- 


t was a return to six addresses of'| tiary and some of its most deserving officers, was put 


i ; ‘ : in circulation in Victoria about twelve Months ago. 
ae asking for Papers respecting The production was the work of two of the most depra- 


the St. Vincent de Paul P enitentiary, ved and hardened criminals that have ever cursed with 
and these returns were not made _ in| their presence any penitentiary in the Dominion. It 


: was one of them who, coming across frum Seattle, 
the usual form, but copies of them distributed in a few hours the untruthful and libel- 


were placed in a Blues Book, without ANY | lous publication, and made his escape to American 
responsible signature to them either of the El is his eue be e ee Certain 

So Min: . individuals, who were either very credulous or very 
Insp ector or Minister of Justice, and put unfriendly disposed towards the administration of the 
before the House. So that the offence, | penitentiary, made grave charges, alleging that serious 


even if it had been in the same words, | abuses and irregularites existed. These charges were 


- wf ° of the vaguest nature, nothing definite being men- 
would have been trifling compared with tioned, and they were advanced in a manner which 


this one which appears in a public docu- everyone who appreciates fair play and manliness 
ment that is to go to the country on the | must stigmatize as dastardly. He is a veritable cow- 


oD eps . - | ard that makes accusations against men who, by rea- 
res onsibility of the Minister of Justice son of their position, are helpless to defend themselves, 
and of Parliament. If the public are tO}and who has not the moral courage or the proper 
understand that members of Parliament | sense of justice to formulate his charges, in view of 


; me affording an opportunity to the victims of his male- 
have no right to criticise the Government volence to have the truth or the falsity of the allega- 


officials, or to see that the administration | tions duly tested. This is a general proposition with- 


: ‘ te j é out any particular application. 
of Uae de aes th + ap ee 2 Poa Fi ly “This is a pretty iain notice to Senator McInnes 
carried on, what 18 the use of a Parliament, | that if the cap fits he can put it on. The ins 


and where is the necessity for the great | after noticing the Senator’s remarks, says ‘ I ad 


: : ' a letter to that person.’ It will be remembered. that 
dt LA nditure made by Parliament? If the: Senator McInnes has a notice on the order paper ask- 


of the day ought to be jealous of the privi- | dismissed. This has probably some connection with 


i : the strained relations that evidently exist between 
leges of this House, and of the protection | [n° Senator and the inspector. Although nobody 


and honor of both Houses, and 1 have n0! came forward with any charges, Inspector Moylan 
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held an investigation, all the officers of the prison 
oeing examined. There was not the faintest ground 
disclosed in this examination for charges of irregu- 


larities in the management of the prison. ‘That per- 


son ’ will now have to be heard from.’ 

“This is a pretty plain notice to Senator 
McInnes, and if the cap fits he can put it 
on. That person will now have to be 
heard from,” meaning Senator McInnes. 
This shows that the report of Inspector 
Moylan is just as I said, and I have no 
doubt that any hon. gentleman who reads 
that blue-book will see what the Inspector 
was aiming at, and I would like to ask the 
Leader of this House what the Govern- 
ment propose to do in the matter. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—If my hon. friend 
had put a notice on the paper so that I 
could have made the necessary enquiries 
as to the precise charge which he proposed 
to make against Mr. Moylan, I would have 
gone into the details, and would be pre- 
pares to discuss the question at much more 
ength than I can now do with the matter 
sprung upon me in this way. The hon. 

entleman from New Westminster in- 
ormed me that he intended to bring the 
matter before the House, but he did not 
say when, and did not give me any parti- 
culars, and as this was several days ago, I 
supposed he had given up the idea of mov- 
ing init. However, I took the trouble to 
ask the Minister of Justice, in conversation 
with him, what the ground of complaint 
was, and what his reply was as to the 
nature of this report, and he stated that 
he had examined the report carefully and 
was satisfied that there is not a word in it 
which can properly be attached to Senator 
McInnes. Mr. Moylan is not speaking of 


— 


to 
Senator McInnes that I can see. I have 
not examined it very carefully, but the 
Minister of Justice has, and that is the con- 
clusion he came to, and the cursory exam- 
ination I have been able to give to the paper 
satisfies me that it is impossible to assert 
that Mr. Moylan has said anything in this 
report disrespectful to the Senator. He 
commences by saying: 

‘ A fly-sheet, printed in Washington Territory, con- 
tains the vilest slanders and most bare-faced falsehoods 
against the administration of this penitentiary and 
some of its most deserving officers, was put in circula- 
tion in Victoria about twe!ve months The pro- 
duction was the work of two of the most depraved and 
hardened criminals that have ever cu with their 
presence any penitentiary in the Dominion.” 
Surely my hon. friend does not mean that 
he is alluded to as one of these people ? 

‘It was one of them who, coming across from 
Seattle, distributed in a few hours the untruthful and 


libelous publication and made his escape to American 
Territory before his arrest could be effected.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Who does that 
allude to ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The Report conti- 


nues: 











‘6 Certain individuals, who were either very cre- 
dulous or very unfriendly disposed towards the admi- 
nistration of the penitentiary, made grave charges, 
alleging that serious abuses and irregularities existed. 
These charges were of the vaguest nature, nothing 
definite being mentioned, and they were advanced in 
a manner which everyone who appreciates fair play 
and manliness, must stigmatize as dastardly.” 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—To whom does that 
refer ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It does not mention 
one person; it mentions “ persons,” in the 
plural. What right has the hon. gentleman 


Senator McInnes, according to the view of | to take to himself the statement that per- 
the Minister of Justice, when he writes| song have made vague charges against the 
what the Hon. Senator has read to the penitentiary ? The hon. gentleman was 
House ; he is speaking of different persons |in his right; there was nothing wrong 
whom he does not identify, but it certainly | about his speaking of what he thought was 
does not appear that ho is speaking of the wrong in che management of this peniten- 
Senator. tiary. It was his duty to do so, and such 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C). Of whom ;® statement as appears in this report can 
is he speaking ? <5" ere no possible reference to the hon. 


gentleman. In fact, it would require the 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT. My hon. friend is 


strongest possible evidence to warrant any 
asking a question which it is impossible for | of us in coming to the conclusion that the 
me to answer. I do not know whom =n 





language used refers to a Senator, who 
Inspector of prisons suspects of circu-|in his place in the House, spoke in general 
lating these slanders. My hon. friend, as. and moderate language of a supposed mal- 
the ait expresses it, has put on the cap, administration of a Government institu- 
but whether it fits him or not I do not'tion. I do not think that my hon. friend 
know. There is nothing in the language|has any right to assume that he is one of 
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those persons who arestated in this report, 


to have been guilty of dastardly conduct | 


with regard to the penitentiary. The ab- 
stract proposition of Mr. Moylan is not 
attached to my hon. friend when he says 
“He is a veritable coward that makes 
acccusations against men who, by reason 
of their position, are helpless to defend 
themselves.” It seems to me, from the 
casual examination I have made of this 
report, that the persons who have really 
made these charges are, I should judge, 
the publishers of a newspaper in New 
Westminster. I find here in the report a 
letter from Mr. Moylan to the publishers 
of the Daily Columbian, in which he 
says :— 

GENTLEMEN,—My attention has been called to an 
article published in the ‘ Daily British Columbian” 


on the 8th of February last, on prison reform, in 
which the following passage occurs :— 
‘Tf half the stories that are told about our own 
provincial institution are true, an investigation is 
urgently demanded.” 
am further informed that, in another issue of your 
journal, the general statement made by Senator 
{cInnes, last Session, in the Senate, as to the exist- 
ence of abuses and irregularities in this penitentiary 
was endorsed. 


In view of these publications I have the honor to | P 


state that, during my present visit to this institution, 
I should be glad to make any enquiries that might be 
called for by the facts which have come to your know- 
ledge, and to which you have made reference, in your 


paper. 
if you will, therefore, be enough either to 
to furnish the evidence yourselves, or to give me the 
names of any persons who may be able to prove the 
existence of abuses or irregularities, a careful investi- 
tion shall be made and I shall be glad if you can 
present thereat. 


I do not find anything disrespectful in that 
to Senator McInnes. It is plain in this 
report that Mr. Moyian put his finger on 
the men who are publishing charges 
against him, and that these are the men 
that he calls on to verify them, and asks 
to be present when he goes into an investi- 
gation to ascertain what ground there is 
for making such charges. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—Will the hon- 
gentleman please read the letter that he 
addressed to me ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes, here is the 
letter :— 


‘*S1r,—In view of the statement made by you in 
the Senate, last Session of Parliament, to the effect 
that abuses and irregularities exist in this peniten- 
tiary, I have the honor to state that, during my present 
visit to the institution, I shall be glad to make an 
inquiries that may be called for by the facts whith 
have come to your knowledge and to which you made 
reference in the Senate. 

‘If you will, therefore, be good enough either to 
furnish the evidence yourself, or to give me the names 
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| of any persons who may be able to prove the existence 
of abuses, or i ularities, a careful investigation will 
be made, and T shall be glad if you can be present.” 
What on earth does my hon. friend find 
objectionable in that ? Here are two sets 
| of people, as appears by this report, who 
made charges against this penitentiary. 
My hon. friend, in his place, stated he was 
informed that great irregularities and 
‘abuses existed, or something to that effect. 
The Inspector writes him a perfectly res- 
pectful letter asking him to be good enough 
to furnish him with the names of the 
persons who could prove those charges, or 
to give him any assistance he can in the 
investigation. Where is there anything 
wrong in that? Then he writes to the 
other parties who had spoken in much 
stronger language than my hon. friend, 
and respectfully asks them to give him 
any information they can. The man was 
doing his duty. He saw by the Senate 
Debates and by the newspapers, that re 
ports were current that the penitentiary 
was not properly managed. He wrote to 
the people who had spoken of these re- 
orts and asked them for all the informa- 
tion they could give him, informing them 
that he was going to make a thorough 
‘Investigation. Some of these people, as 
| will be seen in a moment, refused point 
blank to have anything to do with the in- 
vestigation, or to give any information, 
and reiterated their charges in an insulting 
manner. My hon. friend did not do that. 
The publishers of this paper wrote and 
‘communicated to him, as I understand, 
the article they had published in their 
| paper. It was very strong indeed, and 
| they insisted on a special commission being 





appointed outside of the service. Then 
they quoted the speech of my hon. friend 
and proceeded to say :— 

“The foregoing extracts will explain our attitude 
on the question of an investigation into provin 
penitentiary matters more clearly perhaps than any- 
thing else, and it will not be necessary to give any 

| further reasons for respectfully declining to shoulder 
the onus probandi in such an investigation as you 
propose. We might add that any evidence in an 
Investigation into the matters in question should be 
taken on oath.” 

These gentlemen, then reiterated their 
charges in a much more definite and a 
much grosser form than Senator McInnes 
had used respecting them in the House, 
and I cannot see how my hon. friend takes 
to himself the abstract remark that aman 
who slanders his neighbor behind his back 
is a coward. My hon. friend did not slan- 
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is made that those who make Re Ga atin io dlink aber aeolian eed ae ‘ges are 
cowards, and then he adds that he wrote 
to “that person ’’—to whom does the 
inspector refer when he speaks of “ that 
person ?” The reportis there, and I defy 
any one to say conscientiously that he has 
any doubt that the hon. gentleman from 
New Westminster is intended. If we take 
any pride in being Senators, it is on con- 
dition that the Senate be respected by the 
| Government, and if the Minister of Justice 
has stated that he read this report (as I 
have no doubt he did) knowing him to be a 
good scholar, I am surprised that he should 
state that in his opinion the language does 
not appy to a member of this House. 
When Mr. Moylan made an attack ona 


der him in an anonymous or dastardly 
way, but spoke out in his place in the 
Senate in a proper way, ina manner that 
his duty justified, and why my hon. friend 
puts the cap on his own head I cannot 
understand. Then the Inspector goes on 
and speaks of this as a general statement, 
he does not speak of my hon. friend’s 
remarks as a charge. He says: 

‘“Owing to the general statement made in the: 


Senate, last Session, and its endorsement by the 
* British Columbian ” newspaper in the absence of 


any party or parties to prefer charges against the 
ment and officers of the penitentiary, I con- 


sider it advisable and my duty, to examine the officers 
of the staff, individually, in a general way, on oath, 
as to the administration of the institution. 


And then he went into the investigation. 
Among the witnessess examined was a 
near relative of my hon. friend, and the in- 
spector gives the whole of the evidence 
which he took in this report. With the 
exception of one thing, which | think was 


member of this House two years ago, it 

was not considered a matter of importance, 

because the object of his attack was op- 

posed to the Government; to-day another 

member opposed to the Government 18 

improper, in this report—he used the attacked. he Government may think 
word erson”’ spea ing of my hon. they should do nothing to punish the In- 
friend—I see nothing in the world that | spector for attacking their opponents, but 
he could object to, and nothing in the/| friends ofthe Government may be attacked 
world to fasten upon him this statement|at any time in a similar manner, and 
which Mr. Moylan made as to his opinion they should clearly express their opinion 
of persons who slandered their neighbors | 98 to whether they desire this thing to 
and circulated falsehoods in a deliberate continue. Now, what did Senator Mc- 
manner behind their backs, That was the|Innes say last year? He complained of 
conclusion that the Minister came to, and irregularities, and said that if they were 
the conclusion which seemed to be justified not remedied it would be his bounden duty 
by a closer examination that I made|to demand an investigation, not by the 
myself of the report; and in the absence | Inspector—and why? Because, as I have 
of its being shown that these persons who shown this House, there is strong evidence 
are ulluded to by Mr. Moylan included my that the Inspector is not worthy the con- 
hon. friend, I do not see, nor does the| fidence of any honest Government. Have 
Minister see, what step he can take about | I not charged him, as well as the Govern- 
the matter. I can only Bay, in answer to| ment, with having made a false report to 
my hon. friend’s question, that being Parliament ? I said so on a former occa- 
satisfied that the remarks in this re bs sion ; I repeat it now, and for fear that an 
did not apply to Senator McInnes, the e | investigation might be held, the Govern- 
being nothing in the report itself re ment have remained twelve months under 
creates any connection between them and | the charge of having made a false report. 
the hon. gentleman, the Government can When I made the statement, I asked for 
do nothing in the matter whatever. an investigation, and was told that I could 
not have it. I ‘proposed to the Govern- 

ment to take seven of their friends, and 

amongst them I mentioned the hon. Mr. 

Macdonald, of British Columbia, the hon. 
Mr. Dickey, of Nova Scotia, and five other 

of their supporters. I said: “let there be 

a committee and to-morrow I will submit 

my evidence.” That was refused on the 

oe round that I had not given aday’s notice. 

notice was required, I was the one 
which should have expected it, in order to 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—The question 
is put—why is this remark supposed to 
apply toSenator McInnes? It 1s because 
it appears distinctly so in black and white, 
and | can assure the hon. gentleman that 
if he had to deal with this case as he deals 
with many other cases, he would admit 
that the language in the report applies to 
the hon. gentleman from New West- 
minster, On this same page the statement 
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prepare my case, but I did not ask for a 
notice. It would have been aserious-mat- 
ter for the hon. gentleman from New 
Westminster, to ask for an enquiry before 
the Inspector, when the Minister of Jus- 
tice had been obliged to admit, in the 
other House, that though many en- 
aes had taken place at St. Vincent 

e Paul Penitentiary, yet affairs in 
the institution had been going from bad 
to worse. Was that the sort of official to 
conduct an investigation—the man whose 
investigations had not prevented matters 
from going from bad to worse at St. Vincent 
de Paul ? The Inspector did the same thing 
that I complained of in my speech two 
bade ago. The moment the Inspector 

ears of a complaint being made in Par- 
liament he rushes to St. Vincent de Paul 
and makes an enquiry in his own way, and 
then reports that it is all right, and that 
those who make the charges are calumnia- 
tors. That is exactly what he did in this 
case. The hon. gentleman from New 
Westminster, having stated that he would 
feel it his duty to demand an investiga- 
tion, the Inspector went to New West- 
Minster and made an inquiry himself. I 
do not know what sort of an investigation 
it was, but it it was anything like the en- 
quiries that the same official has held at 
St. Vincent de Paul, it must have beon a 
sham enquiry. There is a document on 
the table of the Senate which shows that 
the Inspector of Penitentiaries has before 
him a charge that the head men of St. 
Vincent de Paul Penitentiary refused to 
allow the reel of the Penitentiary to be 
used to extinguish a fire which had broken 
out in a house near the institution, although 
it has been the custom to render such 
assistance for twenty years before, but the 
proprietor of the house belonged to the 
_ Opposition. On former occasions, when 
fires had broken out in the village, the 
penitentiary reel was taken to the spot and 
the fire extingushed, so that when L heard 
that a fire had broken out, I said to 
myself “it will be out in a few minutes,” 
but when it continued for over an hour I 
went to the spot and found that the reel 
was not there. One of the officials of the 
penitentiary said to me “if we had had 
the reel here the house would not burn 
down.” Then I said to one of the officers 
of the penitentiary that they would suffer 
for their want of humanity, and one of 
them named McCarthy, the one that was 
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promoted for having done mischief, said to 
one of the men “ go for the reel.” He went 
for the reel, but among the whole of the 
men there not one of them understood 
how to manage it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think the 
subject of the alleged mismanagement at 
St. Vincent de Paul can be properly brought 
up now. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—TI submit toit ; 
I thought the Government would be happy 
to hear the truth of the matter. 


Hon. Ma. ABBOTT—The Government 
heard it all last year. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—No, that was 
unother matter. However, these are the 
reasons why an investigation by competent 
men was demanded, and the Minister of 
Justice himself said in the other House 
that it was evident that the Inspector 
himself could not manage these enqui- 
ries at St. Vincent de Paul any more. If 
he begins in the same way out at New 
Westminster, I do not see why the repre- 
sentative from British Columbia should 
not complain that the Inspector is not 
doing his duty. These are the reasons why 
I thought I would raise the question of 
privilege, because I consider a member of 
this House has been attacked. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (B.C.)—A week 
ago last Friday a copy of the Mail Newe- 
paper was placed in my hands by the hon. 
gentleman who has brought this subject 
before the House. I read it, and my first 
impulse was to bring it immediately before 
the Senate at the very nextsitting. How- 
ever, two years ago, when I brought up a 
similar matter for the hon. gentleman 
from Delanaudiere, the leader of the Gov- 
ernment said in his place in the Senate 
that he would have been prepared to take 
some definite action in the matter had he 
been informed of it in advance. Conse- 
quently, instead of bringing it up on Fri- 
day, I went and saw the Minister of Justice, 
Sir John Thompson. I thought it was only 
just and fair that he should know what 
course I intended to pursue. On Monday 
again I thought it would only be doing 
justice to a colleague in this House to place 
the matter before the leader of the Senate. I 
therefore took the report of the Minister of 
Justice, which I now hold in my hands, 
marked it, underlining all the offensive and 
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obnoxious passages in that report and 
sent it to my hon. friend, so that he had 
from Monday last to the present time to 
investigate and thoroughly sift the ques- 
tion before it came up to-day, and I must 
confess that I cannot understand the hon. 
gentleman when he says that this matter 
has been sprung on him. My object in 
going to see Sir John Thompson was not 
only to give him time to make reparation, 
if reparation were possible, but to ask him 
ifhe was aware of this—if he had seen 
and read this before it was printed. I told 
him, in submitting the matter to him, that 
I did not believe—I could not believe that 
he was a party to it, or that he had any 
knowledge of what was being placed in 
the report. To my utter astonishment he 
told me, after some hesitation, that he was 
aware of it. Notwithstanding that state- 
ment of the Minister of Justice, I have no 
hesitation in saying that I did not believe 
that statement of his (cries of Oh! Oh!) 
I have more charity, more consideration 
for him and for the high and honorable 
pion be occupies, than to believe that 

e read that report before it was put in 
the hands of the printer. I believe bis 
kindness of heart and anxiety to shelter 
his official, caused him to state that he 
saw it before it went to press. That is the 
impression that was made on me at the 
time, and I hold that impression yet, for 
were Sir John Thompson guilty of being 
a party to the libellous, the scandalous 
and, Î might say, indecent report, made 
by the Inspector of Penitentiaries, he 
would be unworthy of keeping the position 
that be now holds, I will now show the 
leader of this House, and every member 
of the Senate, that no two constructions 
can be placed on that report, and that it 
refers to me and to me alone; and it is 
only by an enormous stretch of the imag- 
ination and by a complete perversion of 
facts, that one can avoid that conclusion. 
The hon. gentleman has read that particu- 
lar portion of the report referring to those 
ex-convicts that came over from Seattle 
and issued a number of fly sheets containing 
the most libellous statements and slanders, 
as he says, on the officers of the British 
Columbia Penitentiary. There was noth- 
ing indefinite about this statement, The 
charges made in that fly sheet were of the 
most violent character, and that fly sheet 
only represented what was current for 
years before it made its appearance in that 
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form. It will be observed here in all the 
passages and letters quoted by the Leader 
of the Government, that he omits the con- 
nection with myself, and I intend to fil] up 
that gap which will, as I said before, show 
you conclusively that the language used 
was meant for me and no other person. 
Immediately after characterizing the per- 
son who would not formulate his charges as 
a dastardly coward, and abusing him in the 
strongest adjectives he could command, he 
connects my name with this proposed in- 
vestigation and says that he addressed a 
letter to “that person.” Now, the hon. 
Leader of the House has read that letter to 
you. It is dated New Westminster, 5th 
September, 1889, and was written about 
one week after the arrival of the Inspector. 
The city of New Westminster has a popu- 
lation of about 8,000, and every official in 
connection with the penitentiary was 
aware that I was about 8,000 miles away 
from home at the time this official, who 
was about to exercise judicial functions 
and investigate the a rekon at the 
penitentiary, addressed a letter to me. In- 
stead of myself acting in a cowardly man- 
ner, he showed himself an arrant coward— 
he took advantage of my absende with my 
family, when I was travelling in Europe, 
8,000 miles away from New Weatintister 
to ask me to formulate my charges and 
substantiate what I had said in my place 
in the Senate. And in order to shield him- 
self again he says “ I received no reply, the 
Senator as I learned being absent.” He 
does not say that he learned of it at the 
time, though he must have been aware of 
it. But this is only in keeping with the 
complete farce of the whole investigation 
that was held at New Westminster. 
Then again he wrote a letter ask- 
ing the editors of the British Colum- 
bin newspaper to appear and make 
good the charges they had published four 
months before I ever spoke in this Senate 
about irregularties in the penitentiary. I 
I may say here that for years I had been 
receiving letters, and dozens of respectable 
men had told me of the irregularties, not 
irregularties, but abuses of the wurst and 
grosses kind in the penitentiary, but m 

lips were sealed by the fact that I had 
never had an unpleasant word with Mr. 
Moylan, the warden, the deputy warden or 
any official in connection with the institu- 
tion, and the only thing I reproach myself 
for now is that I so long kept quiet, and 
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neglected to eXpose what I then believed 
and what I now believe to be gross wrongs 
and injustice in the management of such 
an important institution. He also wrote 
to the British’ Columbian in which the 
charge had first been made and an investig- 
ation demanded—an investigation which 
would be beyond the control or influence 
of the Government or any person connected 
with the penitentiary. Four or five months 
afterwards, in the mildest language that 
I could command, I rose in my place in 
the Senate and stated that I believed that 
there were irregularties in the manage- 
ment of the penitentiary. The Inspector 
endeavors to make it appear that I stated 
there were abuses. 

I did not make use of as strong a 
word as “abuses;” the word I used was 
“irregularities,” and the publishers of 
this newspaper, the British Columbian— 
one of the ablest conducted dailies in this 
country, the only fault of the paper being 
that it is a Government paper, 4 paper 
that has given a general support to the 
Government for a number of years, but 
those who conduct that newspaper are 
men of the highest standing and reputa- 
tioh—uses the same language. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLEN—It shows their 
good sense to support the Government. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (B.C.)—It showed 
their good sense when they drew the 
attention of the Government of the 
Dominion to the alleged irregularities in 
connection with that penitentiary. I will 
read the reply of the publisbers of the 
British Columbian to Mr, Moylan’s demand 
for evidence of the existence of “ abuses 
or irregularities : ”— 


** Orrice OF ‘THE BRITISH COLUMBIAN,’ 
‘SNEwW WESTMINSTER, B.C., Sept. 6th, 1889. 


‘“Srr,— Your favor of the 5th instant is hereby ac- 
knowledged. A sufficient reply to the proposition 
therein contained, as well as a correction of the evi- 
dent misapprehension by yourself of the position of 
this journal with re rd to an investigation of the 
conduct of the British Columbia Penitentiary, may be 
found by a perusal of the conclusion of the article 
pubis ies in this paper on the 6th of February last) 
rom which you have n pleased to quote, and we 
submit the extract accordingly, beginning with the 
clause cited in your letter .— 

‘ If half the stories that are told about our own 
provincial institutions are true, an investigation is 
urgently demanded. Of course these stories are told 
by convicts, who bring them to the light of day, on the 
expiration of their sentence. And the word of a con- 
vict is not to be taken? Perhaps not. But who 
would ex abuses in penitentiaries if convicts 
did not? It is not to be expected that the perpe- 
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| trators would tell on themselves. It would be well if 
the Dominion authorities would investigate the peni- 
tentiaries once in a while, and to do so by means of a 
8 ial commission outside the service altogether. 
Such a method might lend variety to the reports. 
| ose institutions that are conducted properly would 
suffer no injustice, while conversely wrong if it stra 
' would be discovered and righted. We also ci 
below, Senator McInnes, immediately pertinent re- 
| marks on the subject, made in the Dominion Senate 
on the 24th April last, and our endorsation ap- 
| pended :— 
| ** We have a penitentiary within a mile of where I 
live in New Westminster. It is believed that there 
are a great many i arities in connection with the 
management of that institution. I am not going to 
make any charges now, but I believe the rumors are 
| well founded, and when the proper time comes, I fear 
it will be my bounden duty to ask that an inves- 
| tigation be made and that it be peed entirely 
beyond the control or influence of the Inspector of 
Penitentiaries and the Government, and that some 
judge of the Supreme Court, or other thoroughly dis- 
interested and qualified person shall take evidence and 
, investigate all complaints, and thereby do justice tothe 
people of the penitentiary, and if they are not guilty 
of what they are cha they will be exonerated ; 
if guilty they should be punished, and the public will 
be satisfied. Anything short of that, in my opinion, 
will not give satisfaction. I think this case of the St. 
Vincent de Paul Penitentiary has not gone too far 
yet for a thorough and searching inv tion to be 
made of it before some of the judges of the courts in 
the Province of Quebec. 

‘* It is unnecessary to comment upon Senator Mc- 
Innes’ remarks with respect to the penitentiary in 
this Province. We have already made a similar sug- 
gestion and thoroughly endorse what the senator has 
said on the matter. 

‘* The foregoing extracts will explain our attitude 
on the question of an investigation into provincial 
penitentiary matters more clearly perhaps than any- 
thing else, and it will not be necessary to give any 
further reasons for respectfully declining to shoulder 
the onus probandi in such an investigation as you pro- 
pose. e might add that any evidence in an inves- 
tigation into the matters in question should be taken 


on oath. 
WiSigned), “KENNEDY BRos. 
‘* J. G. MoyLan, Esq., 
‘* Inspector of Penitentiaries, 
‘ New Westminster.” 

Now, here is a newspaper that made 
very much stronger charges than I even 
insinuated in my place here last year, but 
in the investigation that immediately 
followed, I will show conclusively to the 
House that there was not a question pat 
by Inspector Moylan, acting as a Judge, 
that has the least bearing whatever on the 
charges made by the British Columbian, on 
the contrary every question asked has a 
direct reference to myself. I do not observe 
one solitary question that has any refe- 
rence to this fly sheet and the charges 
made in the fly sheet; every question is 
put with a view to fasten something on 
me by which they could belittle not only 
myself as an individual but this Senate in 
the eyes of the people. The Warden of the 


| 
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Penitentiary, in giving his evidence, is 
asked by Mr. Moylan the following ques- 
tion :— 


‘ Have you read the statement made in the Senate 
last session by Dr. McInnes of this place to the 
effect that abuses exist here ? ” 


I never said “abuses.” Yet in every 
question about “ irregularities ” he in- 
cludes the word “ abuses,” a word I never 
uttered or referred to. The answer of the 
Warden us: 

‘ I have, and it is untrue. 

st qe Could any abuses have existence withou your 
knowledge ? 

“A. Certainly not, because I have lived here since 
the Penitentiary was opened; if any such existed I 
would have either seen them or heard of them. 

‘““Q. Can you assign any reason for Dr. McInnes 
making such a statement in the Senate here ?” 
Inspector Moylan is judge of our actions 
here and all our sayings. I hope the 
Government will not retain him in theser- 
vice of this country for that purpose any 
longer. The Warden replies: 

“‘T have reason to believe I offended him, at the 
beginning of my administration, because I did not 
nt cerns on the staff, on his application, who 
were t for the posi..0on.” 

Twelve years ago, when that institution 
was opened, I happened then to have the 
honor to represent New Westminster dis- 
trict in the House of Commons, and I 
thought I had as good a right as any per- 
son to make recommendations to the War- 
den of persons that he should take on his 
staff. Idid make recommendations, [am 

eaking now from memory when I say 

at every recommendation that I made, 
with the exception of one, was acceptable 
to the Warden of the penitentiary and 
that his refusal on that occasion actuated 
me, or that I ever thought of harboring a 
harsh feeling towards the Warden or any 
other official connected with the peniten- 
tiary is false as false can be. I am sur- 
prised that the Warden should be sill 
enough to attribute such mean, childich 
and unworthy motives to me asthat. I 
will again refer tothereport. The Inspec- 
tor asks the Warden again: 

“ Had he opportunities of seeing how the affairs of 
this institution are conducted ? 

““A. He was employed as substitute for the surgeon, 
several times. ” 

Inever was employed there. That isa 

misleading term that he makes use of. I 

acted gratuitously for my brother surgeon 

whom I am sorry to say is dead. I acted 

several times during his absence in Victo- 

ra, and during a trip to the Eastern Pro- 
30 


vince here to his home, to see his poor 
old mother. [ acted for him, and I never 
was employed by the Government or the 
Warden or any other person in that capa- 
city. 

‘* He attended on my family, also on his nephew, 
the steward, and was present at the investigation 
held here by Mr. Trutch, when Government Agent. 
I frequently asked him to visit the Cent be 

romised to come in his capacity of Senator; but he 
not done so.” 


[ had more reasons than one for not 
Visiting that penitentiary, as otten as I 
otherwise would. In the first place I have 
a nephew there who is steward of the 
enitentiary ; and has been for years, and 
rom the number of complaints made by 
reputable men of irregularities and abuses, 
of the grossest kind, in the penitentiary, I 
wanted to close my eyes anid ent my ears 
to anything in connection with it, and that 
is the reason I would not visit that institu- 
tion as often as I probably should have 
done. And as an evidence that there was 
no harsh or ill-feeling existing between the 
Warden and myself, he has employed me 
professionally whenever he could get me, 
to attend on his wife, his family and 
himself, ever since [I went to British 
Columbia, sixteen years ago: and that of 
itself ought to be sufficient proof that I was 
not actuated by any unfriendly motives 
towards the Warden or bis family. 
Inspector Moylan proceeds with his 
enquiry :— 

‘ Have any other parties made or instituted charges 
against the administration of the penitentiary that 
you know of ? 


‘The only other parties who have done so are the 
Kenny Bros., publishers of the British Columbia 


Newspaper. 
“Q. What did they say ? 
‘A. The endorsed Senator Mélange’ remarks, and 


said that if half the stories told by discharged convicts 
were true, that an investigation was very much re- 
quired. 

I never received one word of informa- 
tion in connection with the management of 
that institution from a convict or an ex- 
convict, but I have from men whose vara- 
city cannot be doubted for a moment, and 
whose bare word would be taken in pre- 
ference to the sworn affidavit of Inspector 
Moylan, where they are known. Then the 
Deputy Warden was put under examina- 
tion. He is asked this question :— 

‘ Have you seen the statement made by Dr. Mc- 
Innes, last Session of Parliament, about abuses exis- 
ting in this Penitentiary ? 

‘* A. IT have read it.” He never fails to put in the 
word ‘‘ abuses.” 


What do you think of it? 
I think this statement is false. 

“Q. Is not thisa rather strong word to use? 

‘A. I don’t tkink so ; but Ithink thecharge ground- 
lees and uncalled for on his part.” 


Then comes another important question 
—it appeared to be the all important 
question with the Inspector :— 

**Q. Do you not think he made the statement in 
good faith and in the public interest ? ” 

Here he is questioning the motives of 
an hon. member of this House about 
charges which, if true, this witness ought 
to be punished in the severest way, and if 
not guilty he ought to be exonerated. 
That is the reason I spoke last year as I 
did. I contended that if those charges 
were groundless these men should be 
honorably acquitted and exonerated from 
all blame, and those who made the charges 
should be punished or laid under censure. 
The answer was :— 

** A. I do not. 

“Q. Why do you say this? A. I base my opinion 
upon the fact that Dr. McInnes was annoyed 
because, after the opening of the penitentiary, he 
could not have his own way in certain matters. 


refer to certain appointments which he wanted to 
make on the staff and toimprovements on the grounds, ” 


When Mr. Moylan went out there to 
open the Penitentiary, he brought with 
him the piesent Deputy-Warden, who 
had been a guard before that in the 
Kingston penitentary. He took him out 
there and appointed him chief keeper. 
That was the position he held until about 
three or four years ago, when he was made 
Deputy-Warden. I feel as contident as 
that I live that I never for a moment 
mentioned any appointment to the then 
chief keeper, and if ] made any suggestion 
about laying out the grounds I have not 
the most remote recollection of it. If I 
did, so little attention did I pay to it that 
it has entirely es my memory, but I 
am very sure [ would not apply to the chief 
keeper to take any person on the staff, 
because he was not in a position to mnke an 
appointment. That was exclusively in the 
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arrangements of the penitentary. He 
asks the question :— 


“Q. Are you aware that any abuses or irregulari 


ties have existence, or still exist, in the manage- 


ment or among the officers ?—A. I know of none. 


‘*Q. Have you stated to anyone that they do exist ? 
—A. I have not. 


. Ÿ Has anyone questioned you to that effect ?— 
A. No.” 


My nephew states that he does not 
believe that there are any irregularities 
or abuses in the institution. I have read 
a portion of the evidence given by each 
of these witnesses in that mock investiga- 
tion to show you the animus of the 
Inspector—to show you that it was not to 
correct abuses if they existed in the peni- 
tentiary, but to fasten on me what he 
calls “dastardly and cowardly conduct.” 
I leave it to any hon. gentleman in this 
House if I could have referred to the 
Tumors in a milder manner than I did? 
Did I insinuate anything but what I had 
a perfect right to insinuate, and to bring 
to the notice of the House? The mem- 


I|bers of that institution, if they are 


guiltless, ought to have thanked me 
for drawing the attention of the 
Government in the mild way that I did 
to these rumors in order that there should 
be an investigation into the management 
of the institution, and to prove to the 
panne whether there was any foundation 
or the rumors or not. As I said before 
the report shows the animus of the whole 
affair. The inspector had not the man- 
liness to mention my name, but in the very 
last sentence in the moralising and philo- 
sophizing general paragraph in the report, 
which I submit he or no other official 
should be allowed to insert in a public 
document, he tries to shelter himself under 
a general proposition without any applica- 
tion. I leave it to hon. gentlemen to say 
whether, taking the investigation as 4 
whole, it does not apply to me as 
plainly as it was possible for him to state 
it even in words ? Now, why was this 





hands of the Warden and not of the chief done ? Why has he made this violent 
keeper, so that the statement made there | attack upon me and upon the Senate of 
by the Deputy-Warden is equally false and | Canada ? It was in consequence of this: 
silly as that of the Warden. I will now |In 1887 I called the attention of the House 
call the attention of the House to the to another violent and cowardly attack 


evidence given by my nephew, and you 
will see right along in the questions how 
the etal wishes to entrap him, and 
if possible, to find out that I had been in- 
terfering with the government or internal 


upon an hon. member of this House, 
issued in a Blue Book, without the author- 
ity of the Minister of Justice. I will 
read it, and I shall read the reply of the 
leader of the Government in this House. 


> 
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It will be found in the Senate Debates for 
1887, at page 284 :— 

‘We have a penitentiary within a mile of where I 
live in New Westminster. It is believed that there 
are a great many i ities in connection with the 
management of that institution. Iam not going to 
make any charges now, but I believe the rumors are 
well founded, and when the proper time comes, I fear 
it will be my bounden duty to ask that an investiga- 
tion be e, and that it be placed entirely beyond 
the control or influence of the Inspector of Peniten- 
tiaries, and the Government, and that some judge of 
the Supreme Court, or other thoroughly disinterested 
and qualified person shall take evidence and investi- 
gate all complaints, and thereby do justice to the 
people of the penitentiary, and if they are not guilty 
of what they are ch they will be exonerated ; if 
guilty they should be punished, and the public will 

satisfied. Anything short of that, in my opinion, 
will not give satisfaction.” 

The reply of the hon. leader of this 
House was satisfactory and I give him 
credit upon that occasion, He did his duty 
well, honestly and faithfully. No person 
could have done more than he did on that 
occasion to vindicate the honor and the 
dignity of the House, and the Inspector 
received a reprimand. I do notthink it is 
any secret when I say that another mode 
was taken to mark the sense of the Govern- 
ment, and that was, | believe, by knockin 
off some $500, that was about to be add 
to his salary. I heard it so stated and I 
believe it is eorrect. It appears that that 
is the foundation for all his vile report and 
references to me, and this mock investiga- 
tion that was held at the penitentiary. 
Under all the circumstances, every step 
which this man has taken, every question 
that he has asked, every word that he has 
attered in connection with this mock inves- 
tigation shows the animus of the indivi- 
dual. It shows conclusively that his object 
was not to do justice to the institution and 
those officials employed in it, but to have 
a slap at me, to defame me if possible and 
in doing tbat, I submit, it was carrying out 
the instincts—yes the instincts of a lineal 
descendant and faithful disciple of Judas 
Iscariot, because only a Judas Iscariot 
could act in such a vile, contemptible man- 
ner, and I sincerely hope that the Govern- 
ment will not keep the lubberly, impudent 
parasite in their employ any longer. Is he 
retained there to vilify members of this 
House, or is he there to discharge a public 
duty? I made no insinuation against him 


in my remarks when I brought the matter | 


before the House, and if the House is true 
to itself it must vindicate its own honor. 
The Senate has sunk low enough in the 
opinion of the country—so low that a 
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hired servant of the Government, in a 
report in a public document, with perfect 
impunity, imputes most improper motives 
to a member of this Honse when he rises 
in his place and discharges what he believes 
to be a public duty. I say that it is time 
that the Senate should mark its sense of 
wrongdoing in allowing Government offi- 
cials to slander public men. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I really must ex- 
press my regret that I am compelled 
to address the House again on this subject. 
If my hon. friend had followed the hon. 
gentleman from Laval I would have an- 
swered the two questions at once. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man from New Westminster rose in his 
place before the leader of the House stood 
up. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I did not see any- 
one rise; if I had I should certainly have 
waited until I heard what my hon. friend 
had tosay. However, as the hon. gentleman 
has spoken, I think I must say a few words 
in answer to him, because I really do not 
think that the aspersions which he is cast- 
ing on Inspector Moylan are justified by 
what I find in this report. I have nothing 
to do with Mr. Moylan himself or his dis- 

ition towards the hon. gentleman. 
hat I have to do, as a member of the 
Government, is to see, as far as I can form 
an opinion, whether an officer of the Gov- 
ernment has in any respect vilified or 
insulted, or spoken disrepectfully, or im- 
roperly, of any member of this House. 
hat is the task I propose to set myself in 
connection with this enquiry, and beyond 
that I do not prapoee to go, whether the 
enquiry was a valid enquiry or substantial 
enquiry, except in so far as it bears on my 
hon. friend’s complaint; but I must say 
this—and my hon. friend will pardon me 
for saying it—I have listened attentively 
to what he said with the expressed inten- 
tion of proving that the remarks of Mr. 
Moylan were intended to apply to him 
and no one else, and the more he has said, 
and the more I compare what he has said 
with what I see before me in this report, 
the more I am convinced that he is en- 
tirely in error, and that tiere is nothing 
in this report to connect him with the 
remarks of Mr. Moylan which he finds 
offensive. He has given us two or three 
reasons why he thinks Mr. Moylan refers 
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to him. First, he says, “he wrote a/anyone can judge from the appearance of 
letter to me, which shows that it was to me | these paragraphs,Mr. Moylan was speaking 
he was looking and not to other people. |of two different things when he cha: ac- 
He did write a letter to my hon. friend, | terized these charges as “ dastardly ” in 


and if any hon. gentleman has the one paragraph, and in the next paragraph 


report before him, I would like him to| stated that 
look at it. At the foot of page 25, Mr. | 


Moylan speaks of the persons who circu- 
lated these fly sheets, and of certain credu- 
lous individuals who had ‘laid charges 
on those statements, which charges, he 
said, were made in a dastardly manner. I 
have already shown that no one could 
characterize the charges that Senator 
McInnes made as being made in a das- 
tardly manner. They were made in an 
open manner in his position as a member 
of this House, and there was nothing that 


e had written a letter to my 
hon. friend. He does not speak of Senator 
McInnes’ charges as being dastardly, but 
in the letter which I have already read to 
the House, he asks the Senator, in the 
most polite and respectful manner, to put 
him in communication with what witnesses 
he could. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—Why did he write 
that letter at all, knowing that I was not 
in the country ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 


he said that could be distorted into any-| says that he was not in the country at the 


thing dastardly. 


time; I take his word for it but I do not 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—There is|know whether Mr. Moylan was aware of 


one question I would like to ask the hon. 
gentleman : has the Inspector, during the 
whole of the investigation, ever usked 


the fact or not. I must take the report 
as I find it. My hon. friend says that the 
Inspector has villified, slandered and 


about the charges that were made except | abused him in this report. Now, I find 


the ones in the British Columbia news- 
aper? Is not every question that is asked 
or the purpose of fastening it on me? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
really astonishes me. That is the 3rd 
point that my hon. friend raised; what he 
says now, and what he said before, aston- 
ished me, and I think it will astonish this 
House when it learns the facts. To return 
to this letter, the Inspector, after dealing 
with the paragraph which I have just re 
ferred to, proceeds in another paragraph 
to turn to my hon. friend, and obviously 
refers toa different subject. He says: 
‘ [n connection with the remarks made 
by senator McInnes on the 24th April last 
in the Senate, I adressed, with the ap- 
proval of the Minister, the following letter 
to that person.” He says here “ to that 
person ; ” I think it was wrong and inde- 
corous to speak of Senator McInnes in that 
way, and Mr. Moylan has been already 
told so, but still it is not an offence so 
heinous as to justify what my hon. friend 
has said. But anyone who will read the 
report with an unprejudiced eye will see 
that the Inspector is dealing with two 
different matters. In the first paragraph 
he says that persons have made grave 
charges in a dastardly manner, and then 
in another paragraph he says that he 
wrote Senator McInnes a letter. As far as 


that he wrote my hon. friend a most civil 
and reapectful letter, asking bim to put 
him in possession of information, My hon. 
friend asks “why did he write to me?” 
He wrote because my hon. friend made 
certain charges from his place in the 
Senate. I give him credit for having 
made them in the mildest manner possible, 
His motive, and the mode in which he 
proceeded, are perfectly clear—perfectly 
right and reasonable as far as I can see. 
My hon. friend insists that it must have 
been with regard to him that this enquiry 
was instituted, because he had made those 
statements before the British Columbian 
newspaper. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—No months after ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Then I did not cor- 
rectly understand my hon. friend. He 
says now because he was the second person 
who made the charges, therefore the 
enquiry was made. There are no conclu- 
sions to be drawn from such statements in 
one direction or the dther. Whether my 
hon. friend made the statement in April 
and the British Columbian newspaper 
made them in February, or vice versa, does 
not afford any clue to the desire or inten- 
tion of Mr. Moylan in instituting this 
investigation; there is nothing to indicate 
ana a pese to my hon. friend in 
that. he hon. gentleman said, and 
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repeated just now, to my astonishment, |other statement. The first witness exa- 
that it must have been with regard to him: mined was the Warden. His examination 
that all these remarks were made, because | extends over a little more than an entire 
in the whole investigation, every question! page of the paper. He was asked every 
put to the witnesses, was directed to him, | imaginable question, I should say, about 
endeavouring to fasten on him the inves-| the general management of the institution 
tigation. There were 32 witnesses exa- and the mode in which it was conducted 
mined in this enquiry—every man about | before he was asked anything about my 
the place was examined. A card was/hon. friend. Then he was asked these 4 
published in the newspapers calling upon | questions :— 








anyone who could give informationtocome| , Gy. Haws sou sesarihe tement aa tacthe 

and be examined. Of the 32 witnesses Senate, last Session, by Dr. McInnes, of this place 

examined only 10 were asked anything te the hashes that abuses exist here? A. I have an 
. 10 18 untrue. ’ 

ae sexed PT Te et no were | 0, Could any abuses have existed without your 


knowledge? A. Certainly not ; because I have lived 
here since the penitentiary was opened ; if any such 
Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—The man-| existed I would have either seen them or heard of 
ner in which those 22 witnesses were asked | them. 
é ; ae Q. Can you assign any reason for Dr. McInnes 
a few questions was this: they were all | making such a statement? A. I have reason to believe 
officials of the penitentiary, and as I was|I opener a the Deg nnlng of my gee RCL 
: . | because I did not appoint persons on the staff, on his 
tld, it would eoenpy f00 much of nn wmf hori 
: ‘“Q. e opportunities of seeing how the affairs 
separately, so there were general questions 
asked, “ you concur in that ?” and so on, 
and that portion of it was all through in 
a few minutes. That was the investiga- 


tion. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—Does that support 
what my hon. friend said just now, that 
every witness who was examined was 
examined solely with regard to him ? 


of the institution are conducted? A. He was em- 
ployed as substitute for the Surgeon, several times.” 


Those are the four questions in an exami” 
nation which covers more than a page of 
close print that are put to the Warden 
about Dr. McInnes. This is what my hon. 
friend calls devoting every question in the 
examination to fastening an imputation on 
him. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—Special pleading ! 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is an expres- 
sion the hon. gentleman is -fond of using. 


Hon. Me. McINNES—Yes, every one 
of the main witnesses—the Warden, 
Deputy-Warden, Chaplain, Steward, and 
so on—evcry witness that was examined 
right along. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
now qualifies it and says that every ques- 
tion put to these witnesses was put with 


regard to him. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—Not every ques- 
tion. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—That is a sort of 
argument the hon. gentleman often resorts 
to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is a favorite 
statement for gentlemen to make who are 
not perfectly accurate in their statements 
sometimes—not intentionally, of course— 
and it is applied generally to those who 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is what I'are more accurate, and that is the case in 
understood him to say. I would like to|the present instance. The Deputy-War- 
know what my hou. friend does say. I)den is the next witness sworn. He was 
can only answer what he says in the examined right along, and his testimony, 
House; I cannot answer what he may | according to my hon. friend, ought to be 
have in his mind when he makes such | found entirely devoted to showing that he 
statements as those. He says now, as I| was the man that was guilty of all these 
understand him, that every one of those | false imputations. This man's deposition 
witnesses who were examined “right, extends through two pages of close print, 
along,” as he says, was examined with | and from the Regtaning of it down to the 
reference to him—that every question put | foot of the second page every word of it is 
to those witnesses was put with regard to, devoted to the management of the peni- 
him. That is just as erroneous as the | tentiary. No allusion is made to Dr. Mc- 
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Innes until at the end four or five questions 
are put as follows: 

‘*Q. Have you seen the statement made by Dr. 
McInnes, last Session of Parliament, about abuses 
existing in this penitentiary? A. I have read it. 

“Q. at do you think of it? A. I think his 
statement is false. 

‘*Q. Is not this a rather strong word to use. A. I 
don’t think so; but I think the charge groundless and 
uncalled for on his part. 

‘*Q. Do you not think he made the statement in 
good faith and in the public interest? A. I do not. 

‘*Q. Why do you say this? A. I base my opinion 
upon the fact that Dr. McInnes was annoyed because, 

ter the opening of the penitentiary, he could not 
have his own way in certain matters. I refer to cer- 
tain appointments which he wanted to make on the 
staff and to improvements on the grounds.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Do not those ques- 
tions of the Inspector remind one very 
much of that suggestion “ Don’t nail his 
ears to the pump”? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No. 
Hon. Me. POWER—Very much I think: 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This man is not a 
lawyer, and he did not ask the questions 
as ] should put them, but surely there is 
nothing improper when he came there 
specially to make an investigation in con- 
sequence of charges that had been made, to 
call the attention of the witnesses to those 
charges and ask them what they thought 
about them. I see nothing wrong, and I 
cannot imagine that any person could see 
anything wrong, unless he felt determined, 
a priori, to find something wrong in what 
the Government officer did. The next wit. 
ness examined is the Protestant Chaplain, 
and three-quarters of his depo-ition is taken 
up with euquires about the management of 
the institution. Then, as in the former 
cases, his attention is called to the charges 
made by Dr: McInnes. The Steward is 
asked about the service generally before 
he is asked any questions about his uncle, 
and what he is asked seems to point to this, 
that Mr. Moylan’s desire was to get at 
the bottom of the charges. He found out 
from the Steward that, at all events, one 
of the persons who furnished information 
to my hon. friend was an ex-guard of the 
institution, a man who had been dismissed. 
He went to my hon. friend and carried 
statements to him which were derogatory 
to the institution. Then the other wit- 
nesses were not examined right along. It 
would have been very easy for Mr. Moylan 
to put questions to these witnesses, but he 
makes the following explanation :— 
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‘ In order to shorten the au to save time and 
writing, and to examine every officer of the staff, I 
asked each of the under named the following ques- 
tions. The answers will be numbered correspond- 
ingly, 1, 2 and 3. 
à How long are you in the service ? 

2. Do you know of anything wrong in this insti- 
tution ? 

3. Do you know of any abuses or irregularities 
de the administration or on the part of any of its 
officers ! 


Those are the questions, and there is noth- 
ing about my hon. friend here. If Mr. 
Moylan wished to drag my hon. friend into 
every man’s evidence he could have put 
his name into each one of those questions. 
The great bulk of the enquiry was devoted 
entirely to investigating the way in which 
the institution was managed. There was 
a mere incidental reference to my hon. 
friend in some of the depositions towards 
the end, simply calling attention to his 
charges to ascertain if they knew of any 
foundation for them. My hon. friend must 
understand, and I am sure the House 
understands, that if I could satisfy myself 
that these expressions of Mr. Moylan’s 
could legitimately be held to apply to any 
member of this House, he would be visited 
by the displeasure of the Government ina 
manner more severe and more serious than 
on a former occasion. The course that the 
Government took when my hon. friend 
from Delanaudiere was assailed by Mr. 
Moylan is proof that the Government is 
not disposed to disregard misconduct on 
the part of its employees, but, on the con- 
trary, is inclined and is determined to 

unish disrespect to any member of either 

ouse—any Official disrespect on the part 
of its employees which can be brought 
home to them, but I must say that having 
heard the opinion of my hon. colleague, 
the Minister of Justice, whom my hon. 
friend does not hesitate to accuse of lying 
deliberately to him, I do not think Mr. 
Moylan’s report contains a reflection upon 
the hon. gentleman from New- Westminster. 
None of us is predisposed to believe that 
Mr. Moylan is respectful to everybody, 
because he was not respectful to my hon. 
friend from Delanaudiere, but when the 
Minister of Justice examined the report 
and was convinced that there was nothing 
in it that could with propriety connect my 
hon.friend from New Westminster with the 
Inspector’s remarks, I am satisfied that he 
spoke with the most perfect candor, and 


with that clearness of judgment which 


peculiarly characterizes him. And when I 
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read them myself after my hon. friend 
Calling my attention to it, though I did not 
know that it was intended as a formal 
notice and after I had spoken to the Minis- 
ter of Justice, I must say I could not bring 
my mind to any other conclusion than 
that there was nothing in it that could 
connect it with my hon. friend. If there 
was, I should be the first in this House to 
insist that proper reparation should be 
made, and proper punishment inflicted on 
the offender. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES—The hon. leader 
of the House has charged me with exag- 
geration. Now, while he was speaking [ 
analyzed the number of questions put to 
the warden, and I find that there were 13 
altogether, 4 of which related to myself. 
The” deputy warden was asked 22 ques- 
tions, 5 of which related directly to myself. 
Of the 25 questions put to the Steward, 8 
were about me. I think I was quite justi- 
fied in the statement that I made. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT —That does not 
prove that every question that was put to 
the witnesses was about my hon. friend. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TI quite agree’ with 
the leader of the House that wo are not 
now investigating the management of the 
British Columbia Penitentiary. The thing 
we are called upon to do now is to examine 
the report of the British Columbia Peni- 
tentiary, and read the language of the 
Inspector as a man of ordinary intelli- 
gence—a disinterested man—would read 
it, and gaake up our minds as to whethor 
or not the language contained in the 
report should be regarded as being calcu- 
lated to lower the hon. gentleman from 
New Westminster in the estimation of his 
colleagues in the Senate and of the people 
throughout the country who happened to 
read the report, that is supposing the 
people who read the report he lieved the 
statements made by the Inspector. The 
hon. leader of the House takes the ground 
that the ordinary reader would not apply 
the language of the Inspector to the 
Senator from New Westminster. We have: 
to look at Mr. Moylan’s language and judge 
of its meaning for ourselves. I may in 
that connection call attention to the fact 
that the Mail newspaper, which is con- 
ducted with at least a fair degree of intelli- 
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Ar nites is Gus ielowall een dlemaneiomn Now: Wait he from New Westminster. The 
hon, gentleman from Delanaudiere read 
the language in the same way. Other 
members of this House have read the 
language and understood it in the same 
sense; 80, whatever Mr. Moylan’s meaning 
may have been, it is clear that his language 
was at least obscure ; and an officer of the 
Government should write more intelligibly 
and not write in-such a way as to be liable 
to be misunderstood. It is not because Mr. 
Moylan is not familiar with the English 
language, and skilful in its use; in fact one 
difficulty with Mr. Moylan appears to be 
that he is afflicted with a fatal facility in 
writing. The hon. leader of the House has 
adverted, not to the temper shewn by the 
hon. gentleman from New Westminster, 
but to his tendency to use somewhat strong 
language. That is just one of the objec- 
tions to a report of this kind, that any 
member who thinks its language applies 
to himself, necessarily and naturally 
allows his temper to rise; and when he 
loses his temper, his language is not 
characterized by “that moderation which 

enerally characterizes speeches in this 

ouse, when members are in a state of 
perfect equanimity, as they should always 
try to be. At page 25 of the report, we 
find, after a statement with respect to those 
convicts who had come over and scattered 
libellous leaflets on the sacred soil of 
British Columbia the following : 


‘** Certain individuals who were either very credu- 
lows or very unfriendly disposed towards the adminis- 


tration of the penitentiary, made grave charges alleg- 
ing that serious abuses an irfegularition existed.” 


And then the Inspector goes on to stigma- 
tize that conduct as dastardly. Then, ap- 
parently in order to protect himself in case 
the matter came up in this House or some 
similar place, or was brought before the 
Government in any way, the Inspector 
SAYS :— 

“This is a general proposition without 
any particular application.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—He stigmatizes the 
manner as “dastardly ’—that could not 
apply to my hon. friend. 


Hon, Me. POWER—He says “he isa 
veritable coward that makes accusations 
against men who, by reason of their posi- 
tion, are hel less to defend themselves,” 
Did that app ok to the publishers of the 


gence I should say, took the remarks of | British Columbian newspaper or to the 
the Inspector as applying to the hon.|Senator from British Columbia? Any one 


one would naturally, reading thenexttwoor| «1 am further informed that in another issue of 
three lines, feel that what came after is que jeune pr nn Rape ee 
connected with what went before. The | cn ON DS Ale As vO Ene es 

f s f ab d irregularit this itentiary 
Inspector says: “In connection with the wax endorsed” Sie ais 


remarks made by Senator McInness onthe| Now, the hon. leader of the House says 
24th of April last, in the Senate, I addressed, | that there were very gross and outrageous 
with the approval of the Minister, the | statements made in the newspaper as com- 
following letter to that person.” Now, it! pared with the very mild statement made 
is not an insult to call a member of this by our colleague. have read the article 
House a person : we are all persons ; but | given in the newspaper as reproduced, and I 
it is not language which is generally do not find that any stronger statement 
deemed to be respectful; and the hon. | was made by the newspaper than by the 
leader of the House had to admit that; so; Senator. The newspaper says that if half 
that although the leader of the House | the stories told about the penitentiary are 
stated that the letter itself was pertectly | truean investigation is urgently demanded. 
respectful, the language used here as|That is not putting the matter much 
preliminary and intioductory to the letter | stronger than it wae put here. I do not 
was not respectful, but very much the | think that the hon. gentleman from New 
other way. It seems to me that it was| Westminister, when he said that all the 
mere burlesque on the part of the Inspector | questions related to himself meant exactly 
to write a letter to a gentleman who was that; what 1 understod him to mean at 
at that time several thousand miles away, | the time was that every witness was asked 
a fact which the Inspector must have | questions with respect to himself. 1 tind 
known, My hon. friend from New West-| that such questions were put tothe Warden, 
minster is not a very small or insignificant | the Deputy Warden, the Protestant Cha- 
man, and Mr. Moylan who went to New plain, the Steward, Keeper Fitzgerald ; 
Westminster to investigate the charges | and then, as the hon. gentleman has just 
made by the hon. gentleman, must have|gaid, when the Inspector undertook to 
known before he was in that town a week, | shorten the enquiry there were no ques- 
that the hon. gentleman was not there ; | tions about the Senator in the short exa- 
and consequently I must look upon the! minations ; but a little further onîwe find 
writing of that letter as a sham. Perhaps | that our colleague comes up again. Ques- 
that is not the best word to apply toit ;|tions concerning him were put to the 
but it wus worse than an unmeaning act. | Catholic Cha lain, the Accountant, the 
He refers to the statement made—Ly the Bishop of New Westminister, and the 
way it was not made as he states it—by the | Physician. I do not see any reason why 
hon. gentleman from New Westminster, | the name of the Senator should have been 
that ubuses and irregularities existed in| mentioned at all. The question was whe- 
this penitentiary. The statement made | ther the facts existed, and I think that it 
by the hon, gentleman, as he has explained, was in exceedingly bad taste at least for 
was that it was rumored that irregularities | the Inspector to refor to statements made 
existed. here in the Senate, and ask those = Coe 
. ._| whether those statements were true. He 
ne ON: DED RECT Taree ER eURE might have stated the facts, quoted the 
à | allegations if he pleased, and asked if 
É Hon ee ee ee a : those statements were true. 
ave reud just now, I as one—an in 
Lam faily disinterested and” emails An Ee TU 
not in an excited condition, and never have the accused parties. 
been in connection with this matter—I| Hon. Mr. POWER,—Supposing they 
should think that Mr. Moylan referred to | were the accused parties, they were asked 


~~ 
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to come forward and state whether the 
allegations were true. I callthe attention 
of the leader of the House to a statement 
which seems to have escaped his usually 
keen eye: while he has given the House 
to understand that it was the charges made 
by the British Columbian newspaper, and 
not the charges made by the honorable 
member from New Westminister that were 
being investigated, we find all through the 
examination that there is not a word, 80 
far as I can see, except one allusion, said 
ts charges published by the British Colum- 
an. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT.—While the British 
Columbian newspaper is not mentioned, the 
bulk of the questions relate to the charges 
made by the British Columbian. 


Hon. Mz. POWER. The question re- 
lates to the two charges, which were in 
fact identical, but they were always fixed 
on the Senator, not on the newspaper. I 
do not think that I am given to special 
pleading ; and I think I have looked at 
this whole matter in a fair and direct 
manner, and the impression made on my 
own mind—and I think it is the impres- 
bion that will be borne to the mind of 
any unprejudiced person reading this re- 

rt—is that Inspector Moylan intended 

is language to apply to the hon. gentle- 
man from British Columbia. Whatever 
he may say now, that the matter has 
come up in Parliament, at the time that 
that report was written, [ think it is per- 
fectly clear that he referred to the hon. 
Senator from British Columbia. As I have 
said, I think the leader of the House was 
perfectly right in stating that we are not 
called upon to investigate the condition of 
the penitentiary. I hope the institution 
is everything that it should be; but it is 
perfectly clear that the languaye used in 
the Inspector's report is calculated to 
lower our colleague from British Columbia 
in the opinion of this House and of the 
public, that is, if they look at the whole 
thing as the Inspector of penitentiaries 
does. There is this further point: Hon. 
gentlemen will remembo: that a great deal 
of the time of this House was taken up on a 
previous occasion in dealing with language 
used by thissame Inspector of penitentiaries 
with regard to another very prominent 
member of this House. Hon. gentlemen 
must all see how wise and good a rule it is 


attacked, at least in official reports, for the 
way in which they have done what they 
believe to be their duty by the country on 
the floor of Parliament; and I think that 
it is a most unfortunate thing that this 
Inspector of penitentiaries appears to find 
it very difficult to write a 1eport during 
these later years without saying something 
that, whether he means it or not, wil 
be taken by ordinary people to reflect 
seriously upon members who have thought 
it their duty to call attention to what they 
believe to be irregularities in the peniten- 
tiaries of which he is merely supervisor. 
I could understand, if the Inspector was 
the man conducting the penitentiaries, 
that he should be very sensitive on the 
subject; but his duty is merely to super- 
vise the work; and in a visit made once a 
year, where he sees the wardens and other 
pene pe officers, he would not necessarily 
now of all the abuses that might take 
lace; and I do not see that he should 
ancy that the remarks made in this House 
are intended as reflections upon him. 
Perhaps it is well that this subject has 
been brought before the House, but I 
think this practice of bringing,a matter 
up as a question of privilege and then 
allowing it to drop is unsatisfactory ; and 
I hope some steps will be taken to prevent 
a repetition of statements of this kind 
being made in the reports of the Inspec- 
tor. The attention of Parliament has been 
directed very fully to the matter to-day, 
and I presume will continue to be so 
directed ; but I think some resolution 
should be introduced and some decided 
action taken by the House, to prevent a 
repetition, not only of the attacks but of 
the consumption of large portions of 
valuable time, and a large space in our 
printed Debates in dealing with the say- 
ings of the [Inspector of penitentiaries. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER-—T would like to 
give the benefit of the doubt to the Inspec- 
tor of penitentiaries, but before the ques- 
tion was mentioned at all in the news- 
papers, or before I knew of any feud 
existing between my hon. friend and Mr. 
Moylan, I came to the conclusion that 
this was a deliberate insult towards our 
hon. colleague. Some of our employees 
called my attention to the fact that a 
member of this House had been grossly 
insulted by Mr. Moylan. I do not suy that 


that members of Parliament shall not be|it was the intention of Mr. Moylan to 
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insult the hon. gentloman from New West- | from Halifax. In looking at the reference 


minster, but 1 say that was the impression 
conveyed to my mind, and that is the 
general feeling of the House, because a 





on the the twenty-fifth page, at the bottom 
of the page, I find that after referring 
to the libelous character ot the fly sheets 


poeoen who is as oxperienced as Mr. | that came from Seattle, that matter seems 


vylan is in writing the English language, 
being an old journalist, it makes the case 


still worse for him. I do not wish to be | sentences. 


hard on Mr. Moylan ; on the other hand, 
I believe that members of Parliament, even 
of the Senate, whatever may be thought 


of the Senate as a body, should have free-| or 


dom to discuss public questions for the 
benefit of the country without being ar- 
raigned by the reports of public officials. 
I will read one or two of the questions from 
the report and ask this hon. Honse if these 
questions were put with a view of inves- 
tigating the charges or investigating our 
hon. colleague here ? The questions are 
in my opinion, to say the least, imper- 
tinent :— 

‘*Q. Have you seen the statement made by Dr. 
Maclnnes last Session of Parliament about abuses 
existing in the penitentiary °—A. I have read it. 

““Q. What do you think of it?--A. I think his 
statement is false.” 

There is the fact that the conduct of an 
hon, member of this House is being inves- 
tigated by these Government employees:— 

‘*Q. Is not this a rather strong word to use ?—A. 
I don’t think so; but I think the charge groundless 
and uncalled for on his part. 

Q. Do you not think he made the statement in 
good faith, and in the public interest ?” 

This is sufficient, in my opinion, not to 
have the Government deal harshly with 
the Inspector, but to have some explicit 


to be then entirely dismissed, and I cannot 
see any connection with it in the later 
Then he goes on to say “a 
certain individual.” He does not say an 
individual from Seattle, he says: 

Certain individuals who were either very credulous 
very unfriendly disposed toward the administra- 
tion of the re à made grave charges, alleging 
that serious abuses and irregularities existed. 


It docs occur to me, on reading the evid- 


‘ence that follows, that these individuals 


that made these “grave charges” and 
alleged “serious abuses and irregulari- 
ties,’ must either be the newspaper refer- 
red to or the hon. Senator from New West. 
minster. 

‘These charges were of the vaguest nature, nothing 
definite follows, and they were advanced in a manner 
which everyone who appreciates fair play and manli- 
ness must stigmatize as dastardly.” 

This, to my mind, must have referred to 
some other parties—the Inspector must 
have had in his mind somebody else besides 
those two convicts to whom he alludes in 
the first part of this paragrapy and then 
he makes a general proposition which 
,8eems to be a sort of general saving clause, 
to protect himself against the accusation 
of having made a personal reference. 

_“This is a general proposition without any par- 
ticular application.” 


Certainly itseems to me that he meant to 


explanation from him, and if he has any-|#ttack somebody else besides the parties to 


thing to say to exculpate himself to give 
him a chance to doit; but unless that is 
done I shall continue to entertain the sus- 
picion, that this report is an attack ona 
member of this House, and I would not, 
in the interests of freedom of speech and 
action in Parliament, allow this report to 

o without having Mr, Moylan explain 


lly what his intentions were, and if his | 


intentions were not to insult our hon. 
colleague, to let him say so in an apolo- 
getic way. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELLAN.—I have list- 
ened to this discussion and I have read 
parts of the report referring to this point 


| whom he formerly referred. That must be 


‘apparent to any person who reads this 
document. Then he proceeds to quote the 
‘letter which he sent to the hon. Senator, 
| Which was u cowardly sort of thing, as he 
must have known, as stated by the hon. 
Senator from Halifax, that Senator Mc- 
| Innes was not then in the country; that he 
was travelling in Europe. Looking at the 
matter from this point of view, what- 


lever motive actuated the Inspector in 


that form of criticism, the Government 
would do well to instruct this officer 
—who may be a very efficient officer 
| for all I know—not be so free in making 


general observations. It strikes me it is 


particularly, and [I must say that I have | not theduty of a public servant who draws 
come to the very same conclusion as that |u salary from the Government, to moralize 
mentioned by the last speaker who ad-!on these questions—to write in the abs- 
‘dressed the House, and the senior member | tract on what he thinks they should or 
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should not do. It strikes me to be more 
in the line of his duty to report what are 
the facts connected with his office, and the 
duties pertaining to his office; not to 
make these general observations coupled 
with a saving clause that he does not refer 
to any particular individual, but generally, 
and then to go on and point out particular 
individuals to whom that general reference 
may apply. Ido think this is a practice 
that should not be permitted by the Gov- 
ernment. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My attention was 
not called to this report until I entered 
the Chamber to-day, and I only had an 
opportunity of looking at it while remarks 
weie being made on one side or the other 
in the House by hon. gentlemen, [regret 
deeply to have to come to the conclusion 
that the observations of Mr. Moylan were 
directly pointed at Senator McInnes, I 
think anybody who refers to the report, 
and who reads the manner in which this 
investigation was carried on can come to 
no other conclusion. The remarks of the 
leader of the Government were exceed- 
ingly ingenious, and he may have come, 
and no doubt has come to the conclusion 
he gave us; but, certainly, with a great 
deal of friendship for Mr. Moylan, I feel 
constrained to come to the very opposite 
conclusion. This Report I find dated on 
the 20th December, 1889. This investi- 
gation was held on the 20th of September. 

hese minutes were made after the in- 
vestigation was held. It is quite clear to 
my mind that the purpose of making this 
investigation was to disapprove of the 
remarks made by Senator McInnes from 
his place in Parliament. Ido not find in 
those remarks that there was anything to 
justify the course pursued by Mr. Moylan. 

he Senator from New Westminster 
stated that he might feel it his 
duty at some future time to formu- 
late some charges. He did not in 
his observations here make these char- 
ges: he simply said that it was a matter 
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not directly make charges; he said that 
it had come to his knowledge, and that he 
might find it his duty on some future occa- 
sion to formulate those charges. On that 
mere presumption that there were irregu- 
larities, this investigation, this farce—I 
stigmatize it as nothing else but a perfect 
farce, is undertaken. The Inspector goes 
to New Westminster, and in a small pee 
like that it would be know to everybody 
that Senator McInnes was in Europe, 
yet in his absence, before the charges 
are made, the officials against whom 
the accusations are supposed to be, the 
Warden and Deputy-Wardon and various 
officials there, are made the witnesses, and 
are asked are these charges made by 
Senator McInnes true. Do hon. gentlemen 
for one moment say that that is a fair or 
proper investigation, or one that any 
official holding the position Mr. Moylan 
does would be justified in putting into a 
report? Or that any man would pay the 
slightest attention to, answers given by 
officials who, themselves, were on their 
trial? The accuser was not there. He had 
not made his charges; he had not stated 
definitely what they were. He did not 
propose to do it, because he said distinctly 
in his remarks in this House that he might 
find it his duty to formulate charges: yet 
in the absence of charges, the gentlemen 
whose conduct is supposed to be attacked 
are brought forward, and they are asked if 
they read the charges of Senator McInnes, 
and the word ‘abuses” is introduced, 
though not used by Senator McInnes at all. 
I think it is a perfect farce. I wish I could 
draw the conclusion that the leader of the 
Government drew, that Mr. Moylan never 
intended these observations for Senator 
McInnes; but I feel constrained to come 
to the very opposite conclusion. I think 
it is not possible for any gentleman to 
read the report of that investigation care- 
fully and come to a different conclusion. 
Ido not hesitate to say that the leading 
paragraphs—the important paragraphs in 
every one of those investigations was ‘ Did 


of rumor, that a great many charges of| you read the remarks of Senator McInnes 


irregularities existed. 


public institution is not being proper! 
managed ? If we are to be silent on suc 


Now, are our |in the Senate of Canada? Was there an 
mouths to be closed if we hear, on what is | justification for those remarks ?” 
considered to be good authority, that a|the whole 


That is 
ravamen of the testimony. 
Some 18 witnesses are called, who are 
asked the stereotyped questions: ‘“ How 


subjects, certainly our usefulness as a|long have you been in the service? Do 
branch of Parliament is gone. The honor-, you know anything wrong in this institu- 


able Senator from New Westminster did | 


tion? Do you know of auy abuses or ir- 
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regularities in the administration on the 
part of any of its officers?” Is that a 
proper mode of irvestigating any charge ? 
Our Assize Court opens here to-morrow, 
and if our prisoners were brought up and 
tried in the same manner as these officiuls 
were tried, examined as witnesses on their 
own behalf, would not the Assize Court 
be hissed for a trial of that sort? 
The accused are brought forward in the 
absence of the accuser and asked those 
questions, I feel exceedingly sorry to 
have to make those observations, but I feel 
constrained to do so on behalf of my hon. 
friend who has been so unwarrantubly 
attacked. I say that a public official has 
nu business todraw conclusions; he has no 
right to make deductions. He has simply 
to report facts and we are here to judge of 
the deductions to be drawn from them. I 
think the Government ought not to permit 
honorable gentlemen here to be exposed to 
attack through the official blue-books of 
the country. The trouble with Mr. 
Moylan is, he is afflicted with cacaothes 
scribendi ; it is as plain asday. Does not Mr. 
Moylan speak of a privileged person, one 
whom he cannot attack on equal grounds. 
Who is a privileged person in this country ? 
It is not the press! It is not either of the 
two convicts: it must be some one within 
the walls of Parliament. Is not that 
enough of itself? If there were no other 
sentence used does it not make it perfectly 
clear that no other person but the hon. 
gentleman from New Westminister was 
attacked in that blue-book ? 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—The Leader of the 
Government must by this time be fully 
convinced of this fact, that a great many 
members of this House who have no in- 
terest in the matter understand the report 
of Mr. Moylan exactly as the hon. gentle- 
man from Lanaudière has understood it. If 
many members have understood the report 
in that way, it must have struck the mind of 
Mr. Moylan himself, in writing the report, 
that such an interpretation might be put 
on the report he was making, especially as 
it is well known that it is not tne first 
time wo have heard of Mr. Moylan in this 
House. There is no public officer in the 
country who has been heard so much of as 
Mr. Moylan. Ido not wish to say a dis- 
agreeable word of him, but I must say to 
the Government it is exceedingly import- 
ant that there should be an end to this— 
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that Mr. Moylan should be lead to under- 
stand that members of Parliament are 
independent of and superior to him—that 
he is not to be allowed with impunity 
to resent any attack made against him 
provided the charges are made in Parlia- 
ment in a proper manner, and committees 
can be asked for. I think a great evil is 
the source of all this. It was touched upon 
a few years ago, and I take the liberty of 
referring to it again. Independent of the 
position and temper and character of Mr. 
Moylan, I think the system is a bad one. 
Mr. Moylan should not be left to conduct 
the affairs of the penitentaries without some 
supervision ; there should be x board to 
supervise him. Mr. Moylan, in every case 
where there has been an enquiry into the 
management of these institutions has 
always been accuser and judgo, and has 
always conducted the investigation as he 
chose. He did it at St. Vincent de Paul, 
und I usk the Government would it not be 
better to give Mr. Moylan another position 
more in accord with his temper and dis- 
position or to appoint a board who can have 
supervision over the peculiarities of the 
Inspector of penitentaries? Mr. Moylan's 
name has been brought very often before 
Parliament and I would suggest respect- 
fully to the Government that some means 
ought to be adopted to put a stop to it. | 
wish [ could understand the report exactly 
us the hon. leader of the Government 
understood it, but I must interpret it asa 
slight upon the hon. gentleman from British 
Columbia, and I think the Minister is wrong 
when he says he has nothing to do with the 
animus of the party inculpated. In the 
courts, the animus of a party in a cause is 
always taken into consideration. If an 
animus exists you may be uble thereby to 
judge of the value of evidence. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—I give notice 
that I will move on Wednesday next that 
Mr. Moylan be brought before the Rar of 
the House to answer to the charge made 
against him of insulting Senator McInnes. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (133) “An Act further to amend 
the Act respecting Inland Revenue, Chap. 
35 of the Revised Statutes.” (Mr. Abbott.) 

Bill (130) “An Act to amend the Inter- 
pretation Act.” (Mr. Abbott.) 

Bill ( a “An Act respecting the Grand 
Trunk Railway of Canada.” (Mr. Ogilvie.) 
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Bill (124) “An Act de FORT H. H. 
Vivian Co. (Limited.)” (Mr. MacInnes, 
Burlington.) 


The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, April 22nd, 1890. 


Tae SPEAKER took the 


chair at 3 
o'clock. | 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 
THE BRITISH COLUMBIA PENI- 
TENTIARY. 

MOTION. 
Hon. Me. MacINNES (B.C). moved: 


That an humble address be presented to His Ex- | 


cellency the Governor General; pra ing that His 
Excellency will be pl to cause to aid before 
the House pe of all correspondence between the 
Minister or Deputy Minister of Justice, Inspector 
Moylan, or any official in connection with the De- 

rtment of Justice, and the Warden, Deputy 

‘arden, or any other official of the British Columbia 
Penitentiary, relating to the di«missal of John 
Wiggins, lately a guard in the aforesaid Penitentiary. 


The motion was agreed to. 


THE NEWFOUNDLAND FISHERIES. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I would ask 
the indulgence of the House while I call 
attention to an important matter affecting 
the fishing interests of the Maritime Pro- 
vinces. may be excused for doing this 
without notice, because it is a matter of 
vast importance to the Lower Provinces— 
I refer to the Act passed by the Govern- 
ment of Newfoundland within the last 
few days in regard to the Caste of a 
license of $1.00 per ton on all foreign 
fishing vessels every time they enter a 
harbor of the Colony to purchase bait. 
As soon as I heard of this last week, I 
immediately went to the Department of 
Fisheries. I believe the matter has been 
brought to the notice of the Government 
recently, and I presume some action has 
been taken. Not being quite familiar 
with what the Act was at the time, I could 
not take further steps to inform the Gov- 
ernment as regards the position of affairs. 
Since then, by telegrams and letters from 
the Port of Lunenburg, and especially 
from the mayor of the place, the matter 
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has been brought very prominently before 
me, and they look upon it as meaning blue 
ruin to the fishing industry, and without 
any warning being given to them of the 
imposition of ‘this license fee. From 
what information I have, the fee is im- 
posed on all fereign vessels — a license 
fee of $1.00 per ton on every ves- 
sel entering a Newfoundland harbor 
to purchase bait. This does not in- 
clude the light duties and other charges 
to which they are subjected. There 
are at present, lying in the harbor 
of Tu Den pe some eighty fishing vessels, 
and the fishermen feel very much exer- 
cised over this Newfoundland legislation 
which they think means destruction to the 
fishing interest. No doubt the Govern- 
ment will take this matter into considera- 
tion and use all its influence with the 
Newfoundland and British Governments, 
because it affects all vessels fishing in 
those waters. Another matter which may 
work adversely to us and favorably to the 
Americans is this: the Government pro- 
pose to renew the modus vivendi. Under 
that arrangement American vessels can 
get their bait without paying a license 
fee, while our vessels which go in to pur- 
chase bait four or five times every year, 
would be subject to this enormous fee of 
$1 per ton every time they enter a harbor. 
It means to vessels of our class, with a ton- 
nage of about 90 tons, an annual tax of 
four or five hundred dollars. In the case 
of the Port of Lunenburg it would amount 
to $25,000 or $30,000 a year. We know 
from our oxperience of the last two years 
that our fisheries have scarcely more than 
paid, and I hope that the Government will 
take immediate steps to relieve the anxiety 
of our fishermen, by securing either tho 
repeal or the modification of this ob- 
noxious tax, ! do not see what right the 
Newfoundland Government have to im- 
pose this virtually prohibitory tax on our 
tishermen. I wish to impress on the 
leader of the House that if this modus vi- 
vendi is renewed for another year, as 
seems to be the intention, the Americans 
will have an advantage over our fishermen, 
because they could not be charged this 
license fee; they would be liable to pay 
for the license provided for under the 
modus vivendi, for the season, and under 
that could enter the ports of Newfound- 
land and buy bait without being subject to 
any further tax, while our vessels would 
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have to pay $1 per ton every time they 
eutered a port to purchase bait. I have 
no doubt that the Government is quite 
alive to the importance of this matter and 
will do every thing they can do to relieve 
the Maratime Provinces of this obnoxious 
charge, which virtually means prohibition 
from entering into Newfoundland ports. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
and hon. gentlemen may rest assured that 
the Government is fully sensible of the 
importance of the pre itis reported, 
the Newfoundland Legislature has taken 
with regard to taxing fishiug vessels, but 
we have as yet nothing authentic, nothing 
official on the subject. I think it can be 
doubted, with some degree of reason, 
whether the reports which have reached 
us as to the action of the Newfoundland 
Legislature are accurate. But be that as 
it may, the Government immediately on 
receiving informal information of some- 
thing which had taken place in New- 
foundland are communicating with the 
Governmentof that colony and will shortly 
be made fully aware of all the circum- 
stances connected with this matter. And 
my hon. friend and this House may rest 
assured that the Government will take 
every step in their power to set the matter 
right, if in reality it turns out that any 
injustice will be caused to Canadian fisher- 
men. Of course, my hon. friend knows 
that we have no control over Newfound- 
land, but we can probably exercise legiti- 
mate influence there and elsewhere in 
order to prevent an injustice to our people. 


NAVIGATION OF THE FRASER 
: RIVER. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES — Before the 
orders of the day are called I wish to ask 
the Minister if he would furnish me with 
a copy of the correspondence between the 
Government of the Dominion and the 
British Columbia Government, respecting 
the destruction of property and the naviga- 
tion of the Fraser River, in the settlements 
of Sumas and Chillewack without giving 
the usual notice? I understood the hon. 

entleman the other day to say that the 

overnment had received a communication 
from the British Columbia Government, 
and if he will furnish me with a copy of 
it without moving for a return in the 
usual way, I will be obliged to him. 


my hon. friend that I can do so, but I will 
communicate with the Department and 
ascertain if there is any objection, and if 
there is none, I shall have much pleasure 
in having a copy of it sent down. 


DAVID PHILIP CLAPP DIVORCE 
BILL 


THIRD READING 


The order of the day having been called 
for, ‘‘ Consideration of the eleventh report 
of the Select Committee of Divorce re 
Clapp relief bill.” 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW said: This Bill 
has been under consideration in this House 
for a long time. It is one of the first 
divorce bills that was introduced this 
Session, and I am sorry that it has been so 
long delayed, but it was beyond the power 
of the Committee to report it to the House, 
at an earlier period of the Session, On this 
Bill there has been a considerable difference 
of opinion respecting the evidence and the 
statements in the preamble. I am desirous 
of hearing the arguments on behalf of the 
respondent as well as the petitioner, as I 
have not made up my own mind on the 
question, and I think it will be my duty 
to present the opinion of the solicitor for 
the petitioner on this matter, and then 
allow hon. gentlemen to judge whether 
this report should pass or not. The opinion 
of the solicitor is as follows :— 


RE CLAPP DIVORCE. 


‘“The grounds upon which relief is sought are that 
the respondent committed adultery with F. W. Pin- 
gle in Palmerston, Ont., and in Detroit ; also that 
she committed adultery with one P. L. Dorland in 
Detroit and that she led an irregular life generally. 

‘* Petitioner’s evidence from 
shows that before she deserted him, his wife persisted 
in running after Pingle cont to his (the husband’s) 
wishes—this is fully admit by respondent in her 
cross-e: amination on page 37. 

‘Both parties admit one act of physical violence 
but as it occurred on the 2nd February and the wife 
deserted her husband on 16th March—fully six weeks 
after—it cannot be rded as having any bearing 
upon the subsequent relation of the parties—it was no 
doubt the outcome of her defiance of her husband's 
wishes in respect to her abandoning Pingle. 

‘The evidence in proof of her adultery with Pingle 
is both circumstantial and direct, notwithstanding 
her dental of her guilt. 

‘(1) As to the adultery at Palmerston (page 13) 
there is the suspicious circumstance of her meeting 
Pingle by appointment at nine o'clock at night in a 
room off which was a bed-room which she had en- 
gaged early in the evening soon after her arrival at 
the hotel. Then we have the evidence of the two 
witnesses McKenzie and Watt (pages 13 to 18) which 
shows that they then had their suspicions that Pingle 
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was in the bed-room with her. They both admit 
hearing a man’s voice in her room. Early next morn- 
ing they saw Pingle coming down stairs. 

Hon. Mr. MaoINNES—Allow me to 
ask the hon. gentleman if this is his own 
speech he is reading. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—No, it is tho 
opinion of the Counsel for the petitioner. 


Hon. Me. MacINNES (B.C.)—I submit 
that the House should not be prejudiced 
by the opinions of Counsel for either peti- 
tioner or defendant. Every hon. gentle- 
man has been supplied with a copy of the 
evidence and doubtless has read it, and it 
is for them to come to an opinion without 
being influenced with what the Counsel 
have stated at the trial or have since 
written. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I understand the 3 


hon. gentleman has raised a question of 
order ? 


Hon. Mn. MacINNES—Certainly. 
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the opinion or speech of anybody else, 
that he is not pertectly within the rule. 


Hon., Mr. MaoINNES—Can the hon. 
gentleman name one case in which I did 
it ? 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I have named one 
case in which my hon. friend in support 
of his views cited a large number of quo- 
tations from the opinions of gentlemen on 
the other side of the line about the affairs 
of this country, and [ see no reason why 
my hon. friend from Ottawa should not 
cite the opinions of anybody he pleases if 
they are pertinent to the particular case, 
and if he chooses to make an argument in 
that form. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (B.C.)—The hon. 
entleman will see the difference. The 
on. member from Ottawa rises in his 
place and says he has no opinion of his 
own on this case, and that he is not sup- 

rting the Bill. If he had made a speech 
in support of the Bill, and then quoted the 


Hon. Ma. POWER—As one member of | argument of counsel, I could see the force 


the House, I do not think the point of'| of it. 


order is well taken. The hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa is the promoter of the Bill 
and if he chooses to submit to the House 
the arguments of Counsel for the Bill, Ido 
not know but it is within his right. He 
can make those arguments his own if he 
chooses to do so, and will be within his 
right. 


Hon. MR. KAULBACH—The trouble is 
he is not making it his own; he is 
troubling the House witha brief or factum 
of one of the parties to this cause. 


* Hon, Ma. CLEMOW-—I have told the 
House that inasmuch as I have not made 
up my mind on this case I desired to hear 
the opinion of both parties. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think my hon. 
friend from British Columbia is somewhat 
hypercritical. It is a common thing for 
members of this House to make a speech 
on a subject, and in that speech to cite 
the opinions of others in support of their 
views, My hon. friend from British Col- 
umbia has on a recent occasion stated the 
opinions of a large number of statesmen in 
the United States as to what we shall do 
in this country, and I do not see, if the 


bon. gentleman from Ottawa chooses to; shall have both sides of the question. 


But he is merely moving the adop- 
tion of the report of the committee, and 
proceeds, without saying whether he en- 
dorses it or not, to give an opinion of the 
counsel for the petitioner. There is all 
the difference in the world between that 
and the instance that the hon. gentleman 
cites of my reading extracts from Ameri- 
can newspapers, in support of his case. 


Hon. Ma. HOWLAN—There is no 
gueenon ut all that in the freedom ofa 
ebate any gentleman in the House can 
adduce whatever opinions he may think fit 
pro or con. If not we would be tied u 
altogether to our own particular views. It 
is not to be supposed that my hon. friend 
who is not a lawyer, can himself give us a 
legal opinion; therefore he gives the 
opinion of a lawyer, and he may give it for 
or against the case, as he thinks fit. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Each member 
of the House, very likely, had the opinion 
of that lawyer before the Senate met to-day. 


Hon. Mr. FLINT—I think itis only fair, 
if this opinion 18 to be laid before the 
Senate, that the opposite party should also 
have an opportunity of having the opinion 
of their attorney laid before us, 80 that we 
It 


interpolate in his speech a citation from | is well known that lawyers differ in their 
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opinions, especially if their fees differ, and 
they are well paid for differing. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—As [ had not made 
up my mind in this case, [ thought it fair 
to all parties that I should read the opinion 
of the solicitor, and I shall continue from 
where I was interrupted :— 


‘ All this is fully confirmed by the evidence of 
Pingle himself (pages 62 to 68) in which he confesses 
to having committed adultery with her on that occa- 
sion. 

‘(2.) As to respondent’s adultery with Pingle, in 
Detroit, her evidence ( 42) as well as Pingle’s 
(page 67) shows that within two days after her guilt 
at Palmerston, she took him to Detroit and kept him 
in her house for two or three weeks. He admits his 
sexual intimacy with her there, although she denies 
it. Her own letters to him printed on 75 and 
76 virtually prove the case against her. No woman 
would write such letters unless she had arrived at the 
condition of having criminal intimacy with the man 
to whom they were written. 

‘* As to thec of adultery with Dorland, the 
evidence is contradictory, but an analysis of the evi- 
evidence of both Mrs. Clapp and Dorland will dis- 
close the fact that neither agree as to the number of 
times they met. Theevidence of the detective, Tucker 
( 57) contradicts both as to their meetings, and 
shows that they were seen entering a place of re- 
putation. 

‘ The evidence of Mrs. Roehrig (pages 18 to 24) is 
clear and distinct as to respondent's specific acts of 
adultery with Dorland. The guilt is denied, but there 
is no evidence that Mrd Roehrig was not to be be- 
lieved—on the contrary, the only witness (Dorland) 
who knew her, says on page 52, that he cannot say 
anything against her. 

‘Petitioner, in his evidence on 5, says he 
charged respondent with having committed adultery 
with certain parties he named. Respondent did not 
then deny these charges, nor did she do so in her 
evidence before the Committee. Taking this fact 
with respondent’s own admission on e 42-43, of 
having gone to Sandusky for a week as a dining-room 
girl (a circumstance not compatible with her story as 
to her life in Detroit) there 1s a strong presumptive 
evidencethat these charges by the husband were true. 

‘It is submitted that even if respondent receives 
the benefit of any doubt that may exist as to her 

ilt with Dorland, the evidence of her adultery with 

ingle is overwhelmingly sufficient to warrant the 
passing of the Bill for the relief of her husband.” 


Now, I shall await the arguments of other 
hon. gentlemen before declaring one way 
or another. It is owing to my inability to 
form an opinion on this evidence, contra- 
dictory as it is, that I have taken this 
course with reference to it. I am in the 
unfortunate position of being the party who 
introduced the Bill and I desire to see 
justice done in the matter; but I shal] take 
good care in futurenot to introduce any Bill 
without first knowing the circumstances, 
for it is a rather uncomfortable position to 
have charge of a Bill and not be able to 
give it an unhestiating support. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinte)—Before this 
Report is concurred in, as one of the Com- 
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mittee who heard the evidence, I think I 
am called upon to say a few words. The 
evidence is very voluminous, and perhaps 
has not been carefully read by all the mem- 
bers of this House. These parties were 
married in 1570. They lived together for 
17 years, and during that time there seems 
to have been some little difficulties bet- 
ween them, and about the end of the 
17th year they parted. It appears that 
during that time there were domestic 
differences between them, and in oneor 
two instances there was some violence 
used. At all events, after a time, Mrs. 
Clapp appears to have made up her mind 
to leave her husband, and the reason she 
gives is his acts of violence upon her. One 
can understand that a woman, leaving her 
comfortable home, would not do so with- 
out some cause. Why would she have 
one forth into the world to make a living 
or herself when she had a husband able, 
and, it appeared, up to that time, willing 
to support her and her family in rather 
comfortable circumstances ? She took quite 
a time to make up her mind about it—at 
least, she said she made up her mind 
pretty early, but it was some six weeks 
afterwards that she left her home. In 
leaving her home she had naturally to 
make a living somewhere. She had some 
little means from her father about that 
time, and according to the evidence it was 
not long before it was gone. It is quite 
evident that both parties are desirous of 
obtaining divorce. Mrs. Clapp attempted 
to take proceedings to get a divorce from 
her husband after she left him. Mr. 
Clapp has taken proceedings to get a 
divorce also; but it appears that Mrs. 
Clapp is not desirous to have him obtain a 
divorce upon the ground that she has been 
guilty of adultery, which is the only 
ground upon which, she understands, he 
can obtain a divorce from this Parliament. 
It does not abpesr that either of them is 
very rich, and we all know that bringing 
or defending a suit of this kind is rather 
an expensive luxury. Mr. Clapp, to prove 
his case, brings witnesses here, and the 
evidence is so contradictory on both sides 
that it is really hard to make up one’s 
mind where the truth exists. As there is 
such a conflict of testimony, I have made 
up my mind to give the benefit of the 
doubt to the respondent. The petitioner 
has brought witnesses here who, in my 
opinion, might better have stayed away. 
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He brings a Mrs. Roehig, who says that 
on two consecutive days she saw something 
take place that it would be very hard to 
make me believe did take place. She is 
asked :— If they had legal business with 
them, you would not be surprised at that 
would you? A.—No; there were lots of 
ladies coming and going all the time.” 

Now, the first day that this ee 
Was alleged to have taken place, was 
Decoration day. This lady had gone into 
the office at 11 o’clock when Mr. Dorland 
and his partner were there. At about 2 
o'clock this witness says she saw some- 
thing improper taking place in the room. 
She saw it by looking through the slit in 
the door through which letters are drop- 
ped. Does anyone believe that such a 
thing would happen on the floor of the 
office at an hour of the day when people 
might be calling at any time on business? 
I could not conceive it possible that the 
most abandoned prostitute, and the most 
degraded man could be guilty of such con- 
duct. It is so improbable that I must 
either believe that the witness did not see 
what she describes, or that she was mis- 
taken as to the identity of the woman. 
Dorland says nothing of the kind ever 
took place, and that the only occasions on 
which the respondent had called to con- 
sult him were in the previous year, when 
she asked him for advice about getting a 
divorce from her husband. But Mrs. 
Roehrig swears that the next day, the one 
following Decoration day, she saw Dor- 
land and the respondent repeating the 
impropriety. I think she said the 
occurrence took place about 2 o’clock 


in the afternoon in business hours. 
Soon afterwards Mr. Powell, Dorland’s 
partner, entered his office and she 


went and told him what she had seen. 
I cannot believe a word of that evidence. 
I know that animal passions are strong, 
but if those people were inclined to do evil, 
they had other and better opportunities to 
meet. Mr. Dorland, who appears to be a 
respectable man, is a Canadian by bixth. 
He comes from Prince Edward County, 
where Mrs. Clapp and her husband resided 
at the time of their marriage. Dorland 
Was a lawyer for five years in Detroit, but 
was obliged by ill health to change his 
occupation. He lives in Chicago when he 
18 not travelling, and he came all the wa 
to Ottawa to give evidence. Wecould not 
have compelled him to come; he came 
31 
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eho eeveahut eolantanlyte to deny on oath the statements 
made by Mrs. Roehrig. Both the respon- 
dent and Dorland flatly contradict the 
evidence of Mrs. Roebrig and the detec- 
tive, and, therefore, so far as the Detroit 
witnesses are concerned, nothing has been 
shown to justify this House in ranting 
Mrs. Clapp the relief she seeks. We 
now come to the evidence of Pingle, a 
drunken character, who by his own 
admission, ve an impecunious, worth- 
less fellow. Clapp scems to have 
purchased his evidence " hecailee he admits 
that when he told Mr. Clapp that he had 
debauched his wife, he slipped $10 into his 
hand. But that was not sufficient ; he 
wanted money after that and once or twice 
afterwards received further sums. He was 
not sober when he was giving his evidence 
here, and though he was sharp and smart 
in answering questions, he was not a man 
that one would readily believe. He does 
swear that he had criminal intimacy with 
the respondent at Palmerston and at De- 
troit also. If you believe him, of course the 
petitioner is entitled to relief ; bat I for one 
do not believe him. There are some letters 
written by the respondent which have a 
suspicious aspect, but it must be borne in 
mind that she wasa musical crank and that 
Pingle and Miss McKenzie were also musi- 
cal cranks. It is shown that when tho re- 
Reese was earning a small pittance 11 

etroit, she was trying to save enough 
money to get x eee for which she was 
to pay $3 a week. She was willing todeny 
herself food and clothing in order to have 
music. Pingle, so far as I can see, 
is & man ie would do anything for a 
glass of whiskey; it appears to be ‘his fail- 
ing. Two weeks before he was exam- 
ined here, his medical adviser said he 
could not leave his room for seven weeks, 
yet he could come here and give evidence. 
One would think that a man who was not 
utterly degraded, would at least have kept 
out of the way, if he had been guilty of 
improper conduct with this woman, and 
would not have been so anxious to come 
here and give evidence against his partner 
in guilt. 


Hon, Mr. DEVER—For $10. 


Hon. Ma. READ—He got more than 
that. He got money from time to time, 
according to his evidence. These, among 
other things, have led me to decide that 
I shall give my vote against this Bill. 


M 
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There are suspicious circumstances, things | the trial of cases arising on any subject 


were done by Mrs. Clapp that should not 
have occurred, but anyone who heard her 
evidence must admit that it was given in 
a plain, straightforward manner. I um 
sure that every luwyer in this House who 
heard her will confirm what I say. From 
the evidence, 1 shall give my vote against 
the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—I can well imagine 
that those who have not heard the evidence 
will be placed at a great disadvantage in 
considering the care, so much depends 
upon the manner in which the evidence 
was given and the collateral circumstances 
connected with the testimony which must 
be unknown to all who were not in the 
committee room when the case was under 
consideration. In this connection, I may 
be permitted to offer a suggestion which I 
have made before, under similar circum- 
stances, This is a case of very great diffi- 
culty, involving the most conflicting cir- 
cumstances, and I think I could not do 
better than repeat the suggestion—that is 
that the Government should establish a 
court for the consideration of these cases, 
thus relieving gentlemen who have had 
the opportunity of hearing the evidence 
but who are called upon to consider such 
cases, from the duty ofdeciding upon them. 
This is a case involving contradictions 
such as, in my somewhat limited experi- 
ence, I have never encountered in any 
similar case of divorce. It is well known 
that in the Maritime Provinces there are 
divorce courts, and so far as my recollec- 
tion carries me, we have never had a 
single divorce case from those Provinces. 
Such matters are settled quictly without 
the display which necessarily accompanies 
them in this House. I assume that every 
member who represents the Province of 
Quebec in the Senate is perfectly satisfied 
with the law as itstands now, which gives a 
limited jurisdiction to the courts of that 
Province to try these cases under certain 
circumstances. Practically, therefore, all 
the cases come from the single Province of 
Ontario. L[reallydo not see, without creat- 
ing a divorce court for the Dominion, why a 
court for the trial of such cases is not 
established in the Province of Ontario. 
Such a court might be established by the 
legislature of that Province, but it is my 
duty to remind the House that this Parlia- 
ment has the power of creating a court for 


which is within its view. By section 101 
of the British North America Act, there is 
an express provision that this Parliament 
has the power to create a court for the 
purpose of trying any cases which properly 
come within the purview of the powers of 
this Parliament, and this is one of them. 
Ido not wish to enlarge on the subject. 
but I throw out the suggestion for the 
consideration of the leader of the Govern- 
ment. This case, unfortunately, is a most 
embarassing one—it is full of difficulties. 
Having had the misfortune to be obliged to 
be present and hear the whole of these 
nauseous details, and hear as well 
the arguments of counsel on both sides, I 
come to the consideration of the case with 
a full sense of the difficulties that present 
themselves to one on the very threshold. 
That this is the case, is certainly not my 
fault, or the fault of members of thx 
House, or of the hon. gentleman who asks 
them to pass on it, and who tells us, in a 
manner that is creditable to his head and 
his heart, that he has not yet made up his 
mind on it. I hope we will all come to 
the consideration of the case with a grave 
sense of the responsibility which rests 
upon us under the circumstances. If we 
find any difficulty in coming to a judge 
ment in this case, it certainly is not our 
fault. Having adverted to my hon. friend, 
the promoter of the Bill, I am bound to say 
one word as to an opinion that he has 
read, which he carefully guards himself 
against adopting by stating to the House 
that it is not his opinion that he is 
reading, but the opinion of the solicitor 
for one of these parties. I am not aware 
whether my hon. friend, who opposes this 
motion, has provided himself with equal 
ammunition in theshapeof a legal opinion 
from the other side, but perhaps we can 
dispose of this matter without reference te 
those opinions. It is unfortunate, in that 
opimon which my hon. friend has read. 
that it is stated as one strong fact in the 
case that the voice of a man was heard in 
the room where the parties were together 
in the village hotel at Palmerston. So 
far as my memory goes, there is nothing 
in the evidence to warrant any such asser- 
tion. So far as I can see there is nothing 
in the printed evidence to shew it, because 
there were three persons who spoke of 
what took place in that room, one, at page 
13, in the evidence young McKenzie, who 
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drove the respondent to Palmerston, speaks 
of what happened when he went to the 
room in the hotel where Mrs. Clapp lodged. 
He is asked :— 

‘Q. Did you see Pingle in the room? A. No. 
(2. Did you hear his voice ? A. I heard voices before 
I came to the door. Q. Did you recognize any of the 
voices ? A. Not at thattime.” 

That is what he says. The next witness, 
Watt, the son of the propriotor of the 
hotel, states that he did not recognize the 
voices. There is not a word about a man 
being in the room. 


Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—Look at the 
last question on page 15 of the evidence. 


Hoy. Me. DICKEY—Here it is: “Q. 
Did you here a man’s voice?—A. Yes.” 
He had previously stated that he could 
not tell what the voices were. He cer- 
tainly could not tell whether it was 
Pingle’s voice or not. This case is nar- 
rowed down to these two points, the 
alleged adultory in the office of this man 
Dorland, in Detroit, and what took place 
at Palmerston, as to which I have now 
been alluding. With regard to the first, 
it is perfectly clear, I think—I do not 
wish to take the same line as my hon. 
friend who has just spoken on the subject 
—that whatever took place it has been 
distinctly contradicted by the person who 
was said to have committed this offence, 
and it has been distinctly contradicted by 
Mrs. Clapp also. We have, therefore, the 
oath of two witnesses against one. In 
regard to the other case at Palmerston, 
there is only this inferential evidence, 
that Pingle was in the room with Mrs. 
Clapp there. He may have been in the 
room ; he was playing music there in the 
evening, and his voice might have been 
heard inthe parlor. Thatcharge, again, is 
distinctly contradicted by Mrs. Clapp, and 
I must confirm, as chairman of the com- 
mittee, what my hon. friend has stated as 
regards the bearing and manner of Mrs, 
Clapp which I am bound to tay was all 
that could be desired in a witness. I never 
heard more frank and candid evidence 

iven than we had during the three or 
four days of torture to which this woman 
was subjected; I never saw a lady conduct 
herself with greater propriety than she 
did. The case is narrowed down to these 
two points, and submitted to us under 
these circumstances. It is a case bristlin 
with nr from beginning to end. 

31: 


If the House pass the bill, they are obliged 
to adopt the evidence of the petitioner 
and to rejct the evidence of those who have 
come here to swear to their own innocence, 
Under the circumstances, what is the duty 
of the House? I wish to call the particular 
attention of the Senate to what really is 
their duty in this matter and what is 
the guiding star which we have before 
us in regard to this evidence. We have 
it laid down in the rules of the House. 
Rule Q.— “The rules of evidence in 
force in Canada in respect to indictable 
offences, subject to the provisions of these 
rules applying to proceedings before the 
said committee, shall be observed in all 
questions of fact.” The rule in crim- 
inal cases—and what is the rule in 
criminal cases? Itis that the charge must 
be made out clearly, so as to leave no 
room for any reasonable doubt, and the 
axiom has become a proverb that it is far 
better that nineteen guilty men shall escape 
than that one innocent person shall be 
found guilty. Under these circumstances, 
I feel constrained to ask myself how can I 
conscientiously decide that that woman 
was guilty? Icannot. I am bound by 
this rule of evidence, which is here for 
our guidance, to give her the benefit of the 
doubt, unless the evidence is so overwhelm- 
ing that it is beyond any doubt whatever 
—I am bound to give her the benefit of 
that doubt, and, therefore, I am constrained 
to vote against this Bill. 


Hon. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.) I fully 
approve of the suggestion made by the 
hon. gentleman from Amherst about the 
wisdom of establishing divorce courts for 
the Provinces that have no such tribunals. 
Every time that a divorce case comes 
before us the farce of trying it becomes 
apparent more and more. Members who 
do not go into the details of the evidence 
are often carried away by prejudice. There 
is a good deal of button-holing in the 
lobbies, and members have their favorites. 
Under such circumstances, a judicial 
opinion is impossible to be arrived at by 
this House or by any of its committees, 
With regard to the case itself, I will 
endeavor to present very briefly the lead- 
ing facts as they have appeared to me, 
without taking either one side or the other. 
First of all, we have the evidence of the 
petitioner who proves that this woman 
was fond of concerts and society, and he 
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had often to reprove her for staying out| accused, Dorland, himself, who said that 
late and to use force to keep her from go-! the offence never took place. Then we 
ing out. We also have evidence to show!have Pingle’s evidence of criminal acts 
that she came home frequently late at night | taking place atthe hotel in Palmerston and 
accompanied by Pingle. Finally, she Toft afterwards at Detroit. Then the question is 
his house and went to Detroit. All that) asked the respondent “do you believe this 
is corroborated by the respondent—that| man to be a creditable man and worthy of 
she went out frequently to concerts return-| credence,” to which she replies I do. This 
ing late at night accompanied by Pingle. | she says even after he had testified against 
After a quarrel with her husband, she|her. She says she did not see this man in 
decided to leave him and in doing so she, Detroit during 1888: we have the evidence 
carried away a quantity of silver and other | of Mrs. Roehrig and the detective that she 
articles from the house and went to Detroit | was frequently seen with Dorland in 1888, 
where she earned her living. After this she | so on tha' point her evidence fails again. 
invited this man Pingle to meet her at! Taking all these things together, her own 
Palmerston, as she says, to consult him |letters of endearment, this appointment 
about obtaining a divorce from her hus-| with Pingle at the hotel in Palmerston, 
band. She gets a young man named /jthe circumstances attending her life an 
MacKenzie to drive her to Palmerston, | Detroit—taking all the circumstances of 
where she meets Pingle in a hotel, at nine| the case into consideration, what conclu- 
o'clock at night. She states that her in-|sion can you arrive at? 
tention was to go back to Listowel that 
night, but that she changed her mind and| Hon. Mr. POIRIER—TI am not in the 
stopped all night at the hotel. Young | habit of taking part in these discussions. 
MacKenzie went up-to the room she occu-|In the first lace: I am obliged by my 
pied to ascertain what she intended to do | religiotis convictions to always vote against 
about going back, and he states that he|such bills, but in this case, were I a citizen 
heard voices in the room. The respond-|of Chicago and a Protestant, I would take 
ent came out of the room holding the door | the same view of the case that I take now. 
knob in her hand and talked to him.|I believe that this divorce should not be 
Having received his orders he went down | granted,for many reasons. In the first place 
stairs, The son of the proprictor of the) there is nothing against this woman except 
hotel corroborated this evidence. Next |the letters that she wrote. I admit that the 
morning, about half-past seven, they saw | letters may be alittle spooney, but there is 
this man Pingle coming down stairs; they | nothing beyond that, and Ido not believe 
had not seen him in the house before that | in granting a divorce because this woman 
—and did not know that he was there. wrote to the music cone of her oon hters 
letters which may have been a little soft 
eon en earners ot but in which there is nothing improper. 
h at he slept in the third story of the! That is, in fact, the only serious evidence, 
Ones in my opinion, against the respondent. 
Hon. Mr. MacDONALD.—Then the| As to the other evidence, I will take the 
respondent returns to Detroit accompanied | strongest, that of the man Pingle, and I 
by a young women named Mackenzie, and | say it is a digrace to have such evidence 
by Pingle. She admits that sho took two | printed or to attach any importance to it. 
rooms in Detroit and that she and Bella | În any ordinary court of justice I believe 
Mackenzie and Pingle lived there three|Pingle would have been committed for 
weeks together. Besides the evidence, we! contempt. Not two hours after he gave 
have the letters which she wrote to this| his evidence he was seen dead drunk in 
man, in which she addresses him as “ dear | the city, and I believe while he was giving 
Fred,” and in one of which she invites him | his evidence he was not conscious of what 
to come back to Detroit, that there is|he was saying. Low as he was, he would 
room for another man if that man be|not have contradicted himself in the way 
Pingle. Then we have the evidence of|he did if ne had been quite sober. He is 
Mrs Roehrig who witnessed the offence|asked at one part of his examination if 
which took place in Dorland’s office on two | be got any money for coming here and he 
occasions. That woman’s integrity was not| says “No.” Then at page 68 he is asked 
called in question in any way except by the|“ Who paid your fare?” He answers 
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‘ Mr. Clapp "—a bare-faced contradiction. 
But there is more: that man who pretends 
to be the paramour of this woman does 
what not one scoundrel out of a thousand 
would do—sells the letters that she writes 
him and makes an admission of the whole 
affair to her husband for the paltry consid- 
eration of $10. Is there any villain who 
would do that ? This is the man whose 
evidence is the main support of this case. 
Would it be to our credit to grant a divorce 
on such evidence? Then we have the 
evidence of Mrs. Roehrig. We do not 
know what sort of a woman she was. She 
may, however, be a street-walker. We 
know that she was a spy and an eaves- 
dropper. And this is the sort of witness 
who is brought here to swear against the 
respondent. On the other hand, Dorland 
comes here voluntarily and swears that he 
never had any improper intimacy with the 
respondent. I ask you, can we; on the 
face of the evidence of Pingle, grant a 
divorce to this man and stamp with dis- 

race this woman who comes to vindicate 

er character and the character of her 
children? She came before the com- 
mittee, not because she wished to prevent 
the separation—she had already left her 
husband—but to defend her own reputa- 
tion. How can we grant a divorce when 
we have all the allegations on one side 
contradicted by the evidence of more 
respectable witnesses on the other side? I 
hope that the report will not be adopted 
and that this case will not be allowed to 
go any further. It has gone far enough 
already. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—As a member 
of the Divorce Committee I take the liberty 
of making a few remarks relative to the 

ints in question. It will be conceded 

y hon. gentlemen that if the evidence of 
the petitioner in this case be accepted by 
the House with the weight that is usually 
given to evidence, the relief prayed for 
will be granted, in other words, if adultery 
were proved this House would at once 
grant the Bill. To my mind the question 
to be considered is whether we are to 
place reliance upon the evidence of the 
petitioner or upon tLe evidence of the 
respondent. It is also a question, of the 
weight of evidence, as to whether the evi- 
dence preponderates on the side of the 
petitioner or on the side of the respon- 
dent, and, it will be manifest to hon. gen- 
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tlemen who have read the examination, 
that in this case there are two classes of 
evidence, direct and circumstantial evi- 
dence. I submit to hon. gentlemen that 
laying aside all the direct evidence that, 
has been imported into this case as dis- 
tinguished from circumstantial evidence, 
and accepting the circumstantial evi- 
dence before us, having regard to the 
direct evidence that has been given, we 
can come to no other conclusion than 
the petitioner clearly estublishes a case for 
which relief should be granted-him. Those 
of us who have perused the evidence 
know that there are two or three impor- 
tant witnesses who have given evidence 
which would clearly establish the case, 
pose you accept their evidence as true. 
n the first place, on the question of direct 
evidence we have the statement of this 
Detroit lady, Mrs. Roehrig, and we have 
the evidence of Pingle himself. Assuming 
the evidence of those two parties to be 
reliable, then we cannot come to any other 
conclusion but that reliefshould be granted. 
Now, concerning that direct evidence, we 
have to take into consideration whether 
there are incidental facts, or whether there 
is circumstantial evidence surrounding the 
direct facts which would establish clearly 
to our minds that the evidence given by 
those two witnesses is to be relied upon. 
The first evidence which is brought to our 
consideration in this case is that of Mrs. 
Roehrig, she states emphatically that she 
saw a flagrant act of criminal intercourse 
taking place between the respondent 
and the co-respondent Dorland. Now 
certain reflections have been cast upon 
the evidence of this witness. It is very 
well for us to talk away the credibility of 
a witness by coming to certain conclusions 
without having any basis therefor. The 
evidence of this woman has not been im- 
peached in the least. There is a rule of 
evidence, and the hon. gentleman trom 
Amherst has referred to that—and the 
rules of criminal evidence are important 
in the consideration of such a case as this, 
and these rules being imported into this 
case, it was for the respondent to impeach 
the evidence of that woman if her evidence 
was not reliable; but no attempt has been 
made to impexch this witnesses evidence. 
I say that no attempt whatever has been 
made in that direction, and because this 
woman comes from Detroit to give evidence 
here, are we to assume that therefore being 
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a stranger she is not to be relied upon? 
We know that there is a well established 
and well defined rule by which this evi- 
dence could have been impeached if it is 
susceptible to impeachment; but noattack 
was made on the veracity of this woman 
and we have to accept her evidence as 
being proved; so I say, under these cir- 
cumstances, that we should accept that 
evidence in the absence of anything to 
assail her veracity. 


Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY—There is the 
evidence of the respondent herself and the 
evidence of Dorland against it. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—That is, with 
regard to contradiction, but her veracity 
was not attacked except by the contradic- 
tory evidence put in by the respondent 
herself and Dorland, as to facts alleged by 
the latter. Then we find Pingle states 
under oath that he had criminal inter- 
course with the respondent. From the 
way in which hon. gentlemen talk, one 
would expect that there should walk into 
that committee room a paragon of chast- 
ity, @ man against whom you could not 
point the finger of scorn, or whose char- 
acter could not be attacked in the slightest 
degree. A man of this character, a de- 
‘ baucher of women, we do not expect tn be 
brought before the committee as a para- 
gon of virtue. We should very naturally 
expect that this man would be possessed 
of all the infirmities of human nature; we 
would anticipate that he would not 
be clothed with all the virtues which 
hon. gentlemen seem to think he should 

ossess before we could believe him. We 

now very well we would have to accept 
such a witness knowing well that as to his 
statements we would have to analyze them 
very carefully, and give due consideration 
to any evidence he yave, after having 
proper regard to his character generally. 
Assuming that we lay aside the evidence 
advanced by these two witnesses who deal 
with direct facts, and taking the circum- 
stantial evidence, what do we find to be 
the result of the investigation? Taking 
the first incident, which happened at Lis- 
towel, it is alleged that this man Pingle 
had criminal intercourse with the respon- 
dent there. She denies absolutely that 
there was any man in her room upon the 
night in question. Keeping this in view, 
and keeping further in view the disinter- 


ested evidence which we have of the wit- 
nesses Alex. McKenzie and Thos. Watt, let 
us see what circumstantial evidence there 
is to shake this allegation of her’s that there 
was no man in that room with her on the 
night in question. I will refer hon. gentle 
men to pages 13, 14 and 15 of the evidence, 
especially to the latter part of page 15, 
where the witness says that he distinctly 
heard the voice of a man in her room. 
refer hon. gentlemen also to the evidence 
of Thomas Watt pages 16,17 and 18 in 
which he corroborates the evidence of the 
preceding witness McKenzie, in which he 
states also that he heard the voice of a man 
in the bed-room and that she carefully 
kept the door closed so that parties could 
not look in. Now, taking Pingle’s evid- 
ence, whether you take it with the other 
or alone, the voice of a man was heard in 
her bedroom; we further have Pingle’s 
statement of an act of criminal intercourse 
having taken place on that occasion. If you 
do notaccept the evidence of Pingle, what 
are you going to do with the evidence of 
McKenzie and of Watt in this case? They 
are clearly disinterested parties. 

They had no interest in this matter 
whatever, I say therefore that their evi- 
dence should prevail in this case, and that 
we must give effect thereto. Now, we find 
these two men directly contradict the res- 
pondent; therefore, 1 say in view of this 
contradiction, in view of the fact that they 
were entirely disinterested we cannot place 
the reliance upon her evidence that we 
would otherwise do. Now, let us take the 
evidence of Dorland. She herself states 
that in 1888 she never met Dorland, but 
when she was cross-examined she said that 
she did meet him once on Michigan Avenue. 
You will find that this statement is cor- 
roburated by Dorland himself, and he 
swears to the fact that after their inter- 
view in the office he never met her on the 
street but on one occasion. The evidence 
of the detective, Leary, is put in and he 
says that he saw them from four to 
six times on the street. Here is 8 
contradiction of their evidence, and 
when they are cross-examined and re- 
examined on this point, respondent and 
Dorland admit that they met on several 
occasions, and furthermore the respondent 
admits that she did go up stairs over 4 
saloon on one occasion to see some friends 
of hers, the very occasion, I submit, that 
is referred to by this private detective. 
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‘ Have you been subpoenaed or had any trouble 

about anything ; Fred., ré would rather know the 
worst the tr tell me everything. If you are called 
on tell the truth, I do not want any one to lie, to 
shield me.’ 
Taking her own expression for it, to 
shield her the man had to lie; if he told 
the truth he would not shield her. That 
is the purport of the letter :— 

‘ T think Bella’s evidence will be a damage to her- 
self more than tome. B. wants to come to Detroit 
and I told her to come on.’ 

‘* You told me to trust you in everything, I do. I 


have implicit trust and confidence in you. If——is 
pointy a divorce it will save me fifty dollars; he will 


evidently making arrangements to leave | have to hnrry, I have a little the start. I do not care 


Non Tok we tales Goimie évoluant |e neue «banale aan ow, let us take some other circumstances 
her husband. ow, is there a scintilla of what Bella and everyone else swears to, so long as 


that hinge upon this case. We find this 
woman living for a period of years with her 
husband ; we find her husband providing 
her with all the comforts and luxuries that 
she could well desire. We find her with 
a family of two daughters, and withoutany 
cause whatever deliberately abandoning 
her home. We find her, against the pro- 
tests of her husband, arranging different 
interviews with Pin ‘le ; we find her just 
previous to her abandonment of her home 

aving an interview with him late at night 


evidence before us whichwould warrantthis|” sles by ee vias aa 
woman in abandoning her home, her hus- 
band and her fumily? Were the relations 
between them ofsuch a nature as to warrant 
the very advanced course taken by her? I 
submit not. Isher conduct generally, as far 
as Pingle is concerned, compatible with her 
innocence ? Can you reconcile it with the 
conduct of a woman who is innocent, 
chaste, true and loyal to her husband ? I 
say not. We have to take into considera- 
tion her meetings with Pingle against her 
husband’s protest ; we have to take into 
consideration this meeting at Palmerston; ! but, Fred dear, do not try my pationee too muc 
the fact that this woman went deliberately | Fred, I want you back very ly, and why won't 
with him to Detroit, came back to Canada, | you come. Write at once and tell me. 
brought back to Detroit this man Pingle ARR SNS FU MAE.” 
with her; they travelled in the same train, . 9 
ut up together in the samo house and. Is that the language of a virtuous wife? 
fom the evidence before us, there was only | Look again at exe NO. C= 
one bed in the house for the accommoda-| ‘Dear Frev,— Bella is not here yet, and I am 


afraid she has not received my letter. T have just 
tion of the three parties referred to. Are finished one to her, and was going to send it to R. J. 


these circumstances consistent with the Wells, Toronto, to post to her, but changed my mind, 
innocence of this woman? Can any of ug ! and will send it to you. I want you to read it, and if 
reconcile these facts as being compatible A At don A Le À Ms Ane get 
with the chastity, virtue and truth of a d 1 ie, 

loyal woman ? ré say if there is anything; Then read the latter part:— 

that could stamp this woman as untrue| “I hope you are keeping sober. Make a desperate 
and disloyal to the sanctity of the marriage | SH", ver PA des dalle. fe en eee 
vow it is the circumstances I have recited. | to pay for, that I have to do without clothes. Please, 
[ would now refer hon, gentlemen to some | Fred dear, write to me as soon as you get this. 

of the Jetters that have becn put in here “From your own loving, “NAE. 
upon page 75 of the report o the Com-! ‘“ P.S.—I will be very anxious to know if you get 
mittee. There appears to have been a cor- 


this.” 
respondence between her and this man | Would there be an appeal of this kind from 
Pingle irom the time she abandoned her 


this woman to such a man, if she were a 
husband up to a very recent date. Will|virtuous woman? Can you conceive any- 
hon. gentlemen look at the latter part of| thing consistent with her marriage vows 
exhibit No. 5,on page 75, and read the/in writing letters of this kind ? I now refer 
portion of the letter I am about to read, | hon gentlemen to the next letter exhibit 
and after analyizing it say that they can | No. 8 :— 
come to the conclusion that this was a 


; : ‘6 Dear Nellie and Florence, God keep you two 
pure and innocent wife :— children and may he protect you and keep you pure 


Is that the language of an innocent wo- 
man? Is that the language of a woman 
clothed in the panophly of virtue and 
purity ? Isay not. I assert that guilt is 
stamped on every letter of it. Look again 
at exhibit No. 6, on the same page :— 


‘ Fred when are you coming back.” 


An appeal to this man to come and co- 
habit with her as he had previously done: 


‘Fred if you were only here, there is plenty of 
room for another, even though that other be a man : ‘ 
providing the man be you. But, I don’t suppose es 
will come till you get ready, no matter what I sa 


rer à ne 
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and spotless as you are : be good girls and obey your 
father, and do as he wants you. You, know, he has 
always thought I set you up to disobey and deceive 
him, but God knows I never did disobey and deceive 
him, but God knows I never did. I can’t write a 
very long letter to you, for it is like Hana heart 


out. Look after your pa’s welfare and to 
him. I may not see you again for a long time. If 
your pa is willing I will write once in a while. If 


not, it must be as he says, and be sure and obey him 
in everything, and be true to yourselves. Study 
hard, for you little know what 1s im store for you. 
You will always find a true friend in your grandma 
Mac. Be kind to her when you see her. Now, dear 
children, I just ask one favor, do not think ill of 
your nother. I can’t write anymore. 

‘ So good bye and may God of Heaven bless you. 

‘ From your very sorrowful 


‘ MOTHER.” 


If this respondent had not fallen to the 
depths of guilt would she have written a 
letter of this kind, would she not have 
resented the attacks made upon her by her 
husband, whom, if ber contention be cor- 
rect that she was innocent, she would 
have condemned; but she speaks in the 
very highest terms of him in this letter. 
She speaks of him without casting the 
slightest reflection on his character, I 
assert that if he had impeached her char- 
acter and charged her with being guilty of 
this crime when she was conscious of her 
chastity, she would have risen in the 
majesty of her virtue and protested with 
just resentment against a charge so base- 
ess and foul. I say that all these cir- 
cumstances are consistent with the fact 
that this woman had departed from the 
sanctity of her marriage vows, and, in my 
opinion, had the illicit intercourse which 
is alleged against her here, that the evi- 
dence submitted by the petitions should 
prevail and the relief sought for granted. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I will have, no 
doubt, to record my vote on this question. 
I have read the evidence, and when I read 
anything I generally try to understand it 
and [ am not going to be carried away in 
the vote I am about to give by «ny special 
pleading. If this woman was a very bad 
woman, why did she come from Detroit ? 
Did she come to see this man? What did 
she come to see him for—a man that is 
spoken of here to-day as being a drunken 
loafer? Could she not have got some one 
else in Detroit to accommodate her, if she 
was the character we are asked to believe 
her to be? Wheh we look at the evidence 
of the woman who swore that she saw 
something through the slit in the door, 
we cannot help thinking that she must 
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The man who is charged with having im- 
proper relations with this woman comes 
all they way from Detroit or, I believe 
from Chicago, to try and clear the char- 
acter of this woman and his own reputa- 
tion, They are two against one. The hon. 
gentleman opposite speaks of the evidence 
of the woman Roehrig. How can I take 
it when there is the evidence of two against 
hers. The hon. gentleman also referred 
us to the evidence of McKenzie. Let us 
look at his evidence. If McKenzie 
thought that this woman was a bad char- 
acter would he have allowed his sister to 
go away with her to Detroit? My hon. 

iend opposite, as lawyers usually do, 
referred us to the examination on one 
side, but forgot to give the cross examina- 
tion of this witness. What does McKenzie 
say when he is cross-examined? That he 
saw nothing wrong with this woman. He 
drove her to Harristown and he saw no- 
thing wrong with her, and allowed his 
sister to go with her and live with her in 
Detroit. He is asked : 

‘“Q. You saw no improper conduct on the part of 
Mrs. Clapp in her driving to this hotel and staying 
there ?—A. No. 

‘Q. You would hardly have allowed your sister to 
go in her society if you thought there was anything 
wrong with her cok No. 

a, 6. Did your sister go to Detroit with her ?—A. 
es. 

‘*@. Did she remain with her in Detroit 7—A. No, 

not to my knowledge. - 

‘*Q. Did she return home ?—A, She returned 
home, but I cannot remember how long after. 

‘Q. Months or weeks ?—A. Months. 

‘*(. She remained in Detroit some months ?—A. 


I do not know whether she remained in Detroit or 
not. 


‘ Q. Then you saw nothing wrong on that occa- 
sion ? In other words, would you have allowed vour 
sister to go with any one if you had any doubt about 
os conduct being good ?— À. I have said all I know 
about it. 


‘Q. Then you know of nothing that was improper, 
ee or wrong—you know of nothing of the kind ? 
The young man’s evidence was referred 
to, to prove that this woman is a bad char- 
acter, yet this is what he says, and he 
allows his sister to go with her and live 
with her three months afterwards. As to 
the man Pingle who can credit him? Just 
fancy the petitioner going to the man who 
he charges with having seduced his wife 
bargaining to bring him here to give evi- 
dence and paying him for it. How could 
any man of proper feeling talk with such a 
character at all under these circumstances ? 
If he had any feeling of manhood in him 


have been looking for something herself. | he would have sent somebody else. Let 
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any Senator in this room ask himself what 
feelings would actuate him against such a 
man, even if she were a relative and not 
his wife, that he had led astray as 
alleged in this case? I do not know what 
my feelings would be if I were placed in 
that position, but they certainly would not 
have been feelings of kindness towards 
the destroyer of my wife’s honor. The 
letter that this woman writes to her 
children, is brought up as evidence 
against her; but nobody can say that it 
is couched in the language of a bad 
woman: still is used here against her, 
though her advice to her children is to 
obey their father, because they were under 
his control. Is that such language as 
should warrant a divorce of this kind? 
It is not sufficient for me, I want something 
more substantialthanthat. Iam not going 
to grant a divorce merely on suspicion. I 
must have proof, for it is a serious matter 
that we should prove this woman a har- 
lot and a perjured woman. Ifshe is as 
bad as she is represented to be would she 
come here at all to defend her honor? 
Certainly not; she would say to her hus- 
band, “you go your way and I will go 
mine.” She tries to explain her letters— 
that she wanted to get a divorce from her 
husband and that she wrote to Pingle and 
asked him to come to Detroit to assist her 
in doingso. For my part I shall give her 
the benefit of the doubt every time. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—As a vote 
is likely to be taken on this report, I desire 
to place my views on record for opposing 
the granting of the divorce, but before 
doing so I must say that I heartily endorse 
every word that has fallen from the hon. 
gentleman from Amherst, on the urgent 
necessity that exists for establishing a 
court, where cases of this kind can be 
proper dealt with; and I trust that the 

on. gentlemen, old parliamentarian that 
he is, and a legal luminary, if the Govern- 
ment fails to bring in a bill for that pur- 

ose next Session, will introduce a measure 

imself to carry out the suggestion that he 
has so ably presented to the House in this 
debate. 1 was very much pleased, as we 
all were, at the eloquent address of our 
hon. colleague from Calgary. He always 
puts music into everything that he speak 
about in this House. e dealt very 
largely with the letters of the petitioner, 
but something has come to my notice 
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within the last couple of hours about those 
letters that is not referred to in the report, 
and that I have not heard mentioned in 
this debate—namely, that there were im- 
portant erasures made in those letters sub- 
mitted to the Divorce Committee, The 
question is, what were these erasures ? 
What were the words? What meaning 
did they convey? By whom were the 

made? Were they made by the respond- 
ent? Bear in mind that it was not merely 
the crossing of a pen through the words 
but the erasures, I am given to understand 
by a member of the committee, were made 
with a knife, completely obliterating the 
words. Is it reasonable to suppose that 
the respondent would take such pains to 
erase these words with a knife? The only 
inference to be drawn is that these erasures 
were made by the petitioner, and I am 
very much surprised indeed that the 
shrewd lawyers who were on the com- 
mittee did not sift that matter to the very 

bottom. | 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—The hon. 
ee has gone beyond the evidence. 

here is no evidence of that kind before 
the House. 


Hon. Mr. McINNESS (B.C.)—I think 
I am perfectly within the rules of the 
House; I am quoting the words made use 
of by an hon. gentleman from N.B., the 
hon. Mr. McClellan, and I do not think 
there is any gentleman in this House who 
will for a moment doubt his veracity in 
that or any other statement he makes. 
That is the most important feature in 
this report, and I am surprised at hon. 
gentlemen, members of that committee, re- 
porting to this House, and taking extreme 
views—being almost the advocutes of 
pue without mentioning such a fact. 

cannot understand it. It is contrary to 
a true judicial spirit, and I hope in future 
if we are to have such cases before us they 
will be dealt with in a more judicial spirit 
than they have been in the past. I must 
confess that the only doubt that I had 
in my mind at all about Mrs. Clapp’s 
fidelity rested in these letters, but since 
I heard of these erasures I am bound to 
say that I have been relieved to a great 
extent on that point, ‘lhe hon. gentle- 
man from Monck has just referred to 
the witness Pingle. I do not think, on 
careful investigation of the evidence 
before us, that any unbiassed mind 
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can place the least credence on his state- 
ments. On the contrary, the impression 
is forced on me that that man was brought 
here to perjure himself, I cannot conceive 
of anyone worthy the name of a man or 
ssessed of the true feeling of manhood, 
injured as Mr. Clapp alleges that he was 
injured, going to this degraded, drunken 
creature, and negotiating with him for 
evidence of the fall and degradation of his 
wifo, himselfand children. Isay that itis 
something I cannot understand. I know 
that my feeling would be, and I believe it 
would be the feeling of every hon. gentle- 
man present, to draw my pistolor use my 
cane and brain him on the spot. It is the 
most revolting thing that I ever heard of 
in connection with this or any other case. 
Were it absolutely necessary that this man 
must go and see Pingle in order to get 
evidence to sustain his application, pro- 
bably it would mitigate the offence against 
humanity and society to a certain extent ; 
but he could have sent a solicitor or an 
agent who would have served his purpose 
as well as by degrading himself to the level 
ofthe poor wretch whose evidence he was 
seeking. There is another point to which 
I wish to draw your attention; here is 
the lawyer that she consulted about 
Pers a divorce in the city of Detroit. 
‘hat feature of the case has been threshed 
out pretty well, but if you look at the dia- 
gram of the room which was occupied by 
two partners of the law firm, you will find 
that it was about twenty feet wide and 
there was ample room on each side of the 
slit in the door for Dorland and Mrs, Clapp 
to conceal themselves if they were guilty 
ofany RE ely They must have been 
more or less before the slit in the door 
in order to reveal what Mrs. Roehrig 
stated she saw there. To say the very 
least of it, although her evidence was not 
impeached before the Committee, it ap- 
pears to me that she was rather a suspic- 
ious witness. 1 cannot understand a mod- 
est young girl, as she pretended to be, 
watching such proceedings, as she speaks 
of, and going next day and telling the sen- 
ior member of the law firm what she had 
seen. It is a most extraordinary circum- 
stance to say the least of it. 


Hon. Mr. MacDONALD (B. C.)—She 
is a married woman. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B. C.)—She was 
not a married woman at that time. She 
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was merely a typwriter in the same build- 
ing; she has been married since. Another 
thing which I hope you will not forget for 
a moment, because it is one of the most 
important of all the facts adduced before 
that Committe, is this: Mr. Dorland, who is 
a man of considerable importance appeared 
to give evidence. So far as Iam able to judge 
he did so without any hope of reward of any 
kind whatever. Ifhe was guilty of what was 
alleged, can you imagine that he would 
come from a foreign country to perjure 
himself for the sake of the respondent ? If 
he was guilty, I think the chances are 
19 out of 20 that he would not have ap- 
peared before the Committee. Conse- 
quently I attach greater importance to 
the evidence of this lawyer than to all the 
other evidence combined. A man must 
be low indeed in the scale of humanity, 
must be dead to all sense of honor and 
shame and fear of a future state, when he 
will voluntarily, without hope of reward, 
come from a foreign country and perjure 
himself in the manner that we are asked 
to believe he did in this case. I can un- 
derstand that if he was compelled to come 
and give evidence there might be some 
doubt as to his veracity, but he came 
voluntarily, without hope of reward, and 
he sub:tantiates every statement made by 
therespondent. I must accept hisevidencein 
reference to that of all the other witnesses. 
esides reading the evidence in this case, 
I heard a portion of it given in committee. 
Theard Mrs. Clapp's testimony and I must 
say that it was the best evidence I ever 
heard given by any witness. Even when 
she was pressed by questions that had a 
tendency to criminate her, she never 
shrank from them, but answered truth- 
fully and openly, and the impression made 
upon me was, that, although she was an 
exceedingly indiscreet woman, and may 
have been guilty of irregularities, the 
evidence she gave there was true in every 
respect. The hon. gentleman from Calgary 
has referred to the fact that her husband 
provided her with a good home: he forgot 
to tell you that her husband also provided 
her with a good pair of black eyes. His 
treatment of her certainly was anything 
but manly, and I believe that in nineteen 
out of twenty cases where women unfor- 
tunately go astray they are, not driven, but 
certainly assisted in that wrong course by 
the cold and harsh treatment of their 
husbands, I shall vote against this Bill. 
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Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I certainly agree 
with the suggestion of the hon. gentleman 
from Amherst that these cases ought to be 
relegated to some court rather than to the 
Senate. I cannot understand why this 
prolonged and not very entertaining dis- 
cussion has taken place on the present 
occasion. As I understand it, the object 
in appointing a Select Committee to take 
the evidence and have it printed and placed 
in the hands of every member, is simply 
and solely to prevent a public discussion of 
this kind, and it is not very complimentary 
to the judgment and good sense of the 
members of this house when gentlemen 
rise here and resort to special pleading to 
urge their views on hon. Senators who 
have the evidence before them. I shall not 
discuss the question at all: I have made 
up my mind, from reading the evidence, 
how I shall vote, and I think if a division 
had been taken without discussion it would 
have been more creditable to the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—I am not a member 
of the Divorce Committee; I had not the 
advantage of listening to the evidence, but 
I have taken pains to read the printed 
evidence over twice and I must say that I 
have come to the conclusion, after weigh- 
ing all the points as carefully as I ons) y 
could, judging the evidence as far as pos- 
sible on its merits, that there is a very 
serious doubt as to the guilt of the respon- 
dent ; and [I have further come to the 
conclusion to give my vote in accordance 
with that conclusion and to give the ben- 
efit of the doubt to the respondent. I think 
the suggestion of the hon. member from 
Amherst is a most excellent one, and that 
we ought to have a bill introduced at the 
n3xt session to provide a divorce court 
tor Ontario. All the other Provinces are 

rovided with such courts, except perhaps 
Manitoba, and we ought to have one in 
Ontario to deal with such cases as this. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH.—I wish to re- 
move some false impressions that may 
huve been created with regard to the re- 
spondent in this case. Weare told that 
she had a comfortable home and was 

roperly treated before she left her hus- 
hand ; that does not appear by the evidence, 
because she had not been married more 
than a year when, if she was not turned 
out of her house, she was told to go to her 
father with a baby in her arms, and she 
was only prevented from going there in 
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consequence of the rain. What do we find 
after that? This man charges her plainly 
and openly with improper intimacy with 
several persons. Then, in the month of 
February, we find him going to her room 
where she was sleeping with her daughter, 
sixteen years of age, gel on the bed 
and on her, for purposes which she declined 
to mention, but we understand what they 
were. Being repulsed, he struck and 
assaulted her in a manner that left marks 
on her face. That is the sort of home that 
he provided for her. She determined that 
she would stand such treatment no longer, 
and she left his house, not surreptitiously 
or clandestinely, but openely. After an 
absence of some time she returns and gives 
an account to her husband of where she 
has been. What does he say? He turns 
her away. In the evidence that we have 
before us, up to the time she left her home 
there is nothing to show that she was 
guilty of improper conduct. She was fond 
of music and had gone to Palmerston one 
evening to a concert and had come home 
late at night. All that is accounted for, 
but in no part of the evidence that we 
have before us is there anything to show, 
even in the deposition of the man Pingle, 
that there was any improper conduct be- 
tween himself and Mrs. Clapp. Whenshe 
returns home, in 1888, he tells her that he 
will have nothing more to do with her as 
his wife; ho casts her away. There was 
not only desertion but cruelty on the part 
of the husband, and even if she had become 
an abandoned woman after that, I do not 
believe that this House would grant the 
husband a divorce, because he, by his con- 
duct, contributed to his own shame and was 
a party to the offence. Therefore he could 
not come in here with clean hands and ask 
for a divorce. He does not deny that he 
ill-treated this woman. I nowcome to the 
evidence of McKenzie and Watt. McKenzie 
says that he saw nothing on that occasion 
in the hotel in Palmerston that would 
justify the opinion that there was anything 
improper on the part of Mrs. Clapp; and 
besides, we know that afterwards he 
allowed his sister to go to Detroit with 
her. We have the evidence of Watt to the 
same effect, and buth are contradicted by 
Pingle, who says that he had a room in 


the hotel that night. We now come to the 


evidence of the spy in Detroit. A woman 
who will condescend to do what she did, to 
peep through a slit in the door in the 
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manner that she describes on the two 
occasions that she has sworn to, would be 
open to great reproach and a person whose 
evidence should be suspected. But her 
evidence is so conclusively contradicted 
that no reliance can be placed on it. She 
admits that ladies frequently went to that 
office. Furthermore, she had not only 
to stoop down two or three feet to look 
through the slit, but it was proved that it 
was covered with a flap, and in order to 
see what was going on in the room, she 
must have put her fingers in and moved 
it aside. Another fact which shows that 
her evidence is not consistent with the 
truth is this: she brings here a photo- 
graph of Mrs. Clapp, for what purpose I 
cannot tell, unless she did not know the 
respondent at all and this was put in her 
hands in order that she might be able to 
identify her. It was proved conclusively 
that the photograph was never taken in 
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her. The detective was paid a sum of 
money to hound this woman, but he could 
not prove anything against her—he brings 
nothing that tells against the character of 
the respondent. Then we have Pingle’s 
evidence: that any woman would go all 
the way to Palmerston for the purpose 
which is charged against her by the peti- 
tioner is too absurd to be believed. It 
cannot be reconciled with common sense. 
The conduct of Pingle before the Com- 
mittee, and the manner in which he con- 
tradicted himseif over and over again, 
shows that he was not a reliable witness. 
A man of such a degraded character who 
would come before the Committee in the 
state in which he appeared, is the last one 
that could be believed. No woman would 
allow herself to be defiled by such a wreck 
of humanity as Pingle. It is not reasonable 
to suppose it, and it is not so. My hon. 
friend from Calgary spoke about the pre- 


that way, that a photograph was taken of| ponderence of evidence. We are not to be 


Mrs. Clapp and her two children, and that 
this photograph was prepared by re- 
moving the impression of the two children. 
Mrs. Roehrig’s conduct trom beginning to 
end is not of a character which would 
lead this House to place any re- 
liance on her evidence. A true woman 
shrinks from any appearance of impro- 
priety. Therefore, [ attach no impor- 
tance to her evidence, even if it stood 
alone; but it is contradicted by Mrs. 
Clapp and Mr. Dorland. If Mrs. Clapp was 
the abandoned woman that she is des- 
cribed, would Mr. Dorland have come here 
from the United States to perjure himself 
and sbield her? It is the last thing that 
he would do. The credibility of Dorland 
is unimpeached. The sincerity of the man 
brought conviction to the minds of most 
members of the Committee that he was 
ponte the truth, and upon his evidence 
there rested no suspicion ofuntruthfulness. 
Then we have Mrs. Clapp brought back 
and examined, and she contradicts every 
charge made against her. After she was 
driven from her home, a detective was 
employed to follow her, but he gives no 
evidence that establishes any guilt on her 
part. He tried to impose on the Com- 
mittee by saying that he saw Dorland and 
Mrs. Clapp going up some steps to a 
door. Mrs. Clapp explained that it was a 
respectable place where she was visiting, 
and this man may have gone to the door 
but never went into the house with 


governed by that, but, according to the 
rule of evidence which we have adopted 
in this House and which has been referred 
to by the hon. member from Amherst, 
you are to give the accused the benefit of 
the doubt, if there is a reasonable doubt. 
Now is there any certainty about this case? 
There is no certainty; unless the hon. gen- 
tleman possesses powers beyond those with 
which ordinary mortals are gifted, he can- 
not come to the conclusion that this case 
is established beyond adoubt. There is 
doubt—serious doubt, from the character of 
the witnesses and the contradictory nature 
of the evidence. We are dealing with the 
most sacred relations that exist between 
man and woman. We aro asked to sever 
the most holy tie that binds them together. 
We are asked here to stamp with infamy 
for life the character of this woman; I am 
sure you will hesitate before doing any- 
thing of the kind. You, by your decision 
to-day can say that there is a reasonable 
doubt in your minds as regards the guilt 
of this woman. If you 80 decide, you do 
not call this woman an adulteress, or stam 
her as a perjurer. On the other hand, if 
you pass this Bill you not only brand her 
with infamy, but pronounce her, and those 
who have given evidence on her side, guilty 
of perjury. There is an easy way of get- 
ting rid of the difficulty in this case, by 
giviug the woman the benefit of the doubt— 
the reasonable doubt which everyone must 
admit exists. 
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The Senate divided on the motion which} Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I may say 


was rejected by the following vote :— 
CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Almon, Macdonald (B.C.), 
win, Merner, 
Lougheed, Perley, 
at n, _ Prowse.—8. 
NON-CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 
Abbott, McInnes (N. Westminster), 
Archibald, McKay, 
Armand, McKindsey, 
Baillargeon, MacInnes (Burlington), 
Bellerose, Murphy, 
Boucherville, de, O'Donohoe, 
ffers, Pâquet, 
De Blois, Pelletier, 
Dever, Poirier, 
Dickey, ower, 
Flint, Reesor 
Girard, Reid (Cariboo), 
Haythorne, Robitaille, 
Howlan, Ross, 
Kaulbach, Stevens, 
Masson, Sullivan, 
McCallum, Vidal. —35. 
McDonald (C.B.), 


Hon. Mr. READ—I would suggest to 
the leader of the House: would it not be 
better that this debate should be expunged 
from the official report? It is not very 
nice literature to enter on our records. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON-—T have the strongest 
objection to anything of the kind. I voted 
from conscientious motives in favor of this 
Bill, and [ think many hon. gentlemen on 
the other side have allowed their feelings 
to influence them in the vote they gave. 
I object to the report being suppressed. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—You are the 
only pure minded gentleman in the House. 


Hon. MR. ALMON—TI do not claim any- 
thing of the kind, but I am an older man 
than many in this House, and am not so 
influenced by feelings of sympathy as 
younger men are liable to be; therefore I 
would like to have the vote entered and 
the report of the debates published. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I presume the hon. 
gentleman from Quinte means the objecti- 
onable features of it should be expunged ? 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—We are to answer 
to the House of Commons for what we 
have done, and, therefore, they have a 
right to see our debates. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The fact is, the 
Bill does not go down out of this House 
at all. Our vote ends it, 
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that I have seldom seen in debates of this 
kind an instance in which there has been 
less objectionable language used, but I 
have no objection to have my remarks ex- 
punged. I do not, however, think there 
is anything in it that would be demoraliz- 
ing in its tendency. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Personally I think 
it would be advantageous to the cause of 
morality if this kind of debate were not 
published and circulated ; at the same 
time I do not know how far the introduc- 
tion of a precedent which would give to 
the majority of this House the right to 
exclude what the minority would say in it, 
would be safe. That is the one doubt I 
feel about it, that this rule might be ap- 
plied to any subject and after a discussion, 
where the Do were endeavoring to 
vindicate their rights, the majority might 
refuse to allow it to go to the public. I 
agree with the hon. member from Quinté 
that it would be better to expunge this 
debate from our report only for estab- 
lishing the principle that the views of the 
minority might not be presented to the 
public on another occasion. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—The mere 
expression of the opinion of the House in 
this way is not a sufficient direction to the 
Debates Committee. It seems to me that 
the proper way is for some hon. member 
to make a motion, und have the Speaker 
put it from the chair. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I think the House 
ia ready to take the suggestion of the 
leader, not to expunge the debate. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—Could it not 
be done in some way to show that it is 
an exceptional case, on account of the sub- 
ject of the discussion, and that the expung- 
ing of this report is not to be taken as a 
precedent for any other question. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—What has been said 
that we need be ashamed of? 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—If the House does 
not wish any discussion on divorce cases 
to go into the record, let such debates 
take place with closed doors: but after the 
notes have been taken by the reporters 
and members have given their reasons for 
voting, it should not be expunged. I am 
moreover anxious that this debate should 
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be reported in full, for Iam convinced that 
when the public read the arguments ad- 
vanced in this case, and see the vots that 
was given, they will agree with the hon. 
member from Amherst that the Senate i» 
not the proper tribunal to try divorce 
cases. I have not said much on this case, 
because what I intended to say was said 
in very much better terms than I could do 
it by the hon. gentleman from Calgary. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—I am not so sure, 
but if we refused to publish the debute in 
the ordinary way, it would give rise toa 
feeling to have it published outside in a 
worse way than it will appear in our re- 
ports. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I agree 
with the leader of the Government that it 
would be establishing a dangerous pre- 
cedent, and if any hon. gentleman, during 
the discussion, has made use of language 
that should not appear, it can be toned 
down. I think that the House will have no 
objection to that ; at the same time, instead 
of this discussion having a tendency to de- 
moralize the Blow I believe it will have 
a deterent effect on people coming here 
on such flimsy pretexts for divorce. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I think it would 
be very inconsistent with our action of a 
few days ago, when the House decided 
that nothing should be suppressed in the 
debates, if we should now turn round and 
ignore the decision we then arrived at. 
We all favor a full report of the proceed- 
ings of this House, and I contend that 
there was nothing said in this debate that 
should not have a beneficial effect on the 
public, for it will show the country that 
people must not come here with bolstered 
up cases, and expect to carry a divorce 
bill through this House. 


CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT. 
BILL WITHDRAWN. 


The order of the day being called for 
second reading of Bill (A A) “An Act to 
amend the Canada Temperance Act.” 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY said :—A word of 
explanation is necessary from me for 
putting this order on the paper, and for 
the course that I propose to adopt. It 


is a bill intended to remedy a defect of | Trunk 


the revisers in the consolidation of the 
Canada Temperance Acts some four years 
ago. It was thought necessary to get an 
ameidment this session, and the Bill for 
that purpose having been introduced in 
another place and having been delayed 
some two months, in consequence of the 
pious of other business, the promoter 
nding that he had only one day more, 
that is to say yesterday, got the assent of 
the House to reintroduce it here; but for- 
tunately there was a slide of bills in the 
other House and a clearance of the order 
paper which gives us assurance of an early 
prorogation. Therefore, this bill received 
the assent of the other House, and I move 
that the order of the day be discharged. 


-Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I do not think my 
hon. friend is quite correct in saying that 
the revisers had made a mistake. I do not 
think the revisers made any mistake, but 
a juuge,in my hon. friend’s Province, 
thought they had. lt amounted to this: 
They repealed a law which had served its 
purpose and which was no longer neces- 
sary and struck it out of the Statute Books, 
and the judge down there came to the 
conclusion that an Act which had been 
brought into force by that law had ceased 
to have any force because the Act bring- 
ing it into force had been repealed. So, I 
am inclined to think it was rather a mis- 
take of the judge than of the revisers. 
But my hon. friend was quite right, when 
there was a doubt, to bring in the bill, and 
TIT should have been glad to give him every 
assistance in passing it. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Unfortunately the 
friends of temperance, after the judge had 
given that decision, thought it was not 
wise to leave the matter in that position, 
and, although I was not a supporter of 
the Canada Temperance Act, I was quite 
willing that the law of the land should be 
made plain so that there should be no 
doubt about it, and I think the temper- 
ance people were entitled to that amend- 
ment in the law, though I hope the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court, if an appeal is 
made from that judgment, will show that 
we are correct in the position we take. 


SECOND READING. 


oe) ‘ An Act respecting the Grand 
ilway of Canada (Mr. Ogilvie). 


Bill 
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PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION 
RAILWAY BILL. 


ComMONS AMENDMENTS AGREED TO. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the adop- 
tion of the amendments made by the 
House of Commons to the amendments 
made by the Senate to Bill (87) “ An 
Act respecting the Pontiac Pacific Junc- 
tion Railway Company.” He said: “This 
is a very simple amendment, which bas 
been made in the other House. It is 
entirely in harmony with what was 
desired to be done by the amendment 
which we made, but the wording of our 
amendment suggests a doubt, a very 
serious one. The words used in our amend- 
ment “and the use of the lines of the 
Company connected therewith,” are too 
general, and would give to the associated 
company the right to use their line to the 
extreme end of it, which was not intended, 
so it was amended by striking out these 
words and inserting the words “approaches 
thereto.” 


The motion was agreed to. 


EXCHEQUER COURT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 
The House resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the whole on Bill (129) “An Act to 
amend ‘The Exchequer Court Act.’ ” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a very 
short Bill to regulate the appeal to the 
Supreme Court from the Exchequer Court, 
and I would ask that it be passed as it is, 
with a slight addition in the 22nd line. It is 
proposed that after the word “attorneys” in 
oo 22nd line the words “or solicitors” be 

ed. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE from the Com- 
mittee reported the Bill with an amend- 
ment, 

The Report was agreed to. 


The Bill was then read the third time 
and passed. 


THE CHINAMAN AT NIAGARA. 
EXPLANATION. 

Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I desire to say at 
this stage, that I obtained to-day the in- 
formation that I promised yesterday about 
the Chinaman who was represented as hav- 
ing been retained for three days and starved 
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and frozen on the bridge at Niagara. In 
point of fact, it appears that this man 
was engaged in smuggling Chinamen back- 
wards and forwards between the United 
States and Canada. He arrived on the 
bridge with two Chinamen at nine o’clock 
in the morning, and, at first, it was sup- 
posse that neither he nor they had any 
icense or permit, or any money, but two 
of them turned out to have permits or cer- 
tificates or whatever was needed, and one 
had not. This one had been living in 
Toronto for some years. Sume discus- 
sion took place as to what should be 
done with him. The two who had 
permits were allowed to land; the 
other man was allowed to go back to 
the United States. He came back after 
a while but he was not allowed to land 
without a certificate. After some parley 
he was relegated to the Customs agent, 
and allowed to come on shore, where he 
was well and comfortably cared for and 
fed until instructions could be got from 
Ottawa, and upon those instructions being 
received he was allowed to go where he 
pleased, and this was all within three or 
four hours from the time he made his 
appearance on the bridge. There was no 
hardship of any description in connection 
with it. The man was detained only three 
or four hours. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Was he sent 
back over the border again? 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—No, he was allowed 
to go where he pleased. My impression 
is that he and the other two Chinamen 
went back to the United States. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (65) “An Act further to amend the 
Criminal Law—(Mr. Abbott.) 


The Senate adjqurned at 6 p.m. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, April 23rd, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock, 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


SECOND READING. 
Bill (124), “An Act respecting H. H. 
Vivian Company (limited).—(Mr. Mac- 
Innes, Burlington.) 
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GEORGE T. SMITH, RELIEF BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon, Mr. HOWLAN—From the Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, reported Bill (98), “ An Act to confer 
on the Goinmissionss of Patents certain 
powers for the relief of George T. Smith,” 
without any amendment. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington) 
moved that the Bill be read the third 
time. 


Hon, Mr. DICKEY—I hope my hon. 
friend will not press his motion at present. 
The Bill requires an amendment to muke 
it conformable to the legislation which 
has already passed this House in a similar 
case, This is one of the two Bills spoken 
of by the Leader of the House on a former 
occasion as running in the same line, for 
the relief of two parties who have allowed 
their patents to expire, and in regard to 
the proviso for the protection of the public, 
an amendment was required to be made 
to the other Bill which came up to the 
House in very much the same language as 
this one. The Committee on Private Bills, 
for what reason I can hardly understand, 
after the decision by this House and 
adopted by the House of Commons, did 
not think proper to insert the qualifying 
words which explain how these rights to 
be protected were acquired—that is to say, 
by “assignment, user, manufacture or 
otherwise.” For this reason I shall oppose 
the third reading of the Bill until it is 
amended. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—There is a clause 
of the Bill which provides for that now. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I beg my hon. 
friend’s pardon: it does not. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am sorry to differ 
from my hon. friend from Amherst. As I 
read this clause, it provides very satisfac- 
torily for the protection of rights which 
have been acquired since the expiration of 
this patent without the amendment which 
the hon. gentleman proposes to insert. 
The existing clause of the Bill provides :— 

‘*2. Any person who has, within the period between 
the twenty-second day of January, one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety, and the extension or 
renewal hereunder of the said patent, acquired by 
manufacture or use any right in respect of the inven- 


tion covered by the said patent, shall continue to 
enjoy the same as if this Act had not been passed.” 
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The amendment of the hon. gentleman 


proposes to limit that protection to those 
who have acquired the right by assign- 
ment and some other specified modes. I 
think the rights of the party whom the 
hon. gentleman wishes to protect are better 
protected by the words of the Bill than 
they would be by the proposed amend- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—My hon. friend 
has certainly not allowed his recollection 
to carry him back for a day or two at all 
events. When the question was up before, 
this was exactly the argument used for 
the other Bill—that the general word 
“acquired ” carried more force than the 
words I proposed in amendment; but 
when I stated the case to the House, the 
House took the view which I suggested, 
and they found it necessary to explain 
how acquired. And why? Because acquired 
primarily might mean by assignment or 
purchase, aud it did not pee the person 
who manufactured. The other amend- 
ment has made the matter clear and dis- 
tinct, and when the Bill which came up 
to us from the other House with a gereral: 
word “acquired ” in it, we sent it back to 
them with that amendment, and the Com- 
mons deliberately adopted oar amendment 
and sent it back to us concurred in—that 
is to say the amendment which made it 
plain that the persons using or manufac- 
turing the article after the patent had 
expired were protected, and how hon. 
gentlemen can say that we are to reverse 
our decision and admit that we were wrong 
before, and say that the word “ acquired ” 
is all that was necessary I cannot under- 
stand. In the Courts it might be con- 
strued as a right only by assignment or 

urchase. Now, we are asked to send this 

ill back to the House ofCommons because 
it has escaped their notice, though they 
accepted our amendment in the other Bill 
the moment their attention was called to 
it, and admitted that we were right. All 
I ask is that this Bill may be made con- 
formable to the Bill already passed by this 
House so as to make our legislation con- 
gruous, 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
have no objoction, as the promoter of the 
Bill, to accept the amendment proposed 
by the hon. member from Amherst, and 
with the consent of the House I am per 
fectly willing to have the Bill amended now. 
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The amend- 
ment proposed by the hon. member from 
Ambherst does not go as far as | desired it 
to extend. It only refers to rights acquired 
by user of the patent or by assignment. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Or otherwise. 


Hox. Mr. KAULBACH—“ Or other- 
wise” is very indefinite. What is to be 
done with the people who have made pre- 
pri to manufacture this patent, but 

ave not exactly commenced to manufac- 
ture? I think such cases should be pro- 
vided for, if we are going to specify the 
rights of those who are to be protected. 
The amendment should protect everybody 
who has invested capital with a view to 
manufacturing the patented article. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I think it will 
be necessary to give notice of that amend- 
ment, We cannot take it in a hap-hazard 
way like this. I object, as a member of 
the House, to make the amendment without 
notice, 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES—In order to meet 
the objection of the hon. gentleman, I move 
that the Bill be read a third time on Friday 
next. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The amendment 
will not effect anything. It will not do 
any particular harm, however. What has 
happened in the case of this Bill shows 
how fine a thing it is to have a good repu- 
tation. The hon. gentleman from Amherst 
has a long established reputation for skill 
and good judgment in amending Bills, and 
this House took it for granted that the 
amendment must be right, without care- 
fully looking into it, and the House of 
Commons has got into the way of accept- 
ing our amendments asa matter of course, 
because they are always important, and 
they accepted that amendment without 
investigation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE CONSTITUTION OF THE 
SENATE. 


Hon. MR. POIRIER moved : 


That an humble Address be presented to Her Most 
Gracious Majesty praying for the amendment of 
the British North America Act, so that Senators 
shall, henceforward, as their seats become vacant, be 
appointed by Provincial Legislatures, the Crown to 
retain the right to the appointment of three or six 
a iti Senators, as now exists under the Consti- 

on. 
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He said: At the outset of my remarks, I 
bey leave to state the fault I find with our 
Canadian Senate is not to its composition, 
as it now exists, but to its constitution. 
There is no ground for serious criticism 
of the hon. gentlemen who now compose 
the Senate. The choice, I believe, on the 
whole is an intelligent and commendable 
one. Since the necessity of a property 
qualification has been Sbolished in the 
other House, the tendency of the Govern- 
ment has been to call to this House men 
of wealth—plutocrate—to counterbalance 
the absence of property qualification 
in another place. Out of the twenty, or 
twenty-five, last nominees of this House, 
one could pick a good number of million- 
aires or quasi-millionaires, and to mention 
but a few of the Inte deceased members, 
we have the Hon. Mr. Ross, Hon. Mr. 
Rodier, Hon. Mr. Macdonald, and Hon. 
Mr. Rolland, who in point of weulth 
would have graced the peerage. The 
same thing applies to the Liberal Govern- 
ment while they held power from 1873 to 
1878. No fault can be found with their 
appointees, and no fault attaches, there- 
fore, in my view, to the succeeding Govern- 
ment relative to this question. How is it, 
then, that under these conditions the Senate 
does not hold itsown? How do you account 
for the failure of the fruit when the trees 
are sound and select ? This is the question 
I propose to elucidate, or at least to discuss, 
to-day. I am aware that the question is 
anything but a popular one, either in this 
House or in some of the Ministerial papers, 
but I will not be deterred from bringing 
up the question on that account, because 
am convinced that there is something 
wrong with the Senate. 


An hon. GENTLEMAN—Where ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—My hon. friend 
asks me where? From the complaints [ 
have heard from many gentlemen in this 
House—I will not be personal—complaints 
that have filled this House as the desert 
was filled with the lamentations of the 
mother of Ishmael—some gentlemen, like 
Rachael weeping for her children, will not 
be comforted because we have no Cabinet 
Minister in the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—A Cabinet 
Minister with a portfolio ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Yes; I mean a 
Cabinet Minister with a portfolio. I 
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would like to see the Senate presente 
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of their own destinies. The third upper 


in the Cabinet ; but having studied the con- | House was given us in 1790, at the time 


stitution of the Senate and the elements on 
which our force rests, I cannot find fault 
with the Government for giving us no part 
in the executive. Where do we get our 
authority here? Are we in touch with the 

eople ? I fail to see it. We are appointed 
ee e Crown and the Crown is practically 
anything but an executive power. Ofcourse 
it was once at the time of the conquest and 
before Magna Charta, but in modern times 
and especially since 1832 the power comes 
from the people and, I say again, we are 
not in touch with the people. Not later 
than 1872 Lord Beaconsfield, then Disraeli, 
speaking at Manchester on a question sim- 
ilar to the one I have brought up here, the 
remodelling of the House of Lords, used 
these words : “ How is that House to be re- 
constructed ? Will it be appointed by the 
Crown? If 80, what influence will it or can 
it have?” Hon. gentlemen, this is the 
whole question; we are appointed by the 
Crown and what influence can we have? I 
will not confine myself to my own views 
on this question ; 1 prefer to deal with the 
history of the Senate itself, and to show, if 
I am young, I can bring forward the argu- 
ments of men that were reputed to be wise 
and who were old enough to give 
their words weight with this House 
and with the country generally. For this 
reason, without indulging in any theory 
of mine, I will simply review the history 
of the upper House, and hon. gentlemen 
will see that as long as it was intended 
that we should not have responsible go- 
vernment, it was reasonable and logical 
that the upper House should be appointed 
by the Crown. At the time that we had 


of the separation of the two Canadas, At 
that time, also, a nominated Council was 
Fr and the intention to imitate the 

ritish Parliament went so far that the 
Lieutenant-Governors were allowed to 
create, with the sanction, of course, of the 
Imperial Government, hereditary Legis- 
lative Councillors. The object was to have 
an absolute image of the British Parliament. 
It was all right so long as responsible 
government was not given us. The next 
was in 1840, when, as hon. gentlemen are 
aware, on the report of Lord Durham, 
responsible constitutional government was 
given us: But although the liberal Go 
vernment of England then did give usa 
constitution which appeared to grant us 
responsible government, such was not the 
opinion of Lord Sydenham, for example, 
who was appointed the first Governor in 
Canada after that constitution. It was 
only after a severe contest that Lord 
Sydenham consented to actual responsible 
government in Canada. By the constita- 
tion of 1840 the Council then was to be 
appointed by the Crown, and it was not 
os decided that we were to have 
responsible government. So far, I can 
find no fault with the nomination of mem- 
bers of the upper Chamber, because it 
was in keeping with the authority that 
was meant to prevail at the time. When 
the authority comes from the King, then 
the nominees of the King can legislate. 
But after the despatch of Lord Russell, 
when the views of Baldwin had prepon- 
derated, and we were at last given actual 
responsible government, what happened? 
Those who are the fathers of our political 


responsible government given us the! liberties here would not be satisfied with 
leading men of thegcountry, such as La-|a nominated Council, but in 1856 they 
fontaine, Baldwin, Sir John Macdonald,!succeeded in having the Senate, whic 
_ Cartier, Cauchon and others, took a similar | was then composed, as it is now, by nomi- 
view to that which I am taking now. | nees of the Crown, replaced by an elective 
This may appear strange to some. hon. Council, and I will read you some of the 
gentlemen here. The first legislature datos | reasons why that change was brought 
from 1763. At the time we had no res-|about. First, although the Council was 
ponsible government: the Imperial Go-|then composed of many of the leading 
vernment appointed a Council to govern | men of Canada, it was fast sinking in the 
the country along with the Governor estimation of the people, and losing infiu- 
General. Pis quite logical and right.|ence. Such men as Sir E. P. Taché, 
The second Council was granted by the | Morin, Seymour, Belleau, Bolton, Leslie, 
Quebec Act in 1774. Again we had a) de Boucherville, Walker, &c., could not 
Legislative Councif appointed by the| preserve its prestige: 

Crown, which was logical, because the “ It is admitted by all hands,” said Sir John A. 
people had nothing to do with the shaping | Macdonald, in the course of the debate, “that the 
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pue upper Chamber is not an efficient check. 
ithout wishing to speak disrespectfully of the upper 
House, I may say that we all know, except in some 
few isolated cases, they have contented themselves with 
being mere registrars of our Bills, which they read 
over, and, perhaps, correct some errors in spe cis 
, and then send them down to us. They 
ve exerted no real influence in the State. They 
are of no use, and all that can be said of them is to 
py the lan e of the member for Lambton 
{Mr. Brown), they have done no harm.” 


And yet that Council was the prototype 
of our Senute of to-day. Its very picture. 

Sir John A. Macdonald, who was then 
Attorney General (West) continues his 
argument for the abolishment of the nomi- 
nated Council : 


‘“ I would indeed understand the proposition to 
destroy one Chamber entirely, but if it were thought 
necessary to have a check upon one branch, the other 
branch must possess some real power.” 


It plainly appears that the upee Cham- 
ber had authority given to it by the con- 
stitution, but that it had in effect no real 
wer, and that was one of the reasons why 
ir John Macdonald, and the leading states- 
men of his day, thought it advisable that 
an upper Chamber, which had no real 
power, should be reformed. In answer to 
Mr. Brown, Sir John A. Macdonald said: 


‘* T was stating that we had not the British Con- 
stitution in the Province. We have it only in name.” 


Hon. gentlemen will remark that, be- 
cause the upper Chamber was nominative, 
Sir John says we have not the British 
Constitution in this Province ; we have it 
only in name. 


‘It was intended in 1791 that we should havea 
transcript of the British Constitution, and nominally 
we have it except in the difference between life and 
hereditary members of the upper House. But we 
have not really the British Constitution, for we have 
in fact one Chamber elected directly by the people 
and acting directly on the Crown. No one in this 
House can get up and state that there is a real and 
effective check upon this House ever exercised by the 
nominees of the Crown in the upper Chamber. Those 
hon. gentlemen then, are fighting for a system which 
isnot the British Constitution, and they are fightin 

inst an attempt to introduce in spirit the British 
Constitution, which is one hereditary sovereign, one 
body elected directly by the people and being the 
immediate numerical expression of the voice of the 
people, and the other a body checking that numerical 


expression. 
Again Sir John goes on : 


‘** A check is necessary unless we wish our single 
chamber by degrees to absorb both the judicial and 
executive as well as legislative powers. It has pretty 
nearly absorbed the executive power already, and if 
no check is applied it will ere long absorb the judicial, 
and when it does that the constitution is at an end.” 


I ask hon. gentlemen if the facts are not 
parallel ; if now the executive power is 
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Now, Sir John says that when it comes to 
that, we are not within the spirit of the 
British Constitution, and that our consti- 
tution is nearly at an end. The position 
with us, at present, is graver than some of 
us imagine. Just now there is no great 
difficulty in the way of governing the 
country ; everything isin harmony ; but 
I say it is ourduty to guard for the future. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—What do you 
think of an elective Senate ? . 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I will, when I come 
to the terms of Confederation, give the 
reasons why it is we have no elective 
Chamber now. In 1856 the nominative 
House was replaced by an elective House, 
but the statesmen of that day had not the 
element we have now to constitute an 
easy and proper electorate for the Council. 
Had Confederation existed then, as now, 
the electorate for the second House would 
have been found or should have been 
found in the Local Legislatures ; but there 
was no Confederation as now, and they did 
what was natural, and what was rational : 
they created a special electorate for the 
second House. That electorate consisted, 
as hon. gentlemen are aware, of large 
districts, 24 in Quebec and 24 in Ontario. 
That state of things went on up to 
Confederation, and at Confederation a new 
departure had to be made under the new 
order of things. My hon. friend from 
Lunenburg asks me, why it is that we have 
not an elective second Chamber? There are 
a great many reasons for it, but one of the 
main reasons is this: that members of the 
upper House found it too difficult to can- 
vass a whole district of country, in order 
to be returned. Those gentlemen were 
men supposed to be above a certain age, 
and they found that they could not, with- 
out injury to their health, undertake an 
election which was exceedingly difficult on 

account of the area that had to be can- 
vassed and of the expense incurred; and 
it resulted in this, that men in good stand- 
ing, advanced in years, would not face an 
election. Therefore it was thought advis- 
able that the second Chamber should not 
be elected by the people as was the case 
‘in the lower House. At Confederation, I 
am astonished that no one thought of a 
second chamber elected by Local Legisla- 
tures. There was an already prepared elec- 
torate for a second House; such an electo- 


a nl Tremere acme rec eT Oa TT ——— 


not wholly absorbed by the other House? | rate as had beon chosen by every civilized 
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country whichis composed ofa confederacy. 
I say that if the fathers of Confederation 
had adopted the proposition I now submit, 
an easy solution of the problem would have 
been at once arrived at. During the dis- 
cussion, Sir Alexander Campbell, whom 
we allrememter so well, gave precisely 
those reasons which will answer as a reply 
to the question which my hon. friend from 
Lunenburg has asked me, why the upper 
House did not continue to be elected by 
the people : 

‘The main reason which has induced the confer- 
ence to determine as they have done in the constitu- 
tion of the upper House,” said Sir Alexander Camp- 
bell, ‘was to give each of the Provinces adequate 
security, which it was feared might not be found in a 


House where the ter was based on num- 
oe only, as would be the case in the (reneral Assem- 
ly.” 


And Sir John Macdonald adds this: 


“To the upper House is to be confided the protec- 

tion of sectional interests ; therefore, it is that the 
great divisions are equally represented for the purpose 
of defending such interests against the combinations 
of majorities in the Assembly. It will, therefore, 
_ become the interest of each section to be represented 
by its very best men.” 
We see by these declarations tnat the 
upper House was intended to represent 
the Provinces and sectional interests. I 
say that the election of Senators by Local 
Legislatures would precisely have met 
these views, and to day, under that system, 
we would command an influence which, 
we must admit, we do not now command in 
the country. 

We should now look to what has been 
done in other countries. We have, since 
half a century, seen responsible govern- 
mentestablished in most civilized countries, 
both in Europe and on this continent. We 
find in most of those countries, especially 
in Europe, an upper and a lower Chamber, 
except, I believe in Greece and in Norway, 
and in none of those countries, who have 
copied their constitutions more or less 


closely from the constitution of Great 


Britain and of the United States, will you 
find a nominative body composing the 
upper House. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—Nor responsible 
government. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I beg my hon. 
friend’s pardon: responsible government 
exists in most of the countries of Europe 
now. ~- 


Hon. Mz. DICKEY—Does it? 


economicafl societies, and one hundred and 


Hon. M2. POIRIER—I believe, with the 
l'exception of Russia and what now remains 
lof European Turkey, that responsible 
government is to be found in every country 


: Europe. 





Hon. Mr. DICKEY—And Spain, and 
[taly, and Germany ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Yes, in Spain, in 
Italy and,toa great extent, in Germany also. 
Responsible government exists in every 
country in Europe except in those two [ 
have mentioned. If you look at the consti- 
tution of those countries—and the wisdom 
of the countries surrounding us ought to 
have some weight with us—you will find 
that in confederated countries the upper 
House is elected by the different Provinces; 
and in countries that are homogenous they 
have a special electorate, ofa second degree, 
but in no country is there an upper House 
nominated by the Crown. I will go fur- 
ther: I call the attention of the hon. gentle- 
man from Amherst to the fact that even in 
England now the tendency is practically 
to have the upper Chamber not nominative, 
but elective. In Sweden the members of 
the upper House, 143 in number, are elected, 
according to the last adjustment, by the 
provincial and urban councils, the 24 
‘“landsthings” and the four chief munici- 
palities. In Spain the Senate includes, 
tirst, Senators by right, viz:—the sons of 
the King, the grandees of Spain, &c.; second, 
Senators nominated by the Crown—which 
must belong to a certain privileged class, 
and third, elected Senators. Nine ofthese 
are chosen by the clergy, six by the acade- 
mies, ten by the universities, five by the 


fifty by the provincial deputies and muni- 
cipal delegates (electoral law of 1877.) 


In Roumania, a new country that had 
the bonefit of the experience of other 
nations, the Senate is composed of 120 mem- 
bers elected by two colleges in each electo- 
ral district, viz :—by two classes of 
franchise holders. 

In Portugal the revision of 1878 author- 
ized the King to appoint life peers; but the 
constitution was amended in 1885 so as to 
convert the hereditary into a represent- 
ative upper Chamber, as was done here in 
1856, and as will be done here when my 
motion is carried into effect. 


In Holland the first Chamber of the 
States-General, which is equal to our 
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Senate, consists of 50 members elected by 
Provincial States. 

All these countries, as I said before, have 
had the experience of England and of the 
United States, and have adopted the con- 
stitutions which are in keeping with the 
aspirations of the time. In Italy, which 
has been referred to as a country not en- 
joying responsible government, the Senate 
is nominated by the King, but its members 
are choseu from a certain category. The 
right to sit does not emanate from the 
Crown. The Crown has the right of 
selecting only. Now, in Germany, article 
seven of the constitution enacts that each 
State may nominate as many members of 
Bundesrath as it is entitled to votes, but 
the votes must be collectively given. It 
is the old Diet applied to the constitution 
of 1871, with Austria excluded. 

It is similar to what I propose here, a 
House elected by the different Provinces. 
There are 26 States, and these States elect 
62 members to the upper House. In Den- 
mark the upper House is composed of 60 
members, of which 12 are elected by the 
King, 7 by Copenhagan, 47 by electoral 
districts, 1 by Bornholm and one by the 
lagthing of Faroe. As to Belgium, I 
notice in the debates on Confederation, 
that several members referred to it, that 
there was a tendancy to imitate to a certain 
extent, the Governmeut of Belgium here 
in Canada. In Belgium, the Senate re- 
sembles closely the Legislative Council 
which existed in Canada from 1856 to Con- 
federation. Itis elective, and renewable 
by halves every four years. That system, 
Isay, was copied by us pretty closely in 
1856. In Austro-Hungary the highest 
authority in the Empire, the Delegations, 
consisting of two bodies of 60 members 


Queen, but from the people, and the Queen 
cannot nominate a House to legislate. 
How can it, therefore, logically nominate 
another House which is ejually a legisla- 
tive body, such as we are? That is the 
secret of our weakness. I notice the other 
day a aera from the only country in 
Europe that has no responsible govern- 
ment—-Russia—stating that even that 
country is about to have responsible gov- 
ernment, and here is how that despatch 
reads :— . 


‘“ DRIFTING FROM DESPOTIC RULE. à 


“BERLIN, April 13th, 1890. —Court advices from St. 
Petersburg are that the movement in favor of a con- 
stitution finds adherents in the Czar’s circle. The 
Grand Duke Vladimir, the Czar’s brother, induced 
less by Liberalism than by fears of a revolution, is 
urging the Czar to create a Parliament consisting of 
representatives of the nobility elected by the Cent- 
zvos, with a limited number of delegates elected by 
towns.” 


It will be seen that even in Russia, if there 
is to be an upper Chamber, the upper 
Chamber will not be! appointed by the 
Czar, but will be, naturally, appointed by 
the people or by delegates of the people. 
Now, having gone through the European 
monarchies, I will take a little trip throug. 
the republics. We are practically a re- 
public here, but with the exception of 
Canada I find in none of the republics a 
second Chamber, nominated by authority 
of the president. In South America most 
of the republics have been more or less 
directly copied from the constitution of 
the United States. In the Argentine Re- 
public the Senators are elected by the 
Legislatures of each Province, exactly my 
proposition. In Bolivia the Senate is 
elected. In Chili the Sénate consists of 
40 members, two from each of the 20 Pro- 
vinces, exactly, again, what I propose here. 


each, are elected by the Reichsrath of); In Colombia the Senate is composed of 27 


Austria and the Reistag of Hungary. 
These constitute two chambers, who, with 
the Emperor, are supreme. 

Here again, you find that it is not the 
Government that nominates the upper 


Chamber. And these people, as far as their | Paraguay also has an elective Senate. 





members, three for each of the nine con- 
stituted States. In Equador two Senators 
are returned for each of the eight pro- 
vinces. Mexico has a Senate of 36 mem- 
bers, two from each of the 18 States. 
In 


political constitution is concerned, are more | Peru the 20 departments nominate two 
advanced than we are, for the moment a|members each for the Senate. There is 


body is nominated by the authority of the 
Crown or of the President, it depends upon 
that authority. To-day the Queen of Eng- 
land with ait her power could not nomi- 
nate a member for the House of Commons, 


because the power, as I understand law- | 


making now, does not enamate from the 








but one exception in the whole of America, 
excluding British Colonies, in which the 
upper House is appointed by the supreme 
authority of the Crown, and that is Hayti. 
Hayti is a colony composed of about 
900,000 negroes, and that is the only 
country in the western hemisphere, out- 
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side of Canada, where the upper House is 
nominated by the Crown. 


Hon, MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE—There 
is no Crown. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—There is a Pres- 
ident. I will now refer to France. In 
France the Sonators are elected by special 
electors of the second degree. France, 
not being a confederacy as we are here 
to-day, had, as we had in 1856, to create 
an electorate, and the Senators are elected 
by the electore of the second degree, com- 
posed of communal and municipal dele- 
gates, of members of each council general, 
and of the deputies of each department. 
Here again you have the Senate of France 
not nominated by the President but elected. 
They had the nominative system, but they 
changed the mode of constitution as not 


being in keeping with modern ideas of 


representative government, Switzerland 
ig a country pretty much like our own, 
divided into different provinces or cantons ; 


and the upper Chamber in Switzerland is 


constituted pretty much in the same way 
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dency is to have the peers elected by a 
special electorate, which is composed of 
the peers, but not by the Crown. This is 
the electorate which now selects the peers 
of Scotland and Ireland. But I will come 
to another country—the United States. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Another republic. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That is the country 
that we do not want to have anything to 
do with. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Do 
you say that they have responsible gov- 
ernment in the United States ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—We have to be 
eclectic. If there is anything good in the 
constitution of the United States, we should 
not hesitate to adopt it. The constitution 
of the United States was revised after an 
experience of ten years. It was drafted by 
men who are admitted to-day to have been 
exceedingly wise— Madison, Hamilton. 
Jay and others. The writers on political 
economy in the leading civilized countries 


of the world agree that those who framed 


as the upper Chamber in the United | the constitution of the United States were 
States, The Senate or Stande Rath 1S | «c long-headed men,” to use a vulgar ex- 
composed of 44 members or two Senators | bression. To-day the constitution of the 
for each canton. Now, hon. gentlemen United States is admitted, by writers of the 
will see that in all these civilized courtries | highest standing, to be more in harmony 
outside of British colonies, the Upper | with the tendency of modern times and in 


Chamber is elective. In England the keeping with the liberties of the people 
House of Lords has a historical raison | than any other in existence. 


d'être, but in modern times the tendency 

in England itself has been to have the) Hon. Mz. MACDONALD (B.C.)— What 
upper Chamber elective. By the terms ido you call the form of government in the 
of the Union, it was decided that the peers | United States ? Do you call it responsible 
of Scotland should be elective, and so they | or what ? 


are—16 of them. And the constitution of x : 
Ireland also provides that the Irish peers, poe ae os TS ei as by 
28 in number, be elected or chosen inde- Se ail er a Bo jealous ae the people 
PERCENE Quine rom; of the United States of their Senate, that 
Hon. Me. MURPHY—Whom are they|while the general constitution can be 
elected by ? Not by the people. changed by a two-thirds vote of Congress 


confirmed by three-fourths of the Local 
Hon. Mr. POIRIER—They are not Legislatures, no State fnay be deprived of 
elected by the common people. 


its two Senators against its own consent 
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—They were Even though the whole of the United 
nominated by the executive and the exec- 


States were in favor of such a change, 
utive were elected by the people. the veto of the one individual State 


interested can prevent it. I said I would 

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—It answers my! give some testimony of the estimation 
contention that they are not nominated by|in which the American Senate is held 
theCrown. I agree that a second chamber|in other countries. Lord Dunraven, 
should not be elected in the same way as/in the Nineteenth Century, says: “The 
the lower House. In England, the ten-| strongest, most efficient and most capable 
[à 
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Legislative Assembly in the world is to be 
found in the United State Senate.” Jen- 
nings, an Englishman, in the Quarterly 
Review, says: “The constitution of the 
United States of America is much the 
most important political instrument of 
modern times.” Sir Henry Mayne says: 
‘The Senate of the United States is at 
this moment one of the most powerful 
political bodies in the world. In point of 
dignity and authority, it has in no wise 
disappointed the sangui: e expectations of 
it founders.” Gladstone himself says— 
and [I am passing over the testimony of 
many other eminent men: 


‘* As the British constitution is the most subtle 
organization that has proceeded from progressive his- 
tory, so the American constitution is the most won- 
derful production ever struck off by the brain and 
purpose of man.” 

And here is what Sir John A. Macdonald 
said on the subject during the debates on 
Confederation : 

‘““Itis the fashion now to enlarge on the defects of 
the constitution of the United States, but I am not 
one of those who look upon it as a failure. I think 
and believe that it is one of the most skilful work 
which human intelligence ever created ; it is one of 
the most perfect organizations that ever governed a 
free people.” 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I think in the 
American Senate, Rhode Island, which is 
a very small State, returns two Senators, 
whereas New York, with population, area 
and resources vastly greater, has only a 
representation equal to that of Rhode 
Island. Do you wish us to have the same 
sort of representation for the Provinces in 
our Senate ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—That is just the 
tie that has linked tho United States 
together and has enabled the country to 
pass through wars that would have redu- 
ced any other country to its original frag- 
ments. The lower Chamber is directly 
representative of the people. Its members 
are elected by manhood suffrage : every- 
one in the nation who is over 21 years of 
age has a vote. That isrepresentation by 
population. There are two elements con- 
stituting a confederacy, the people and the 
privileges attaching to the States or Pro- 
vinces which form the confederacy. What 
is the consequence ? As the hon. junior 
member from Halifax remarked, New 








which have only one or two members 
in the House of Representatives, have 
each the same representation in the Se- 
nate, as New York. Colorado, which has 
lately been admitted into the Union, has 
only one member in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but has two in the Senate. In 
point of power, every State is equal in the 
upper House, and the lower House repre- 
sents individuals, thereby making the Con- 
federation truly representative of the two 
elements of which it is composed. The 
people have their own representation in 
the lower House according to population, 
and the Provinces, or Stutes, are repre- 
sented in the Senate as units of equal 
value. The constitution of the United 
States has mis carried in many ways. Even 
the judicial power, which has been the 
admiration of the old world, could not 
prevent the civil war. On the other hand 
the framers of the constitution never 
intended that the President should be 
elected directly by the people. Their 
idea was that he should be elected by an 
electorate of the second degree. But there 
is one institution that has remained un- 
changed in the United States, the Senate. 
It is now as it was at the commencement, 
and prominent English writers are obliged 
to admit that those who derided the con- 
stitution of the United States in its infancy 
were wrong, and that the Senate of the 
United Stated is a body which deserves and 
commands universal admiration. Look at 
the bodies nominated by the Crown in 
other countries! Look at the House of 
Lords: it is falling, lowering—no one can 
deny it. Since the Act of 1832 the House 
of Lords had lost its power over people. 
Only last month, when Labouchére pro- 
posed in the English House of Commons 
to abolish hereditary government, his 
resolution received 139 votes and was only 
defeated by a majority of 62. I remember 
reading the A of the debate; Labou- 
chère was of the opinion that it was as 
illogical to have a legislative body nomi- 
nated by the Crown as it would be to have 
a jury selected by one of the litigants ina 
suit. There is one institution that has not 
sunk or diminished, that is the Senate of 
the UnitedStates. Isay the same elements 
they have there are to be found here: we 


York, with a population of over 5,000,000, | have a confederacy, as they have. What 


has thirty-six members in the House of 


Representatives, but only two in the Se- 
nate, while Rhode Island and Delaware, 





was the great objection in this country 
towards Confederation ? The objection 
was, especially in the Province of Quebec, 


I say, 
give the Provinces the appointment of the 
Senators here, and I will accept Legislative 
Union, because then we will sufficiently 
protected. 


Hon. Mr. MURPHY—What is the date 
of these quotations that the hon. gentle- 
man has given us ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER — Recent — since 
1880. We must all remember that the 
British constitution, that marvellous or- 
ganization where modern people seek for 
the foundation of their liberties, has 
changed too. If we are going to adopt a 
constitution based on the English system 
we should not adopt the principle that 
prevailed six or seven centuries ago, but 
the idea that prevails now. Unquestion- 
ably at the time of the conquest, or soon 
after, the upper Chamber was appointed, 
or rather convoked by the King, who was 
all-powerful. It was coordinate with 
royalty. But since Magna Charta, there 
has been a tendancy to the contrary, 
and while at the time of the Conqueror, 
the power rested in the King alone, while 
afterwards it rested in fhe King and the 
House of Lords, it gradually shifted until 
it rested in the King, the House of Lords, 
and the Commons. After the advent of 
the House of Hanover in England, the 
authority of the King diminished gra- 
dually and rested mostly in the House 
of Lords. Since the Reform Act the 
authority moved on towards the people 
and towards the House of Commons. Are 
we in our constitution going to adopt 
what even England is now throwing aside 
as obsolete? Now the idea of an upper 
Chamber, nominated by the Crown, is 
illogical in this century. The Governor 
here has not the power to legislate, and he 
is made to delegate a power which he has 
not got. The Crown cannot give a mem- 
ber of the other House any legislative 
authority. It has not of its own any ex- 
ecutive authority; and yet it is authorized 
to delegate here to us both a legislative 
and an executive power. It is illogical 
and it is the secret of our weakness to-day ; 
not that we have not as able men on 





since the Crown appoints us. 


Hon. Mz. DEVER—Who appointed us? 
Was it not the Government of the country, 
elected by the people and kept there by 
the will of the majority ? 


How. Mr. READ—A Government res. 
ponsible to the country. 


Hon. Mr. POIRLER—I am taking the 
constitution for what it is. The Constitu- 
tion says that the Senators are appointed 
by the Crown, Iam not in the secret as 
to whom the hon. gentleman from St. John 
(Mr. Dever) owes his appointment, that 
is possibly a conundrum to himself, but 
the Constitution says that Senators are 
appointed by the Crows, and I say the 
Crown delegates more authority than it 
possesses, which is illogical, and that, I 
repeat, is the whole secret of our weakness. 
Personally I find no fault with the Govern- 
ment giving us no part of the executive 
in this House. Why? Because we are 
not in touch with the people. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Why is it, if the 
Government have done wrong in appoint- 
ing this House, that the country does not 
punish them for making such appoint- 
ments ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—It strikes me that 
if the hon. gentlemen were the lawmaker 
of this country he would be a Draco: he 
wants the Government punished for ap- 

ointing us that is, for acting within the 
limite of the authority given them by the 
Constitution. I go to the extent of finding 
no fault with them for giving us no Mi- 
nister here, because our authority is not 
derived from the people. I am thankfal to 
the Government for appointing as leaders 
of this House men of great ability. The 
have given us able men; they have done all 
what they could; but we can never expect 
to have Cabinet Ministers here, because our 
authority, while it is legitimate according 
to the constitution, is not according to 
the spirit of the modern way of governing 
the people. My remarks have not been, 
perhaps, as close and consecutive as they 


the whole as they have in the other Cham-! should be, I have been interrupted so often. 
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This is a difficult question to discuss, but 
I thought I would bring it up and have 
the views of my colleayues upon it, not as 
a reflection upon the Government or this 
House, but simply to deal with the fact 
which is undoniable that we are not hold- 
ing our own. I repeat it is not the fault 
-of the Government or of the members in 
this House that we are not holding our 
own. The people will have the Executive 
in the other House: it is the fault of the 
constitution. It is better for us to study 
the defect in our own constitution than 
to wait until it is too late, until the people 
have risen and spoken in a way that will 
be much less dignitied for us than if we 
had dealt with the subject ourselves, just 
‘as a person who feels that he is suffering 
from some disease consults the doctor to 
ascertain the cause of his malady or looks 
at it himself. I repeat that the trouble 
with us is that we do not derive our 
authority from the proper source. We 
should be in touch with the people. We 
are like Anteus, deriving all his strength 
from mother earth. Separate us from the 
people and from the provinces and we 

ome powerless. We have a natural 
electorate before us, that is the Local 
Legislatures of the Provinces. I have 
made the calculation that if since 
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Chambers have not more power than this 
Senate possesses, and no parallel can fairly 
be drawn between a legislative body, in 
a colony which is part of an empire, and 
the upper House of a self-governing re- 
public. The hon. gentleman has failed to 
establish his proposition, that we would 
havo more power if we were elected by 
tbe Local Legislatures. I do not think we 
would, but I fully agree with him in this, 
that the Senate has not the power that it 
should possess, we ought to have on 
the floor of this House three or four Min- 
isters with portfolios. More than that, it 
is unjust to cast on any one gentleman 
the work that the leader of the Senate is 
called upon to do, He has to carry through 
this House all the Bills from all the De- 
partments of the Government, and it is 
imposing too heavy a burden upon him. 
When I first came into the Senate there 
were five Cabinet Ministers here, four of 
them with portfolios, and then they had 
as much as they could do to carry through 
the work of the Departments. If we have 
lost our power we canin a very short way 
restore it. If we were to-morrow to 
throw out a Supply Bill we would very 
soon bring on a crisis in this country, or 
we could do it by throwing out a Tariff 
Bill, and I should be one who would assist 
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Confederation, Senators had been elected in a movement of the kind. The hon. 
by the Local Legislatures parties would | gentleman has failed to establish his pro- 
be about equally balanced in the Senate.! position that we would have more power 


and with the power of appointing six 
additional members, for which the Con- 
stitution provides now in case of a dead 
lock, the Government could throw in that 
balance. Until we have this Chamber 
elected by some body which has the power 


i than we now possess if we were elected 
by the Legislatures of the Provinces. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT - It is a hopeful sign 
of the re-construction of this Chamber 
| when we find one of the younger members, 


to delegute power to us here, we may who has beenyso recently nominated, tak- 


lament but we cannot improve our condi- 
tion. I say 
‘The (Queen may make a belted Knight 
A Marquis, Duke and a’ that, 


But a Senator's aboon her might 
Guid faith, she munna fa’ that. ” 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—I 
thought the hon. gentleman was going to 
show this House that upper Chambers in 
other parts of the world, partly elected, 
had more power than this House pos- 
sesses. He has failed to do that; he has 
shown only one case, the United States of 
America, where the upper House has 
more power than the Canadian Senate 
possesses. 


ing up this question. No doubt it is one 
of the important questions of the day and 
a living political issue. Tbe Senate, as at 
present constituted, is made up of a body 
of gentlemen who would grace any legis- 
lative body in the world. It is made up 
of men of large experience who have 
gathered very great political knowledge, 
yet I am constrained to say that the poli- 
tical position of this House is not such as 
its standing merits. | am not now going 
to allude to the criticisms outside, because 
every hon. gentleman is aware that the 
Senate dues not enjoy that reputation with 
the public that its position and intelli- 


In Germany, France, Belgium igence justify and warrant, and I think 


and other European countries the upperiit is entirely owing to the fact that it is 


+ 


out of touch with the people of the country. 
Say what you like, in all countries, whether 
on this side of the Atlantic, or on the other 
side, the tendency is always in the direc- 
tion of giving more power to the peor es 
Even in the country which we look upon 
as the model to follow in the adoption of 
many of vur agen views, the progress 
of democracy has been most marked dur- 
ing the last half century. On this conti- 
nent, [ believe, with the exception of the 
country named by the hon. gentleman who 
brought this subject to our notice, the 
second Chamber in all countries except 
Canada, is an elected body. I had not the 
oppertunity of hearing all that the hon. 
gentleman said, but on enquiry I learn that 
he did not give all the examples that might 
be furnished to show that the tendency 
of the times is in the dircction of making 
the upper Chamber an elective one, the 
countries that are situated most similarly 
to Canada are those that owe their origin 
to the same source—colonies of the Mother 
Country. The Australian Colonies are per 
haps more in harmony with our political 
position than any other section of the 
world, and I find that in Victoria the 
Legislative Council is an elective one, the 
term being for nine yeus, one-third of 
the members retiring every three years; 
that four Ministers out of nine, under their 
constitution, must be members of the 
upper Chamber, showing the great im- 
portance attached to the upper House. 
As a rule, wherever those Chamber are 
elective they owe their sources to a higher 
elective body. The electors are persons 
who require higher property qualifications 
than electors who return members to the 
Legislative Assembly. In Tasmania the 
Legislative Council is elective and for a 
period of six years: it also has a higher 
qualification for the upper Chamber. The | 
Cape of Good Hope also has an clective 
Legislative Council. In South Australia 
there is an elective upper Chamber with 
twenty-four members who are elected for 
aterm of nine years, one-third of them 
retiring every three years, with no power 
to dissolve. Those are sections of the 
Empire that are very similar in their 
Constitution to ourselves, and these legis- 
lative bodies work well. If anyone takes 
the trouble to enquire into the constitution | 
of these particular countries that I have 
named he will find that the upper Chamber 
in every instance is a budy having a very 
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much larger respect in the public estima 
tion than this Chamber at the present 
enjoys. 
ce did try the elective principle in old 
Canada and I think it was provocative of 
good results. I say that the men who 
were elected to the Legislative Council of 
Canada were not inferior to any body of 
men elected to any other Chamber. We 
have some of those men in this Chamber 
to-day. I will run over the names of 
gentlemen who were elected by the people 
to serve in the upper Chamber of the old 
Province of Canada and you will see that 
the choice of the people was not even 
second to the choice of the Crown. We 
owe our present Speaker to the elective 
rinciple; we had Sir Alexander Camp- 
bell by the elective principle, and Sir 
David Macpherson was elected by the peo- 
ple. Sir Nurolse Belleau was elected by 
the people. Hon. Letellier De St. Just, 
for a long time a respected member of this 
Chamber, and at one time a member of the 
Reform Government in this Chamber, owed 
his position to the elective principle. Hon. 
Mr. Aikens, who was afterwards Lieuten- 
ant Governor of Manitoba, was elected by 
the people. Mr. Sanborn, who afterwards 
became a judge,and was one of the brightest 
ornaments to the bench or that ever spoke 
in the Senate, waselected. Ferguson Blair 
also a very superior man, a man largely 
respected and of very great influence 
in the couutry, was elected by the people. 
My hon. friend oppose owes his seat here 
to the choice of the people. If he were 
asked to-day ‘would you prefer having 
your seat here by a patent from the Crown 
or by patent from the people who know 
him best,” I venture to say his answer 
would be very decided and clear. My 
hon. friend at the head of the room (Mr. 
Reesor) also owes his position here to the 
elective principle. My hon. friend oppo- 
site, Mr. Flint, also owes his position to the 
elective principle and Mr. Read, behind 
me, Mr. Guevremont, and Mr. Armand 
were also elected. Sohon. gentlemen will 
see that where the choice was left to the 
people they did not make any serious 
error; they selected gentlemen who were 
in harmony with the political sentiment 
of the day, and that is where we are out of 
touch with the people. T will illustrate it 
by an example that I think cannot be con- 
tradicted or gainsaid. The Province of 
Ontario for nearly 20 years has been 





Liberal and if the vote of the Province 
were analyzed you would find a large 
majority of Liberals for the Commons and 
for the Provincial Legislature; but the 
constituencies are so framed—the leaders 
of the Government in the other House have 
so arranged the constituencies—that the 
Liberals 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Dves the bon. 
eeuenan mean to say that Ontario is a 
iberal Province to-day ? 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—TI say it is, and I 

int to the fact that the Liberals have 
ad possession of it for twenty years and 
still have and will have for some consider- 
able time I trust. From my standpoint 
the majority in the House of Commons is 
largely due to the arrangement of the 
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natural course of events, as, appsteny 
this Government has come to stay. 

that is Ontario’s position. Now that is 
rather anomalous, but, joking apart, the 
people who pay the piper think they are | 
entitled to some share of the representa- 
tion, and it is quite obvious to any gentle- 
men who choose to read the papers that 
this House is not well thought of in On- 
tario. Even by its own friends it is not 
thought well of. You find strictures 
constantly in the papers about the Senate 
which are not all unwarranted and im- 
proper. There is no doubt about that, 
because under the peculiar position 
which has been adverted to by the hon. 
gentleman, with all the active workers of 
the Government—those who regulate the 
departmects in the other Chamber—we 


constituencies. I do not state it as an arbi-| have nothing to do. For six weeks this 
trary fact, but I do state the other as repre- | Session, we had practically nothing to do, 
senting my position. Now, what is the, because if we take the number of hours 
position in this Chamber to-day? With the| that we spent in this room during that 
exception of my hon. friend Mr. Reesor, | time they were so few that they were not 
and myself, I do not know another Senator! worth while calling us together for. If 
from Ontario representing the great | there was proper representation in this 
Reform party in this House to-day. eee ne pee ss 
ee artments—they would naturally intro- 

_ How. a CP And it is not so long duce fewislation that affected their posi- 
since you joer it. tions. That would give us occupation, and 
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have been here| we would show that there was talent, in- 
sixteen years as a member of that party. | dustry, irtelligence and capacity in this 
I have no doubt hon. gentlemen will| House to deal with the business of the 
contend that they have the best Govern-|country. But under the present system 
ment that we can possibly desire. Very | we have not the power to do business, only 
likely you have from your standpoint, but | as itcomes to us after it is partially fin- 
not from mine. There are differences of| ished in the other Chamber, to register it 
opinion about that, and I ask you whether | here or to make slight changes. It is an 
it is reasonable to suppose that the grand | exceedingly unfortunate position of affairs, 
Province of Ontario which is the principal!and it cannot be improved unless the 
Province of our Dominion, represented as constitution or manner of appointment 
it ishere by three gentlemen, one of them, | to this Chamber can be improved. What. 
I am sorry to say, an invalid, and not|I say is this: we are not in touch with the 
present this Session—can befairly satisfied | people. In this country, particularly, all 
with its representation in the Senate? I| power springs from the people, and we are 
ask you that question ? Ontario is entitled | not of them—we are not part of them. 
to twenty-four representatives here and|The people have no voice, practically, 
she is now represented by only three! except in a very indirect and remote way, 
members who are in harmony with the|in saying who shall be elected for a seat in 
great party that prevails in that Province. |the Senate. For that very reason people 
ask hon. gentlemen: whether that of|look upon us, I will not say with distrust, 
itself is not sufficient to create a feeling of | but the papers indicate the feelings of the 
distrust and disappointment ? A feeling | people on that point; and I think the 
that some change ought to be made, be- motion of the hon. gentleman is one in the 
cause it is going on, and eventually I sup- right direction. I am not prepared to say 
pose if things continue as they are, in|at this moment that that is the best way 
another five years Ontario will not be re- | of filling this Chamber. I have my own 
presented by any Liberals at all, in the| views uponit, butit might be that a mixed 
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mode of filling the Chamber, allowing the | The five years are not up yet, but I am 
Crown a certain number, allowing the | happy to see that there is a hopefal sign 
Local Legislatures a certain number, and | when this young appointee to this Cham- 
allowing the people a portion would be an | ber is taking the matter up. The report 
an improvement. In that way you would | of what I said on that occasion continues: 
get a variety . As it 18 now, the Crown ‘My idea is that the constitution of the Senate 
alone appoints and I think I have shown | ought to be changed without delay. 1 believe 
that when the people were entrusted with that the Provinces, or rather the Local Legislatures 
the selection they exercised their power jug lot ce PR RS 
wisely and well. The hon. gentleman has | ing the Senators a pointed y the Local Legislatures, 
said that in dealing with this question | let them be elected by the people for & period of from 


every hon. Senator might feel tnat RSR Re and let one-third retire every 


could do so wholly irrespective of any; « Hon. Me. KAULBACH—More provincialism. 
personal feelings or motives, because in | vag 

. ‘ | “Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.})-I believe that 
the reconstruction of this Chamber, NO ifthe Provinces had the appointing of the Sens- 
doubt, those who have been appointed for] tors, they would come here and feel that they 


life will continue to hold their positions | were not under any obligation to the right hon. leader 

ae : * of the Government or fhe * leader of the Opposition, 
and our am bition should be, as Canadians, | that they would come here as true representatives of 
to improve, if possible, the constitution of | the Provinces, in the first place ; and, after that, the 


: ; interests of the Dominion as a whole. What is the 
our country. ts open for us to do so. fact to-day? There is not a member here who has 


The tendency of the present day all over received his appointment from either Government 
the world is to elective institutions. The that does not feel more or less restraint or obligation 


‘to the party, or leader of the party, that appointed 
system may not be as good, but at all him, and members are to that extent shackled and 


events people recognize that it is the better bound. In inan instances, I am quite satistied that 
way. It is the way they like. The world | hon. gentlemen here would take a different stand from 


: . ., What they do, were it not that they feel they owe 
pa 1 be governed for the people > their appointment to the present Government, and 
they are dictating how the countries shall | consequently must support all measures introduced 


be governed, and no doubt that is the! by them. If they came here, as I have suggested, az 
representatives of the Provinces, they would come 


Pe th. thing—government by the people | not knowing one party or the other, but would come 
or the people for the greatest possible to discharge their duty to the country, and I believe 
n 


good. dealing with this question, the sooner that system is adopted the sooner this 


: | House will become what it was intended to be, a 
therefore, every hon. gentleman ought to | nd judicial, deliberative body, and a check on crude 
express his views freely and he can afford | legislation emanating from the other House—not a 


to be a perfectly independent witness; mere recording body, as we have been for a very con- 
because he is, at all events, sure of his own | “4et#ble time. | 

position here. And he must have an opi-, These were the views I held four years 
nion whether it is better in the interests ago. I still retain them and I heartily 
of the country that this House should be endorse nearly all that has fallen from the 


elected by the people or nominated by | hon. gentleman who introduced this mo- 
the Government of the day. tion with one exception, and that is that 


_ |he stated he found no fault with not having 

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I desire, Ministers holding portfolios on the floor of 
to say a few words on this subject, inas-| this Chamber. Now, I have been a mem- 
much as four years ago I placed on record | ber of this House for eight years. When 
my views in tho same direction as those I came here there were two hon. gentle 
stated by our hon. colleague who intro-; men holding portfolios in the Government 
duced this subject. And in order to be as on the floor of this Chamber, and I believe 
brief as possible I will just read to the during the Mackenzie administration there 
House what I stated on that occasion. It were three. 
will be found in the official reports of the! 
debates of this House for the year 1886—!_ Hon. Mr, DICKEY.—Letellier de St. 

age 333. It was on a motion brought up | Just was one of the Ministers during the 
by the hon. gentleman from Woodstock, I Mackenzie regime. There were three in 
there expressed myself in the following the first year of the Mackenzie adminis 
language oo | tration. 


“Tf the brent Government remain much longer | Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—And un- 


in power I have every reason to believe that the! 4. . 
Senate will not remain as at present constituted for foi tunatel) they came down to one, and 


another five years.” 





for the last two or three years we have 
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had no Minister holding a portfolio in this 
Chamber. It is to be regretted. I do not 
say it from a party standpoint, or do not 
wish to make an attack on the Govorn- 
ment, but certainly we cannot divest our- 
selves of the feeling that, owing to the 
fact that we have no Ministers holding 
rtfolios in this House, our prestige 
before the country and before the repre- 
sentatives of the people has fallen very 
much lower than it would otherwise be. 
There is no question about that, and I fully 
agree also with what has fallen from the 
hon. gentleman from Victoria, that it is 
not fair that the responsibility of carrying 
through all the legislation of this Chamber 
should be placed on the shoulders of our 
worthy, our very eminent and talented 
leader. I think it is altogether unjust and 
unfair to him that all the responsibilities 
of a Cabinet Minister should be placed on 
him without any of the emoluments 
attached to a portfolio. I am pleased 
with the spirit of independence mani- 
fested by my hon. colleague from Vic- 
toria. e has suggested another plan 
by which this difficulty can be remedied. 
and the Senate brought into a higher pos- 
ition in the estimation of the country— 
that is, if we exercise a little more inde- 
pendence and throw out a few more of the 
objectionable Bills that come before us. 
I venture to say that the rejection last 
year of a certain Bill for an expenditure 
that the Governmént proposed to make 
of some of four or five millions of dollars 
in the Lower Provinces has done more to 
pacify public agitation against this Senate 
than anything that has taken place for a 
long time; and if a few more incidents of 
that kind were recorded, we would cer- 
tainly raise ourselves to a higher plane 
than we occupy at the present time in the 
estimation of the people. I am perfectly 
satisfied that any gentleman who travels 
throughout the length and breadth of the 
Dominion must come to the conclusion 
that the constitution of the Senate should 
be changed and brought more into touch 
with the great moving forces of this coun- 


try. 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM—There has been 
a good deal said here about the Senate not 
being in accord with the people. I differ 
very much from those hon. gentlemen 
altogether. The Senate is a good deal what 
we ourselves make of it. My bon. friend 
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from Ottawa spoke twice, in the remarks 
that he made, about the Senate not being 
in touch with the people. My experience 
has been quite the reverse; I believe that 
the Senate is as much in touch with the 
people as the House of Commons is. It is 
true that we have no Ministers holding 
portfolios in this House. It is very desir- 
able that we should have them. I was in 
the House of Commons for over nineteen 
yeas and I know something about it. My 
on. friend from Ottawa refers to the fact 
that the present Government in Ontario 
has now been in power for 20 years. I 
remember the time when they came into. 
power. I was in the Local Legislature at 
that time and held a seat in the Commons. 
as well. But when the hon. gentleman 
endeavors to create the impression that 
in the Province of Ontario to-day the 
majority of the electors are opposed to 
the Government of the Dominion, I 
think he is very much mistaken. I intro- 
duced a Bill in this House last year, in 
which the people of this country are much 
interested. The Bill was passed through 
this Chamber by a unanimous vote, it went 
over to the Railway Committee of the 
House and was defeated there. I intro- 
duced it in the Senate again this year. I 
had to fight the railways. There are three 
or four railway directors in this House, 
and a railway solicitor, but they voted it 
RE) here this year by 14 of a majority, 
I think. It went over to the other House 
and it was again killed there, and it is said 
that railway passes had something to do 
with it. hy? I may say that almost 
every hon. gentleman in this House has a 
railway pass in his pocket, this hon. gen- 
tleman with the rest; but it did not infiu- 
ence usin Our legislation. In this case we 
were in touch with the people. When my 
hon. friend here moved this resolution, did 
it occur to him how other countries that. 
he has referred to are governed ? Are they 
governed any better anywhere than we are 
in this colony of Great Britain? Are 
the people of these countries more free, 
hooey or happy than we are here? 
remember the time when the upper 
House in the old Province of Canada was 
elective, and I remember the condition of 
affairs at that time, but we will not go 
back that far. When my hon. friend tells 
us that we are appointed by the Crown 
and that therefore we have no influence, 
does he consider what appointment by 
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the Crown means in this country ? Wel 


are appointed by the Government as re- 
presenting the Crown, and who god aes 
the Government but the people! Let us 
look at the United States, which isa great 
country. Did the hon. gentleman ever 
read of the scramble there is in the Stato 
Legislatures when they appoint a Senator 
for the Upper House at Washington? I 
have, if he has not, and I do not want to 
see anything of that kind in this country 
as the outcome of an elective Senate by 
the Local Legislatures. With all due defer- 
ence to my hon. friend, I have not found, 
in going through the country, that strong 


feeling against the Senate that he epeaks | 


of. The Senate is respected by every- 
body, and we will continue to be respected 
just as long as we respect ourselves. 
The press of the country say we do 
no work, that we adjourn at six o’clock. 
Why not? We do all the work we have to 
do; and all we want, to bring more work 
into this Chamber, is to have some member 
of the Cabinet in the Senate. Let us divide 
the work with the Commons. To talk 
about the Senate being unpopular in‘the 
country is absurd. My hon. friend has 
referred to the men who were in former 
days elected to the Legislative Council. 
I say if he takes the men standing before 
him to-day, man for man, and compare 
them with the House of Commons, I think 
we will come outon the favorable side. That 
is my opinion. I have had experience in 
both Houses and I do not belittle the 
members of the House of Commons when 
Isay that; farfromit. Ithink they are an 
able body of men inthat House, but we are 
equally so here. I am not going to ad- 
vocate the violent means that my hon. 
friend from Victoria advises, and throw 
out the Tariff Bill because we do not get 
what we want at once, but I would say to 
the leader of the Government here, 80 that 
he can bring it before his colleagues, that 
we are complaining. and that we have 
just ground for complaint, that we do not 
have more Ministers of the Crown in this 
House, and that if we do not have more 
legislation and more work to do, it is not 
our fault. We are ready to do it, and pre- 
pared to do it, and it will be to the advan- 
tage of this country if we get it to do. Any 
man who looks at the legislation as it 
comes from the House of Commons, and 
who listens to our Speaker as he reads the 
Bills as they are returned to us from the 
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House of Commons, will see that they 
| agree with all our amendments one after 
jthe other. I had no intention of taking up 
the time of the House, but I could not sit 
still when I heard an hon. gentleman pro- 
pose an elective Senate, and such scram- 
(bles for appointments as Î have read of 
land witnessed in the United States. I 
would prefer a secood Chamber appointed 
by the people in the same way as we are 
now. My hon. friend is very generous in 


Eves that Senators shall only be ap- 
| pointed y the Local Legislatures, as we 
p À 8 

die out. The change is only to come by 


| degrees, and as he is a young member, in 
course of nature, his time is not likely to 
come for many years. 


Hon. Mr. HA YTHORNE—Ido not think 
‘that the House feels disposed to continue 
| the debate at the present time or what the 

views of the leader of the House are, but I 
think there are several Senators besides 
myself who wish to offer some observations 
on this resolution, and if it would moet the 
convenience of the House, I would move 
tbe adjournment of the debate. 


Hon. Me. POWER—This is a very im- 
ortant question ; the discussion has only 
en begun, and there are a number of 
members who wish to speak on it, and 
cannot do so this evening. We have not 
a great deal of work on our Order paper 
fer to-morrow, and I think the course 
usually adopted in the Senate when deal- 
ing with questions as important as this, is 
to adjourn the debate to permit the routine 
| business to be worked off and resume the 
|debate when the House has leisure. | 
think it would be exceedingly injudicious 
to conclude the debate now, as it cannot be 
| finished until late in the night, and I think 
| we had better follow the usual practice. 


| 

Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—TI think it was 
arranged that we were to go on with the 
debate to-day and hon. members have been 
preparing to speak on it, and if we adjourn 
the debate now it will only come on again 
when there is more pressing work before 
the House. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I regret to say 
that I cannot predict that we shall have, 
during the rest of this Session, any time 
when there will be little work todo. I 
see no prospects of anything of the kind 
before us at this stage of the Session. The 
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debate we are now proceeding with is|who moved the resolution this evening, 
simply whether we shall adopt the Ameri-|and I will proceed to offer him my con- 
can system of electing Senators or not. I aaa on the great industry he has 
do not see how that debate can take any | displayed in getting up this case. It may 
time, even if every gentleman in the House | be said that all these details about Legis- 
should express his opinion whether Sena-| lative Councils and Senates and Houses of 
tors should be elected by the provinces or! Lords, in Europe and elsewhere, which he 
be appointed by the Crown, as they are|has detailed may be found in any good 
now. I would call hon. gentlemen’s atten-| almanac, but for all that, it takes a vast 
tion to the fact that we have the North-|deal of labor to gather up these details 
West Constitutional Bill before us for to- and to place them before a listening assem- 
morrow, and we have the Bills of Exchange | blage in order and with a useful object. 
and Notes Bill for to-morrow, then we have | Therefore, Iam quite ready to offer the 
the Criminal Law Amendment Bill for | hon. gentleman y cone eee on the 
to-morrow or next day, which will require, | industry he has displayed in getting up 
no doubt, a great deal of discussion, and |this case, although I cannot agree tho- 
we will have several others which I do \roughly in all his arguments and all his 
not remember at thismoment. I dare say | propositions. 

the Speaker has now before him Bills; Of course the great object of those on 
from the other House which we shall| whom the duty devolves of framing a 
have to deal with, and we all know)constitution is to have the best and 
what is the usual consequence.of a de- strongest Legislatures which wisdom can 
bate of this kind being prolonged from |devise. In that way, of course, an upper 
day to day and adjourned. We had one| Chamber is essential as a sort of balance 
last year which should have been finished | wheel in a free constitution of this sort. I 
in a day, and it took us a week. I see no/do not think there can be much difference 
reason why this debate will not last a week | of opinion as to the necessity of a second 
if hon. gentlemen should discuss the Chamber. We recognize that necessity 
constitution in all its bearings as some are | every Session and almost every working 
likely todo. We allow a large latitude in | day of the Session in the work that we do 
debate in this House, and I should be the !in the Senate of Canada, but no doubt, as 
last man to restrict it, and for these | has been said by some speakers—especially 
reasons it would be better for us to go on| by my hon. friend from Ottawa—there is 
and finish the discussion now. It is practi-|a feeling that a change in the character of 
cally a narrow question, although an/|the Senate is desirable and it is a happy 
important one, which we can finish within | feature in the case that a ponsidetable 
some reasonable time and then we shall | number (I will not say a majority because 
have the consciousness of keeping our|we have had no vote on it yet) of the 
work before us and not delaying it by these | members of this House see the coming 
discussions. change in that light. They think in the 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I think it is future that vacancies in the Senate, as they 


ree ; occur, will be filled up, not by nomination 
to be regretted that this spirit of industry | pu; by election. A Great es been said 


all Ae animates ane ser eee in the course of this debate, both by the hon. 
eects ve cies teacher aan ne ae gentleman who introduced the question 
g aajournm proposed. | and others, in favor of the Senate of the 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Since the hon.| United States, where the elective principle 
gentleman begins in that tone, I must|is in full blast. Not only in this House, 
remind him that when these long adjourn-| but in many of the public mectings in 
ments took place there were ot betore the| England on different occasiors where a 
House several of the most important Bills number of leading stutesmen of the day 
of the Session, as we have now, and the | #ssemble and express their opinions, you 


hon. gentleman should spare us his find them speaking in terms of high enco- 
sarcasm. mium of the capacity and usefulness of the 


United States Senate. I am not disposed 

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—That is true, | to concur in those views, for reasons which 
but I think the question has for some time |I will briefly state to the House. I think 
occupied the attention of the gentleman | that a country that is smarting, as Canada 
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is now smarting and has smarted, owing 
chiefly to the action of the United States 
Senate, are pretty good judges of what I 
might call the duller side of the question. 
The English statesmen, some of whose 
opinions I shall presently refer to, have 
taken the bright side of the question, 
but we in Canada have experienced, 
in our own persons and properties, 
the darker side of the question and that 
leads me to a conclusion adverse to 
that which has been expressed elsewhere. 
Above all things do we not want, in a body 
of this sort, whether nominated orelected, 
men free from such strong party bias that 
they are ready to prefer patriotism to 
party? Isay thatisa thing which the most 
devoted party man in this House cannot 
contravene. He may, for the sake of his 
political friends, maintain that it is his 
duty to support them inall their measures, 


but [ think I could point, if the order of. 


the House would permit me, to individuals 
in the Senate who are prepared to put 
patriotism before party, and it is a body 
acting upon that principle which, I think 
if a change is made at all, we ought to 
seek to pave the way for. The Senate of 
the United States, as I suppose every 
member of this House knows, 1s elected by 
the State Legislatures, and probably it is 
that circumstance which has presented 
itself strongly to the mind of my hon. 
friend who has introduced the subject to- 
day ; but we find that, owing to the regu- 
lations of that body, a two-thirds majority 
in a body elected for six years and return- 
ing to their constituents after that time, 
are very likely to find themselves in anta- 
gonism to the Executive. Now, how often 
has this occurred in the experience of 
almost every hon. gentleman surrounding 
me here? It has occurred in the case of 
President Cleveland. We know that he 
had not a majority in the Senate, and that 
body rejected a well matured treaty nego- 
tiated by the Ministers of the President 
and by gentlemen appointed for that pur- 
pose by Great Britain and Canada. It was 
a treaty at all events that some parties 
thought was fair and reasonable, and I 
think we may infer that it was a reason- 
able treaty, because we find the extreme 
opposition on both sides opposed to it, 
each claiming that it was a surrender of 
its country’s rights. When I find that 
Opinion expressed by the strong opposi- 
tion in both countries, I come tg the con- 
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clusion that it was a very fair treaty. 
When the President’s policy was thrown 
out by a two-thirds majority of the Senate 
we find that body ready to accept the modus. 
vivendi with Canada. That is a strong com- 
bination of circumstances in a body repre- 
sented to be the most enlightened in the 
world. If I had no other groundsto form m 

judgment upon than this single fact whic 

forme part of the history of Canada to-day, 
I would say that that cannot be a wise 
Legislature which acts in so partizan a 
spirit. It may be said, and I think itis | 
quite proper to point to it, that the United. 
States Senate, when first formed, was a very 
different sort of body from what it is now.. 
In the first place, there were only thirteen 
States, and, each sending two members, 
there were only twenty-six Senators; but 
there are now seventy-six members of the- 
Senate and in course of time it may be still 
further enlarged until it reaches nearly 
100. A small body such as the Senate 
was in the days of Washington and 
the earlier Presidents was far more compe- 
tent to discharge the duties imposed upon 
it than a larger body. In the first place, 
the twenty-six members were no doubt 
choice men and it is much more easy to 
conduct business partly legislative, partly 
executive and pay diplomatic in a body 
consisting of twenty-six men than 
it is in a body of seventy-six men. 
Secrecy can be much more easily 
preserved and more public attention at- 
taches to the decisions of such a body. At 
all events that is the opinion of one of the 
most independent Englishmen that have 
written on the subject, Mr. Bryce. For 
that reason, I cannot attach a great deal 
of importance to those who say that any 
change made in this body should be based 
upon the model of the United States Sen- 
ate. As to whether a second Chamber is 
necessary, I think there can be very little 
doubt. We have heard the opinions of a 
great many experienced men on that 
point. It may be worth while to mention 
a few of them. It has been discussed of 
late in the House of Lords. That body, 
becoming aware of its rather peculiar 
position with regard to the people and 
with regard to the other House of Parlia- 
ment, has seriously considered, on several 
occasions of late, the expediency of alter- 
ing its constitution. A couple of years 
ago Lord Roseberry brought the subject 
before the House, speaking at considerable 
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length. I[ do not propose to offer the 
opinions of Lord Roseberry or any other 
member of that body as proper to 
lead the opinions of this House, though 
Lord Roseberry is a distinguished peer 
and has served the Crown with some suc- 
cess, but I find that that noble lord refer- 
red also to the opinions of many others in 
the course of his address, and in that way 
I think he is entitled to considerable at- 
tention. He said, for instance, that Crom- 
well abolished the House of Lords. Lord 
Salisbury, interposing, said: ‘And the 
House of Commons too.” Lord Roseberry 
resuming said: “ But he found it necessary 
to restore the House of Commons and, as 
a consequence, he also found it necessary 
to restore the House of Lords.” Then his 
Lordship went on to tell what Cromwell 
himself had said on the subject, and as 
coming from a man of his great sagacity 
and experience, one who was not an aris- 
tocrat by party or profession, I think his 
words are worthy of attention. These 
are Cromwell’s words in the quaint old 
style which he used— it is said that they 
are the last words that he addressed to 
. Parliament: “I did tell you that I would 
not undertake such a Government as this 
unless there might be some other persons 
that might interpose between me and the 
House of Commons who had the power 
to prevent tumultuary and popular 
spirits.” Cromwell was well aware of 
the difficulty of governing a democracy, 
and as one of the remedies for those occa- 
sions when democracy sometimes takes 
the bit in its teeth and runs riot, he thought 
that an upper House assisting him with 
its advice and experience was a kind of 
safety valve which he was not inclined to 
ignore or despise. I attach a good deal of 
importance to this expression of opinion 
coming from him. e know in ordinary 
times when things run smoothly along, 
when times are prosperous, men well em- 
ployed, merchants making money and all 
classes of the community feeling that they 
are doing well, there is generally peace and 
harmony throughout the country. That 
is generally the case, not always perhaps ; 
batthers are other occasions(France knows 
them well) during which democracy con- 
sidering itself perhaps deceived or offend- 
ed, becomes suspicious and after that 
rebellious, and soon it gets into such 
a state that it cannot he withheld. 
France has seen such occasions as 
33 
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that considerably more than once in its 
history, and the upshot of such a state of 
things has been pretty much always the 
same. It endsin military despotism: that: 
is the way it ended in the days of tne firat 
Napoleon and again in the days of the 
second Napoleon, and it very nearly came 
to a similar conclusion not long ago, only 
the heart of 'the ropresentative of the 
Bourbons failed him, and he could not sub- 
mit to respect the familiar symbols of the 
republic. Had he had the courage and 
ability of the great Napoleon, the probes 
bility is he would have ‘been seated on the 
throne of his ancestors. This is one ofthe 
dangers of democracy, and we know in 
France various attempts have been made 
to erect an upper Chamber. I really could 
not pretend to guess—because it would be 
a guess with me, fur I have not looked it 
up—how many differently constituted 
upper Chambers they have had in France 
since the days of the first revolution, and it 
does not appear that any of them have given 
entire satisfaction. I suppose, the existing 
upper Chamber of France is about as solid, 
and it has about as respectable a place in 
the pas estimation, as any Chamber 
which has preceded it. I, myself, recollect 
that in the days of Louis Phillippe they 
had a Chamber of Peers, and if my memory 
serves me right they held their meetings 
in the Palace of St. Cloud, but that Chamber 
saw the end of his régime and had to give 
place to one of a more popular nature. All 
these it is true were for the most part 
nominated and partially elected. The hon. 
gentleman who introduced this question 
was for submitting the election of future 
members of this Senate to the Local Legis- 
latures. Now, I venture to differ from my 
hon. friend as to the expediency of that 
course. He has evidently copied it from 
the Senate in the United States, and I 
think I have shown that that body is not 
always to be trusted in cases of sudden emer- 
gency. But my objection to the appointment 
of Senators by the Local Thovislatores is : 
First that it is required in the Senate that 
it should be a body differing somewhat in 
its character from the Commons; but if 
you give the nomination of Senators to 
the Local Legislatures you simply repro- 
duce the House of Commons here. That 
is a thing which I think we do not want, 
The House of Commons has its part in 
the constitution, and the Senate ought to 
have its part, and they ought to be per- 
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fectly independent of each other, different 
in constitution and different, I may say, in 
many other dite which I will proceed 
to point out. think also there is this 
further objection to the nomination of 
Senators by the Local Legislatures. Their 
nomination would be by the Premier of the 
Local Legislature. The Local Legislature 
‘does what the Local Government advises 
it to do, and there comes the objection raised 
by my hon. friend from Ottawa, who tells 
us that although Ontario has had a Liberal 
majority for many years, there are only 
three Liberal Senators from the Province. 
‘That is tho logical sequence of such ap- 
pointments and what we might look for if 
we devolved the appointment of Senators 
on the Local Legislatures or the Local Gov- 
ernments, I think we can still preserve 
the elective principle. I think we have 
this resource to fall back on. Let us by 
all means recognize the principle that the 
House of Commons represents numbers— 
is becoming year by year more thoroughly 
democratic, and that the qualifications of 
voters are almost unknown and probably 
in the course of a few years more will be 
quite unknown, and every man of maturo 
age and with a certain residence will be 
entitled to vote for members in the House 
of Commons. But would it not be 
rather a cause of jealousy on the part of 
those who have stepped out of the labor- 
ing classes and by dint of their industry, 
economy and good management, have 
entered what we may call the property 
class to find their influence neutralized by 
their own employés? Take the case of a 
thriving farmer, who is an employer of 
three or four or half a dozen men, besides 
his own sons: when an election occurs 
his employees can go to the polls and, 
voting by ballot, practically, if they are 
so disposed, neutralize the votes of the 
man who employs them. I am notspeak- 
-ing rashly of this; it is something that 
actually occurs. I have spoken with men 
who have become propertied men by their 
industry and economy, and there is a natu- 
ral feeling amongst these people, which I 
think every member of this House must 
recognize, that their votes ought not to be 
- neutralized by those of men who might be 
their servants to-day and anybody else to- 
morrow, men who may be leaving the 
country, or doing a hundred things which 
completely destroys the connection be- 
tween them and the locality in which they 
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are working, or tne locality in which the 
bad sronlced for two or three years. We 
may safely leave the wealthy merchant, 
the millionaire, the moneyed classes, to 
take care of themselves, but when you 
come down a step lower in the scale of 
society you have to consider the case of 
these men who, I venture to assert, 
are amongst the most valuable in the 
community. They are the backbone of 
every community and always have been. 
Any gentleman, who is familiar with the 
history of ancient Italy, can recall a num- 
ber of instances in which the agricultural 
classes of Italy have been spoken of as the 
backbone of the State. The leading men 
in the Legislature, at important crises of 
the Republic’s history, were men taken 
from the plough. Does not that indicate 
that the backbone of the community is to 
be found amongst classes who have been 
themselves once laborers, and who, by 
economy and good mauagement, have be- 
come propertied men? I think it does, 
and I think the case of these men 
ought to be looked to in some way; as I 
say, millionaires and wealthy people are 
able to take care of themselves. But all 
classes of propertied men ought, in my 
Opinion, to have representation in the 
Senate. This can be accomplished by fill- 
ing in vacancies which may hereafter be- 
come vacant in this body, not by the Local 
Legislatures or by the Local Governments, 
but by propertied constituencies. They 
then in this House represent not numbers, 
but property. Of course, it is quite unne- 
cessary to go into details as to how such 
a scheme should be worked out. It is 
enough to enunciate, in opposition to the 
hon. gentleman’s view, the principle which 
I suggest, that the constituents of the Se 
nate should be propertied men. How much 
should form their qualification as voters I 
do not think it is necessary on this occa- 
sion to decide, or for how long members 
should be elected or for what districts, 
whether one man to a district, or two men 
to a district as we have them now. Bat I 
think the principle is sound and good, and 
one which ought to commend itself, in any 
change that is contemplated, to members 


of the Government and members of this 


House. I do believe that there is a feeling 
in favor of alteration in this House, and cir- 
cumstances might occur which would place 


& great majority here in opposition toa 


Government should a change  occur 
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and a Liberal Government occupy the 
place of those who have been in power 
now for so many years. I[n that case 
there might be a great deal of antagonism 
between the two Houses, and it might be 
found difficult or impossible to conduct 
publiv business with an Opposition so nu- 
merous and able; but if it is found that 
the members coming into this Senate as 
vacancies occur, are men elected by the 
people, and that those, if any, who resigned 
their seats and went back to the people, 
were elected by propertied constituencies, 
it would then lead up to this point, that 
the Senate would be ahishly respected and 
very able and unobjectionable body in all 
its details. I rather regret that the House 
wished that the debate should proceed to- 
day, because I believe I could have pro- 
duced some examples of high mark with 
regard to the necessity of an apps 
Chamber, but fortanately the debate has 
not taken that turn at all. I do not think 
any member who has spoken has expres- 

a desire for the abolition of the 
upper Chamber. There is one thing 
I shall refer to before I resume my 
seat, and I know it has been urged 
by gentlemen of great experience in 
public life, for whose opinions I have the 
greatest respect myself, but I do not think, 
considering the great difference between 
this body and the Senate of the United 
States, that it would be at all expedient to 
diminish the numbers, .I think it would 
be a great evil if the Senate were reduced 
to half its present number. That has been 
proposed bysome,and I think,without much 
expediency. I thank the House for its at- 
tention, and hope that when the day 
comes that a change is necessary it may 
be in the direction of an elective Sen- 
ate elected by propertied constituencies. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—The subject brought 
before the House by the hon. gentleman 
from Shediac is a very important one. 
I think there is very Kittle difference 


any hon. gentleman who has spoken to- 
day, andI do not know that it has been 
very generally alleged outside, that there 
is any special fault to be found with the 
personnel ofthe Senate. It is only natural 
that we should flatter ourselves, and say 
we are the right kind of men for the 
position, but I think that that is really 
the fact. I have not seen that there 
is anywhere much fault found with the 
personne of the Senate. We may not 
e giants of intellect, but I think we 
have in the Senate enough brains to con- 
stitute a useful branch of Parliament, a 
much more useful one than we have so far 
proved ourselves, There is no doubt about 
that fact; and it is a fact that the status 
is not what it ought to be—the Senate is 
not playing that part in the legislation of 
the country that it should, but it is not 
the fact that the fault is in the personnel 
of the Senate. Then what is the difficulty ? 
That is the question which I do not think, 
if [ may say so, has been satisfactorily 
answered. I know that the hon. gentleman 
from Shediac, who brought the matter 
before the House, and the hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa, both took the same ground, 
that the reason why the Senate is not as well 
thought of as it ought to be was that the 
Senate is not in touch with the people. That 
is a very indefinite sort of term—in touch 
with the people. The hon. gentleman trom 
Shediac undertook to tell us what he 
meant by not being in touch with the 
Set and what he meant was that’ the 
nate was appointed by the Crown, and 
that under responsible government an 
upper House appointed by the Crown was 
an anomaly. He said it was an illogical 
sort of body. . I do not look at the matter 
altogether in that way. It is not alleged 
that the douse of Lords in England is 
he Les an illogical body, and the hon. 
gentleman said that the House of Lords 
had a reason for being. The members of 
the House of Lords were originally, as the 
hon. gentleman said, appointed by the 


of opinion amongst the members of|Crown—by the monarch in his individual 


this House or amongst the members 
of the House of Commons or amongst 
the people outside, that the present 
status of the Senate is not satisfactory. 
There is no question about that. Then 
the question is as to the remedy. Although 
I think it is felt everywhere that the 
Senate is not just in the position in which 
it Ts be, i have not heard it alleged by 


capacity, and not as one of the three 
estates of Parliament. At that time, the 

osition of the Lords was a consistent one. 

he King at that time was not only the 
source of honor but the source of power. 
At that time, the members of the House 
of Lords were appointed by the authority 
which was then really the supreme power 
in the State, Since the passage of the 
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Reform Bill in England the supreme 

ower has been vested practically in the 
House of Commons, and in the Cabinet, 
which is now the executive in England. 
The monarch is not the executive any 
longer. The members of the upper House 
so far as new members are constituted, are 
appointed by the executive and the execu- 
tive there represents the popular majority 
in the House of Commons; and practically 
at the present day—indirectly, of course, 
but still practical e=the House of Lords 
are kept in touch with the people by the 
fact thatthey are appointed by the execu- 
tive which represents the popular will at 
the time. e are not directly in touch 
with tho people here, but the members of 
this House are appointed in the same way 
as the members of the House of Lordsare 
to-day. We are not appointed by the 
Queen. The Queen knows nothing about 
us. We are not really appointed by the 
Governor General though nominally we 
are. Practically, the Governor General 
has nothing to do with our appointment. 
The members of this House are appointed 
by the executive of the day, and that 
executive represents the majority of the 
House of Commons. 


It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the 
chair. 


Atter Recess. 


Hon. Mr. POWER resumed his speech. 
He said: While I thought that the House 
was under an obligation to the hon. gentle- 
man who brought this matter before us,and 
while he showed industry and judgment in 
the information that he selected and the 
illustrations thathe gave us, I think, if I 
might say so, that he omitted what was a 
most essential thing, and that was to give 
us his idea as to the qualities which the 
second Chamber should have ; and then the 
hon. gentleman might have proceeded to 
show that those qualities would be most 
likely to be found in a Chamber elected as 
he proposes that this House should be elect- 
ed. The hon. gentleman seemed to think 
that a Senate elected as is the Senate of the 
United States would be the best upper 
House for Canada. Now I think that he 
overlooked,when he took that ground, 
the difference between the system of 
Government under which we live and that 
which prevails in the United States. We 
live, as most British colonies live, 


under a system which is substantially 
identical with the system of the Mother 
Country, and that is totally different from 
the American system. In all countries 
governed according to the British system, 
the supreme power resides ultimately in 
the majority of the House of Commonsand 
is wielded directly by an executive which 
is bound to have the confidence of a ma- 
jority of the popular branch of Parliament. 
ow, that is not the American system at 
all. The American system of government 
is an elaborate system of checks, and it 
would be difficult tu say where the prin- 
cipal power resides, or what is the ultimate 
seat of power in the American form of 
Government, But ander the British sys- 
tem power ultimately resides in the repre- 
sentatives of the people ; and Governments 
constructed according to the British form 
have executives that are more directly 
responsible to the electors than are the 
executive under the American system. 
Now the second Chamber in a tem 
such as ours and that of the British 
Parliament should not be ual in 
power to the lower House. That is 
not what we want. We do not want 
a second House of Commons: we do not 
want a body that is capable, as is the 
United States Senate, of dealing with 
every kind of subject. We must recognize 
the fact that the ultimate seat of power is 
in the House of Commons; and we want a 
second Chamber which will supplement. 
that House and make up for ita defects, 
Now, having laid down that proposition, 1 
think rather an elementary proposition, I 
shall venture to say what I think an ideal 
Senate should be. It should be a hod 
governed by a calm and judicial spirit. It 
should be a body made up as far as possi- 
ble of upright and independent men; and 
it should be a patient body—a body that 
will take time to deal with the legislative 
and other business that comes before it ; 
and of course it should be an intelligent 
body. Further, it should be—and that is 
implied in saying that it should bea calm 
and judicial body— a body that would not 
be much influenced by the passions of the 
hour. These passions arise in every coun- 
try, and sweep over the face of the land, 
and are very intense as a rule for a 
short time; and their length of life is gen- 
erally short in proportion as they are in- 
tense. The upper House should not bea 
body that wold be liable to be influenced 
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by such passions. It should be a body that 
should look before and after, that would 
not be influenced by the passions of the 
hour, but would look upon every question 
in a calm and judicial way. The principal 
duty $f the body would not be to originate 
legislation, although it should do that to a 
certain extent; but the principal use of the 
upper House under the British system is 
to check and revise the work of the popu- 
lar body. That body is likely to do things 
hastily, to 8 measures under the in- 
fluence of those ebullitions of popular pas- 
sion that I have spoken about; and where 
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those who have come from them last, 
than they will in representatives who 
stand a little further aloof from them. 
Talking of the qualities that I have indi- 
cated as being those that we should find 
in an ideal Senate, the question is whether 
or not those qualities are likely to be found 
in a nominated House. The hon. gentle- 
man from Shediac and the hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa thought that a nominated 
House could not be in touch with the 
people; and of course they will not be as 
much in touch with the people as a House 
directly elected by the people; but, at the 


a measure is passed under the influence of} first blush at any rate, it would appear 


that spirit and the upper House thinks it 
is not likely to promote the welfare of the 
State, it is the duty of the upper House to 
resist the ae ey passion of the hour. 
Of course, if after the people have 
had time to carefully consider a ques- 
tion they still remain of the same 
mind, then as a rule it has been the prac- 
tice, at any rate under the British system, 
that the upper House gives way. Even 
when the legislation of the lower House is 
not such as to be objectionable on the 
whole, it may be imperfect—it may be 
legislation that has passed through its 
various stages hurriedly. Then it is the 
duty of the upper House to revise that 
work and to atone for the want of care 
and stady devoted to it in the other 
Chamber. The two principal functions of 
the upper House under the British system 
are to check and prevent injudicious legis- 
lation and to revise legislation that is im- 
perfect. 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—Hear, hear. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That is what the 
House ought to be in itself. Then, in 
addition to that, an ideal House ougit to 
be a House whose work would be under- 
stood and appreciated by the people, and 
a House that would be respected by the 
people and in whose proceedings the 
people would take almost as deep an 
interest as they take in the proceedings 
of the popular branch. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—You would want 
an ideal people for that. ; 


Hon. MR. POWER—I was just gon to 
say that that is hardly practicable. Fhe 
people will take a keener interest in their 
representatives in the lower House, in 


that a nominated House would not be 
more unfit to discharge the functions of 
an upper Chamber than a House elected 
by the Legislatures of the Provinces. In 
order to indicate that a nominated coun- 
cil is not regarded under the English 
system as being inconsistent with respon- 
sible government, I wish to call attention 
to the fact that there are, under responsi- 
ble government, a number of nominated 
Legislative Councils. For instance, in 
Nova Scotia, before Confederation the 
Legislative Council was nominated; it 
was the same way in New Brunswick; 
and it appears from the Confederation 
Debates as reported in the volume which 
hon, gentlemen have seen, that the repre- 
sentatives of Nova Scotia and New Bruns- 
wick at the Quebec Conference were op- 
posed to any change in the system of ap- 
ponts the Legislative Councils of those 
rovinces, I know, speaking of the Legis- 
lative Council of Nova Scotia, that it 
has been a very respectable body and 
is so still, and discharges very useful 
functions in parliamentary work. Then 
the Province of Newfoundland has a 
nominated Legislative Council; and I 
was rather surprised, when the hon. 
gentleman from Ottawa was dealin 
with the Australian colonies, that ho left 
out of sight the fact that the oldest, and, I 
think, the most respectable of all the Aus- 
tralian colonies, New South Wales, has a 
nominated Legislative Council. The con- 
stitutional difficulties which have arisen 
in Victoria through conflicts between the 
two branches of the Legislature have not 
occurred in New South Wales, and I do 
not think that there has ever been any 
complaint of the character or doings of 
the Legislative Council of that colony. To 
return to our own House, I stated—in fact 
a @ 
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that was apparently recognized by every 
one who spoke—that there is a dissatisfac- 
tion with the position and status of 
the Senate, not only outside, through- 
out the country, and in the other 
Chamber, but in this House itself. I 
stated that it did not appear that any 
gentleman contended that the fault was 
with the individuals who constitute the 
House. I may go further and say that 
it does not appear to me that the 
cause of dissatisfaction is altogether in 
the manner in which we do a portion of 
our work. I think that the work, or 
revising and amending measures that 
come to us from the other branch of 
Parliament is fairly well done here. This 
House and its committees give a great 
deal of patient labor to the work of improv- 
ing the legislation which comes to them 
from the other House, and in that way 
fulfil a very valuable function in the 
constitution. I may venture to say, parti- 
cularly as the same statement has been 
made by hon. gentlemen who habitually 
support the Government, that if the Senate 
were more independent, and did the work 
not only of revising and amending the 
measures which come to us from the 
House of Commons, but of occasionally 
rejecting Bills that come from the lower 
House, it would be discharging its duties 
of checking theimprovident and improper 
legislation better than it does, and that 
the people would be more interested in it 
than they ave now. I quite concur with 
the hon. gentleman from New Westminster 
in saying that the action of the Senate last 
year—an action which ji very much 
regretted myself—in throwing out the 
measure providing for the construction of 
a railway from Harvey to Salisbury, did a 
grok deal to excite public interest in the 

enate, and I am sorry to say in certain 
sections of Canada to decrease the respect 
for the Senate. Ifthe Senate would goa 
little further this Session and take the step 
suggested by the hon. member from Vic- 
toria (Mr. McDonald), and reject the in- 
iquitous Turiff Bill now before the House of 
Commons, they would earn the gratitude 
of vast numbers of the people of this coun- 
try ; and I hope that, encouraged by their 
success of last year, they may be tempted 
to manifest their independence in that 
direction. One of the reasons why the 
Senate does not do its work as well as it 
might be done, and why it is not as much 
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respected in the country as it might be, is 
the reason indicated in the last few sen- 
tences—that it is not as independent as it 
should be. It is looked upon as being 
the mere creature of tho Premier of the 
day. That is one of the reason# why 
so little interest is taken in it by the 
eople outside. Those people, as a rule, 
ow very little of the motives which 
prompt the appomen’ of gentlemen to 
this Houso, and they look upon the Senate 
as being a House that is filled with the 
mere creatures of the gentleman who 
happens to occupy the position of Premier 
at the present time. ‘That fact also natu- 
rally accounts for the fact that the Senate 
is not as independent as it should be. 
Gentlemen are actuated by a feeling of 
gratitude, which is a natural and proper 
feeling, to the person to whom they owe 
their positions here, and it will require a 
great deal of provocation to induce them 
to oppose the desires of the present Pre- 
mier. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE— Only some of 
them. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There have been 
one or two instances where the Senate has 
done that, and I hope that instances of 
that kind will gradually become more fre- 
quent. Having said so much about the 
Senate as it is, I turn to the plan of ap- 
poe proposed by the hon. gentleman 

om Shediac; and without going into this 
at any length the following objections 
strike me on the surface. As the hon. 
gentleman from Charlottetown stated, 
election by the Local Legislatures would 
practically amount to appointment by 
the premiers of the various Provinces. 
It would be much better for the Liberal 
party, of course, if that mode of appoint- 
ment had been in force since Confederation. 
The Province of Nova Scotia has had a 
Liberal Government since 1867, with the 
exception of four years, from 1878 to 1882; 
Ontario has had a Liberal Government 
since 1871, and the Province of Quebec 
has now a Liberal Government. New 
Brunswick has had a sort of coalition 
Government during the past few years. 
But the point is that the system of appoint- 
ment by the the Local Legislatures would 
not give us a Senate which would be ve 
much more representative of the feelings 
of the people at large than the present 
system. e would be a little nearer to 
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the people than now, but not very much 
nearer. Recause, although a Liberal leader 
has béen at the head of the Government of 
Ontario since 1871, the people of Ontario 
are not all Liberals by any means; and 
this system of allowing the local Premier 
of the day to make the appointments to 
the Senate would give us here a one-sided 
representation of the public sentiment of 
Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES, (B. C.)—But it 
would not be left to the executive of On- 
tario but to the whole legislative body. 


Hon. Mr. POWER.—It would be in form, 
but it would come to this: that it would be 
ractically an appointment by the Local 
vernment of the day. This is the first 
objection to the system which the hon. 
gentleman has outlined. Then there is 
another objection, that seats in the Senate 
under that system would in some cases 
very probably be purchased by a large 
contribution to election funds, 


Several Hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, 
hear, and laughter. 


Hon. MR. POWER —I think it is very 
ungenerous of hon. gentlemen, when I am 
trying to be fair and reasonable with the 
House, not to be fair and reasonable with 
me. I may say now what I did not intend 
to say before, that it is stated that some 
hon. gentlemen owe their seats in this 
House to that same thing. In the United 
States, there is hardly a doubt but there 
are seats in the Senate purchased ; and it 
has got to be so in that country that a 
seat in the Senate is rarely to be obtained 
except by a very wealthy man, and that 
the Local Legislatures are bought, whether 
the funds contributed by candidates for 
the Senate go for electioneering purposes 
or go directly into the pockets of the 
local legislators I do not know, but of the 
fact of purchase I have no doubt, for I 
have seen it stated in some of the most 
respectable uewspapers published in the 
United States. 

The third objection is that a Senate elected 
in that way would be just as partizan as 
the Senate of to-day is. The hon, gentleman 
from Shediac and the hon. gentleman from 
New Westmnister have said that those 
gentlemen elected by the local legislatures 
would be above party, but it occurs to me 
that under the British system of govern- 


ment—whether it be for good or ill—party 
runs right through from the top to tho 
bottom of our political system. 


Hon. Mr. MoINNIS (B.C). I did not 
say that, but I said that hon. gentlemen 
appointed in that way would come here 
perfectly untrammeled and not under the 


influence of either party hore. They 
would come as the representatives of the 
Provinces. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—We have not got. 
be as far as they have in the United 

tates, where, down to the smallest muni- 
cipal election, it is a question of Republican 
and Democrat, but we are Liberals and Con- 
servatives, in some cases, even in the Muni- 
cipal elections, and from that up to the 
highest point to which you can go, the gen- 
tlemen appointed to this House by Liberal 
ue would be thorough Liberals, 
and those appointed bÿ Conservative Legis- 
latures would be thorough-going Conserva- 
tives, and I do not think we should gain 
anything in the way of absence of partizan 
put under that plan. Thero is no doubt 
that a Senato appointed in the way the 
hon. gentleman propuses would interest 
people at large more than it does as at 

resent constituted, for people pay more 
heed to what goes on in the Local Legis- 
latures than they do to what goes on here, 
and in the Local Legislature they would 
keep an eye on appointments to this 
House, and people would naturally take 
more interest in a Senate appointed in 
that way than in one spponte: as the 
present House is. I think it is desirable 
that there should be a change, although I 
do not know that there is any very urgent 
necessity for it. However,a change is 
apparently desirable, and I am disposed 
on the whole to favor the plan sug- 
lhe by the hon, gentleman from Ottawa. 

hat plan was in operation in the old Pro- 
vince of Canada before Confederation, and, 
on the whole, gave pretty general satis- 
faction. There is one principle, about 
which, I think, thero is no doubt, that, as 
a rule, the more you enlarge a constitu- 
ency, the higher will be the character and 
standing of the men who will represent 
the constituency. The smaller you make 
a constituency, as a general thing, the 
nearer hha get to ward politics; and there 
is no doubt that elections by larger con- 
stituencies, embracing each, say about 
three of the present constituencies for the 
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House of Commons, would necessarily 
give us men of a superior stamp. I do not 
think that the objection taken to that sys- 
tem by the hon. gentleman from Shediac 
is a very substantial one. I know it was 
mentioned during the Confederation de- 
bates, but I do not think that there was a 
great deal init, that the labor of canvassing 
a large district was too great to be under- 
taken by a man of mature years. I believe 
that the size of the constituency would ren- 
der it impracticable for a man tomakea per- 
sonal canvass of a district. He would not 
be expected to do it ; and for that reason, 
as Well as for the other reasons that I have 
already indicated, the candidate to be suc- 
cessful, should be a man well known and 
respected throughout the whole district. 
There is no doubt that the result was satis- 
factory. We got good men, and I have 
never heard that there was any complaint 
whatever, as to the manner in which the 
elected House of old Canada did its work. 
A House elected in that way, would be 
more independent than the present House ; 
because those Senators would feel that thoy 
had their mandate from tho people as 
directly as the members of the other 
House, and they would be in a position to 
“ speak out their minds just as boldly and 
as freely as the members of the House of 
Commons. I think too, that while they 
might be pretty good party men, their par- 
tizanship would be practically of broader 
character than that found in the House of 
Commons, or even in the Senate asit now 
exists. The smaller the constituency 
the more bitter the fight as a rule. The 
late Joseph Howe, who was a very shrewd 
man, as well as a distinguished politician, 
used to say, ‘the smaller the pit the more 
fiercely the rats fight.” I think there is 
a great deal in it—the wider the constitu- 
ency, the greater the tendency to broaden 
a man’s view of politics. A House 
elected that way would necessarily be 
respected by the people at large, and the 
people would take more interest in those 
gentlemen whom they had themselves 
voted for and elected than they would 
take in men appointed in any other way. 
There is no doubt that the people who 
vote for a man like to watch his career. 
They take more interest in his sayings 
and doings than in the sayings and doings 
of a man in whose appointment they have 
had no say. There is another point which 
occurs to me in connection with this plan, 
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and I would suggest it to the hon. gentle- 
man from Shediac,who spoke of the respect 
felt in the United States for the Senate 
there. I am satisfied that if the United 
States Senators of the present day, instead 
of being elected by the local legislatures, 
were elected by the people of each State, 
they would be much more highly respected 
and would be a much higher class of men 
than they are. Of course one cannot, in 
the course of a discussion like this, go into 
the details of a plan. This amendment 
has been suggested to the plan that was in 
operation in Canada before Confederation, 
that each Province should be divided into 
a certain number of districte—say the 
province of Quebec into 3 or 4 districts, 
each returning a certain number of mem- 
bers to the Upper House and electing them 
under a system of minority representation. 
In that way you would get a representa- 
tion of the minority of each of these large 
districts. However, it is possible that the 
system which was in force in Canada before 
Confederation, would on the whole, work as 
well us any modification of it that we can 
think of just now. So much about the pro- 
osed change in the constitution. I think 
it is possibly desirable that there should 
be a change in the present system; and, 
as far as my ee go at present, 
the change should be in the direction in- 
dicated—that is that we should go back to 
the system which prevailed in Canada be- 
fore Confederation. We have not had 
anything from any member of the Govern- 
ment or from anyone entitled to speak on 
their behalf on this question; and unless 
the Government take the matter seriously 
in hand, it is not probable that any change 
will be made at an early date; and under 
the present system we can do a good deal 
to improve our position before the public. 
For instance, I think we might, at very 
small exponse, provide some means for 
making our proceedings better known to 
the public than they are at present; and 
I think we could also, as has been indi- 
cated already, be a little more indepen- 
dent than we are. It is strange to 
see that there is more independence 
amongst the few members of the O 
position, who are: here, than there 1s 
amongst the Government supporters. What 
I mean is this: that the members of the 
Opposition are more likely to take a 
course different from the course of their 
party friends in the House of Commons, 
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than the majority are likely to take a 
course different from the course of their 
friends in that Chamber. It has been hinted 
during this debate that gentlemen who 
have been appointed to seats in this House 
by the present Government and who after- 
wards occasionally venture to think that 
the present Government are not infallible, 
manifest ingratitude. I think the hon. gen- 
tleman who took that view cannot have 
considered the matter very carefully. As 
arule, a gentleman who is appointed to 
the Senate has rendered important ser- 
vices to his party; and when he is ap- 
pointed to the Senate, it is merely a recog- 
nition of his claims on the party, and he 
and the party are about even when he 
comes here; and he ought to be in a posi- 
tion after that to vote and speak in the 
interests of the country and not in the 
interests of any party. As some hon. gen- 
tleman has said, the Government of the 
day have not treated this House as they 
should treat it; and I think the best way 
to get a reasonable number of portfoliod 
Ministers in this House and make the 
Senate respected would be to make gur- 
selves felt by taking some decided action 
with respect to some important Govern- 
ment measure. I intimated at the begin- 
ning of my remarks that I was not pre- 
pared to deal with this subject as [ ought 
to be; and I regret to say that there seems 
. to be a disposition on the part ofa good 
many members of the House not to treat 
this resolution very seriously. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—I think the hon. 
gentleman who brought this motion before 
the House deserves a great deal of credit 
for the industry he has displayed and the 
information he has supplied us with on 
this particular question. But while I say 
that, I can scarcely agree with him in the 
conclusions which he has reached. ]t must 
be apparent to those who have watched 
public affairs in the Dominion of Canada 
that a very short period has elapsed in the 
nation’s history since the formation ofthis 
great Confederation, and at that time the 

, ablest and the wisest men had charge of the 
destinies of the different Provinces of the 
Dominion, who sat down, so to speak, 
filled with the largest amount of patrio- 
tism it is possible for this or any 
other House to command. They were 
ba who had been leaders of their 


Her Majesty in the different councils 
of the Provinces—men of vast and 
wide experience—men who, although 
differing on party lines and party 
views, nevertheless, felt there was great 
necessity that they should come together 
and form one strong, compact body to 
aoe this country according to the well 

efined principles of the British consti- 
tution, Some experience was had, but 
very little at that time, with regard to an 
elective legislative council. The first Pro- 
vince that had one was Prince Edward 
Island, although one of the smallest of the 
colonies in British North America. It 
arose from a state of affairs which could 
not possibly oxist in the other Provinces 
of Canada, at chat particular time. It arose 
from the fact that all ovr lands were held 
under lease somewhat like under the seig- 
norial titles in Lower Canada. We had 
our Jands granted away in 20,000 acre 
townships in one day in the City of Lon- 
don, and they had gone from the original 
grantees into the hands of money dealers, 
and changed from their hands into the 
hands of others who had no direct interest 
in them other than to make what money 
they could out of the people of the coun- 
try. The local Government felt the neces- 
sity of some settlement of this important 
question, and that some expression of opi- 
nion should be made. Coincident with the 
existence of responsible Government in 
the Province of Canada, responsible go- 
vernment became the government of 
Prince Edward Island. It was thought 
that as we had no freehold estate, that as 
all our lands were lease hold, and as the 
voting power of the people was controlled 
by the agents of the landlords, that a free 
vote could not be given, and, as a conse- 
quence, about 1848, the establishment of a 
franchise and a constitution, the foundation 
stones of which were a free school, a free 
franchise and a free vote. We were the 
first toadoptit, and in that way responsible 
government was ushered in, and the people 
elected ta the lower branch of the legisla- 
ture, what might be called non-property 
representatives. Thenit was thought there 
should be some representation of property, 
—in other words, that with a free franchise, 
voters would swamp the property holders 
and chaos would take place, and it was 
considered necessary to have an Upper 
House.. While members of the Lower 


vernments—who'had been advisers of| House were required to have a property 
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qualification, members ofthe Upper House 
were not. It was thought that a 
colony like ours would have a great 
advantage in having the experience 
of educated gentlemen, retired officers and 
other men of large experience, in the 
EPS House, requiring no property qua- 
lification, but the voters for the Upper 
Houso were required to have property 

ualification. Now, how did that work ? 

e have hed about thirty years expe- 
rience ot the working of that system. 
To-day we have inthe Upper House in 
the Local Legislature a Liberal majority ; 
in the Lower House, lately returned from 
election, the majority is Conservative. 
Four years ago the Government were 
returned with a Consevative majority of 
four, and more recently with a majority 
of one, and the two Houses have been at 
loggerheads. The lower House said that 
as they had just come from the people 
they were to all intents and purposes the 
representatives of the people ; while the 
gentlemen of the Upper House, elected for 
seven years, some of them dropping out 
every three or four years, say that they 
represent the property owners, and, as a 
consequence, we have two sets of legisla- 
tors who say they have a right to represent 
the people,and the practical working of the 
system is that the majority of the Lower 

ouse are unable to carry out their views 
in consequence of the opposition of the 
Upper House. It has also been clearly 
demonstrated that a legislature of thirty 
members in the Lower House and thirteen 
in the Upper House is rather too large for 
so small a Province, and its alleged cir- 
cumstances since Confederation, and it is 
the opinion of the people of Prince Ed- 
ward Island that the Upper House should 
be done away with and the Lower House 
reduced in numbers. Still, from the fact 
of these gentlemen of the Upper House 
having the power in their own hands, the 
people are unable to carry out such a re- 
form. Here, at Ottawa, we have a practi- 
cal illustration of the working of the 
elective principle and the nominative 
principle. We have gone on for thirty 
years building up this country and in- 
creasing our revenue from fourteen mil- 
lions of dollars to thirty-eight millions of 
dollars, and we have not yet found an 
abrasion with regard to our constitution. 
That the system is a sound one is proved 
by the resolution before the House to- 
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night, and the tenor of the debate that has 
taken place upon it, which shows how en- 
tirely free we are from any complications. 
These gontlemen who paid any attention 
to the debates on Confederation, will re- 
member that two distinguished men, the 
Hon, Geo. Brown and the present leader 
of the Dominion Government, gentlemen 
who had responsibilities on them with re- 
gard to the government of Canada, both 
agreed on a nominative council. There 
wus a consensus of opinion in that direc- 
tion. We have had nothing since in our 
experience to show that they were not 
right in adopting it. We have passed a 
great many important measures, and bave 
had a great deal of excitement in the 
country, and we know that at the present 
time there is a good deal of unrest in 
the public mind on certain public ques- 
tions. That must always be the case 
under a constitution like ours where 
freedom of expression, freedom of debate 
and a free press, exist. It is one of 
the results of such a system; and there 
is no use in ignoring it. The constitution 
under which we live, the English consti- 
tution, is, if I may so speak, like a ship at 
sea. When she leaves port, she has to 
trim her sails for the voyage, but hanging 
upon her bows she has two anchors and two 
chains ready for any emergency. When 
she comes into port she drops her stream 
anchor and ridessafely into the harbor ; but 
if a gale springs up she drops her sheet 
anchor and rides out the storm. So it is 
with our constitution. The lower House 
is the stream anchor of the constitution ; 
the other anchor is the Senate that enables 
the constitution to meet any strain to 
which it may be subjected. e ought to 
be obliged to the hon. gentleman from 
Acadie for introducing this resolution. 
I, at all eveute, desire to express my grati- 
tude to him, and I think I am expressin 

the titude of hon. gentlemen aroun 

me, for having so clearly pointed out that, 
80 far as we are concerned, we are not to 
be disturbed. That is very pleasant and 
assuring at our time of life, but I may say to 
my hon. friend that he is a very young. 
man yet, and, some day, he may lead this 
Senate, and I say to him, if we are sailing 
along at the present time with a smooth 
sea and no difficulties staring us in the 
face—with a country full of prosperity, 
with an increasing revenue, with our 
credit standing high in the money markets 
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of the world, and second to no colony 
under Her Majesty’s Crown—what right 
have we to legislate for difficulties that 
have not arisen, and may never arise? 
We have sailed along peaceably and gone 
on building up and developing and matur- 
ing this great country tor still larger 
flights of greatness, and this Constitution 
of ours has been sufficient to meet all 
emergencies, and has proved to be per- 
fectly elastic. How much better would 
this country be, supposing the present 
Senate were superannuated—and I am 
quite ready to go myself on such con- 
ditions—and other gentlemen were to 
take our places bere under an elec- 
tive system? I question very much 
if, under such a system, we could get 
any better representation than we now 
have in the Senate. We have some hon. 
gentlemen here unusually silent in their 
seats and seldom heard from in debate 
who, nevertheless, are very valuable men 
in the Committees on Banking and Com- 
merce, Railways, Telegraphs and Har- 
bours and other Committees, and who 
bring a wise and matured judgment and a 
vast and broad experience to the consider- 
ation of the measures brought before us. 
They are gentlemen who come here with 
large business experience, men that you 
might not be able to find here if they owed 
their position in the Senate to the elective 
system. I doubt very much if we would 
find managers of banks or directors of 
great railway corporations, who would 
canvass 1200 miles of territory for the 
sake of a seat in the upper House. I see 
gentlemen around me representing large 
mercantile enterprises, lawyers, bankers 
and manufacturers—men of easy circum- 
stances and large interests, and is it 
for a moment to be considered that men 
of this character will undertake the hard- 
ships and difficulties of canvassing such im- 
mense districts as ba suggested ne the 
system proposed the hon. gentleman 
to | be slectad:to the Senate ? : 


Hon. Mr, POWER—They would be 
elected without canvassing. 


Hon. Mr HOWLAN—I have gone 
through several elections myself and I have 
never found that I could get elected without 
canvassing. I have known gentlemen to 
lose elections in that way. 

Hon. Ma. POWER—You had not room 
to go very far in Prince Edward Island. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—No, but Prince 
Edward Island need not be ashamed of 
her representation in this and in other 
houses, but when it comes to a question of 
size I admit that both Prince Edward 
Island and Nova Scotia would be lost in 
the great North West. In every other 
respect, we would be quite willing to be 
compared with any other Province. I do 
not intend to detain the House very much 
longer, but [ do say this, that I am glad 
the question has been brought up in this 
House, because there is no doubt there is 
a great deal of unrest in the public mind, 
and in the minds of Senators, that we have 
not got the representation in the Govern- 
ment that we ought to have on the floor 
of this House. But every hon. gentleman 
who has had anything to do with the 
Government of a province or of a pe t 
must know that it is a very difficult 
task that the leader of this Govern- 
ment has to do. He has to take 
two elements that constitute the great 
majority in this country and put them to- 
gether and make a Government of them, 
and under such a state of affairs the Gov- 
ernment cannot always find itselfin a posi- 
tion to give us two or three Ministers in 
this House. At all events, after this 
debate, the current of opinion on these 
benches will be seen by our leader and he 
will lay the matter before his colleagues, 
and I have no doubt that in the near future 
we may get the representation in this 
chamber that we desire. It is true we 
might assert ourselves by throwing out 
two or three Government Bills. In my 
experience I tind it is one thing to raise 
an evil spirit, and another thing to lay him 
when you get him raised. I was not pre- 
sent last year when a Government Bill 
was thrown out of this House. At all 
events it appears to gratify the hon. gen- 
tleman opposite that it was thrown out, 
and I am glad to hear him say to-night 
that although he was opposed to that vote 
he believed it brought a great deal of credit 
to the Senate. I never saw any great 
show of party interest with regard to 
measures that were looked upon as doubt- 
ful in this House, and if the day does 
come when by a change of public opinion 
the Liberal party comes into power, and 
the majority of this House are found to 
be opposed to the legislation of the other 
House, it will be time enough to find a 
remedy—if the remedy we already find in 
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the constitution is not sufficient. If there 
is anything in the wide world we should 
be careful of it is not to tinker with our 
constitution. That we have a good con- 
stitution what more positive proof do we 
require than we have at the present time, 
and all that we require toallay any feeling 
that may exist against the Senate is that 
the Government should appoint two or 
three of the Ministers to this House. Really 
it was the only valid reason that «ropped 
up in this debate that me should have a 
change at all. If we make the Senate 
elective, necessurily, the electors who 
send representatives here, will demand 
that they shall have some power. In 
the first place, if you make a pro- 
perty qualification, you will have these 
men coming here and saying: “ We 
are the representatives of the proper- 
ty owners of this country.” If x dead- 
lock should come between thetwo Houses, 
without any good reason, very likely what 
would be done would beto cite half adozen 
leading gentlemen of this House before the 
Governor General to hear our views, and if 
he had substantial proof that the course we 
were taking was in the interests of Canada 
his Ministry would be dismissed and sent 
to the country. Now, how could that be 
done supposing this House represented the 
property of the country ? They would at 
once object and say “You must not send 
the Ministers back to the country for elec- 
tion; we are the people; we are the 
country.” His Excellence would not lis- 
ten to such a proposal; but would say 
that his Ministers had obtained power 
from the country by votes obtained in the 
proper and constitutional manner from the 
eople and until he lost confidence in these 
inisters, he was bound to take their ad- 
vice and if the ministers could shew that the 
course of the Senate was not warranted 
by the facts and circumstances he would 
say “ gentlemen, if you persist in your o 
position and refuse to pass the Supply 
ill, then, you must wo to the country,” 
and [ do not see why we should adopt the 
plan proposed by the hon. gentleman 
from Aadia that would bring about such 
a state of affairs. I believe that the course 
taken at Confederation to consolidate 
British interests in British North America, 
was the wisest and best that could be 
adopted, and the best proof of that, is the 
fact that for twenty years we have gone 
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having any difficulty except the little 
breeze we had recently in the North 
West. Therefore I say it would be un- 
wise for us to tinker with the constitution 
until circumstances arise that necessitate 
it. The mingling of the tricolor and 
the Rose shews the homogenous nature 
of our people. I could not help smilin 
the other night, when I heard at a soci 
gathering Frenchmen signing the Mar- 
seilles and Englishmen joing inthe chorus 
and the next moment the English singing 
the “Red, White and Blue,” and the French- 
men joining in the chorus. I only thought 
that if our forefathers could have heard 
such a thing they would have turned in 
their graves. The Confederation of Canada 
is a lasting monument to the men who 
framed the constitution of this country. 
On one side of this building we have a 
monument to Sir George Cartier, a repre- 
sentative of the great French race witbout 
whose aid our constitution could not have 
been a success, and I do hope that on the 
opposite side of this building when the 
time comes, though I hope it may be far 
distant, we shall see another monument to 
Sir John Macdonald, so that other men 
who may take our places here will be 
reminded by these monuments to be very 
charey how they tinker with the constitu- 
tion of this country. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-—There is one 
thing that has been forgotten both this 
afternoon and this evening. Every gen- 
tleman that has spoken on this question, 
spoke of members of this House as ifthey 
hud all been nominated by the Executive, 
and had never been elected. If anyone 
will take the trouble to analyse the list of 
Senators in this House, he will find that a 
very large majority of them, say nearly 
fifty, have been elected to one or the other 
branch of the Legislature, so that, after 
all, tho majority of the members of this 
House are gentlemen who have been the 
choice of the peuple before they came 
here. That is one thing which hon. gen- 
tlemen should bear iu mind. I cannot 
say that I feel, as some hon. gentlemen 
said this afternoon, very much obliged to 
the hon. gentleman who brought this 
question before the House, for in m 
mind it was quite unnecessary. I thin 
it is quite time enough when we meet 
troubles to prepare to find some remedy 


on peacefully in this Dominion without|for them. At present troubles do not 
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exist. We are sailing along very quietl 
and very prosperously, and I do not thin 
there is any very great trouble about 
nominations to this House being associated 
with feelings of gratitude to the Govern- 
ment that appoint us, for we bave a great 
number of examples certainly, where grati- 
tude did not last very long, to say the 
least of it. If it did exist, it was of short 
duration. I think it would be very ques- 
tionable, indeed, if we would get as good a 
body of men in this House by election as 
we have now by appointment. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—So far as this 
debate has proceeded it is manifest that a 
variety of opinions exist with respect to 
the matter under consideration. The hon. 
gentleman who introduced this measure 
considers that it would be an advantage to 
the Dominion that Senators should be 
elected by the Local Legislatures. In that 
case this House would represent the 
minority of the entire population where, 
as at present, they certainly ought to 
represent the entire population of the 
Dominion. You would remove from the 
larger body the power and transfer it to 
the lesser body. That is an advantage 
which is, in my opinion, very doubtful, 
and I do not think that the people of the 
country will assent to it. It is stated that 
there is considerable feelingin the country 
respecting the constitution of the Senate. 
Occasionally newspaper articles do appear 
on this subject. Politicans having views 
at variance with those of the majority of 
the Senate express themselves in plausible 
terms, but I have yet to learn that the 
great mass of the people are not perfectly 
satisfied with the constitution ofthe Senate 
as it exists at the present time. We are 
referred to the éonstitution of the United 
States. Some hon. gentlemen seem to be 
always disposed to take the United States 
as an example. For my part I do not wish 
to imitate them in that or in any other 
respect. I find that prize fighters are 
nominated to the United States Senate, 
which, I think is not very creditable to 
the nation. Anothe: gentleman proposes 
that the election should take place in a 
different way from the election io the 
Commons—that the property owners—the 
millionaires of this country should havean 
election of their own for the appointment 
of Senators. What would be the effect if 
that were the case? We would have a cry 
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all over the Dominion that the bloated 
millionaires wanted to control the country 
by having their own representatives in 
the Senate. I do not think that that would 
answer atall. I have had the honor of 
occupying a position in this House for 
several years, and I may say that I have 
never been approached by any member of 
any Government or by any gentleman 
connected with the Government with 
reference to the course I intended to per- 
sue in this Senate. The course I persue is 
to judge every measure on its intrinsic 
merits. I have given every measure on 
which [ have voted the best attention I 
could, and have voted on it conscientiously 
and without bias or favor, and without any 
desire to serve one party or the other. 
My hon. friend from Ottawa wants to 
make a political point of everything. 
It is extraordinary that this gentleman 
who occupied a position in a Liberal Gov- 
ment, did not take this matter into consi- 
deration at that time, and endeavor to 
remode] the Senate. It would not do, 
however, to undertake it then, and I 
guarantee that if the Reform party came 
into power to-morrow, we would hear 
nothing more of the abolition of tho 
Senate, or a change in the manner of ap- 
poring members to the Senate. It may 

done with the very best motive. I am 
not going to impugn the motive of the 
hon, gentleman who introduced that reso- 
lution, but being a young member myself, 
I would have considered it great presump- 
tion if I were to take part in the discussion, 
if I were not a few days older than my 
hon. friend who introduced the subject, 
and that may be considered an excuse. If 
you can find no other cause of complaint 
than the one that we have heard to-day, it 
is rather in favor of the constitution of the 
Senate as it exists. The hon. gentleman 
from Halifax says that we are a revising 
body and that we should, whether right or 
wrong, send measures back to the other 
House. We have been told that during the 
Mackenzie administration a great many 
bills from the Lower House were rejected 
here. I do not know if that is so, but ifit 
is the case, it only confirms in my mind 
the impression that the bills were not pro- 
perly prepared by the Government, and 
the Senate was obliged to reject them. 
This matter has taken a considerable time 
and I have no doubt it will be discussed at 
greater length, but what seems the most 
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selfish part of the affair is this, that the 
hon. gentleman is willing to have tbe 
future nominees of the Senate appointed 
by some other power than the central Gov- 
ernment, but he wants the present mem- 
bers to remain in the Senate as long as 
they live. I think if there is to be any 
remodelling of the Senate there should be 
a clean sweep, and let every one come in 
on a fair basis, because it would be a most 
extraordinary doctrine, to my mind, that 
you should 
different systems, either of election or no- 
mination. They would come in conflict 
with each other, that would be certain. 
Therefore, I think the true way would be, 
if we think there is anything which re- 
requires remodelling, to make a sacrifice of 
ourselves on the altar of our country. If 
we show that disposition we will meet 
with public approval—we will retire and 
allow others to be returned by some other 
system. My confrére entered the Legis- 
lative Council under the old system. He 
knows what elections under that system 
were. The old elections were of a most 
expensive character. It was almost im- 
ssible to traverse the whole country, and 
do not think that men would undertake 
it except under very different circum- 
stances, and do you think there was any 
difference in the kind of men elected or the 
tactics employed? No. In some cases 
elections were carried on with great 
virulence and extreme measures were 
resorted to to secure the return of the 
candidates under the elective system. 
Therefore, there would be no change in 
that respect, and I do not think under all 
the circumstances, that you can improve 
matters unless you make a total change, 
and in that case we should leave our places 
here and allow our positions to be filled by 
gentlemen in whom the country has 
greater confidence. But until there isa 
fate Opinion expressed adverse to the 
enate, we shonld stay where we are. It 
is true there are some articles published in 
the newspapers on the subject, but if the 
writers were to put their names to them 
you would not think they amounted to 
much. They appear anonymously and 
seem to represent the views of a party, 
whereas they represent only the views of 
the writers. I do not think that they re- 
flect the popular opinion of the country, 
and they should not be taken into consid- 
eration at all. We should meet those dif- 
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ficulties when they arise as men. Another 
argument that has been used is that there 
is not sufficient employment for the Sonate. 
That is an argument without any force. 
Everyone admits that our work is done 
well—that every care is bestowed by the 
Senate in perfecting the legislation which 
comes before it. Itis said, and I believe 
it will be the case, that the Government 
will give more work to the Senate ve 

soon, so that there will not be so many ad- 


ave men here representing | journments. Another complaint that is 


made is that we have no Minister of the 
Crown in this House with a portfolio. I 
do not know that we have anything to 
complain of in that respect. The House 
has been well led and we can find no fault 
with the Government on that account. I 
have no doubt that the Government will 
make the change which is desired as soon 
as circumstances will pormit but such 
changes cannot take place at once. We 
know the difficulties with which the Gov- 
ernment have to contend, and we must 

ive them time to reflect on these matters. 

have no doubt they know just as well as 
we do that it would be desirable if two or 
three gentlemen holding portfolios could 
be in this House, giving them additional 
power in the Senate. I do not know, how- 
ever, that we have much to complain of 
because of their absence. I have been but 
a short time in the Senate, but I am con- 
scious of having done my duty to the extent 
of my power, acting conscientiously and 
without any inteference from the Govern- 
ment. No member of the Cabinet and no 
one representing the Government has 
asked me to vote one way or another 
on any question. I have voted on my 
own responsibility and I intend so to 


do until the end of the chapter. If a 
Liberal Government camen, I should do 
precisely the same thing. I think it 


is right when we come here that we should 
throw aside any partizan spirit that we 
may have entertained and view public ques- 
tions calmly and dispassionately. I never 
was elected a member of any legislative 
body before I was appointed here as the 
hon. member from Montreal was. That 
was my misfortune and not my fault, but 
I am willing to be instructed by my elders 
in the Senate, and I have found great 
advantage by taking advice from various 
pone owen here in many matters on which 
I had not sufficient information. I think 
if gentlemen would act that way and we 
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would make up our minds to do what we 
should for the purpose of improving the 
tone of the Senate in place of bringing 
forward resolutions which may have an 
injurious effect—because we all know that 
the enemies of the Senate will take hold 
of this and tell us that our own members 
feel the need of reform—no radical change 
will be necessary. Iam a Conservative; 
I want to conserve what we have and I 
think it will be time enough to make a 
change when refurm is needed. The Con- 
servative party are the true reformers 
when reform is necessary, and it will be 
time enough to make a change when re- 
formation becomes indispensable. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I wish simply 
to emphasise what has been said by a 
large number of gentlemeu with regard to 
not having a sufficient number of port- 
folios in the Senate. I believe that is the 
only cause of dissatisfaction here, and I 
think it 1s the cause of dissatisfaction out- 
side. If we had three or four Ministers 
with portfolios in the Senate, I think all 
the difficulties would be overcome. Every 
member who has spoken in favor of some 
change has admitted that the Government 
have made wise and judicious appoint- 
ments in nominating the members of the 
Senate, and therefore there is no difficulty 
on that score. The Government for the 
time being is responsible for all its acts, 
and if they should be imprudent in their 
appointments here, it would reflect on 
them, and they are responsible to the 

ople. In no other way do I believe the 
Écnate should be selected unless you make 
it olective. That I see no necessity for 

et. Many objections have been raised 

ere to that mode of constituting the Sen- 
ate, which I think are very forcible. 
If we were elected we might place our- 
selves in a position of hostility to 
the o:her House. With regard to the 
failings of the United States system, the 
Senate in that country is not composed of 
the majority, but largely of the minority. 
When you find a small State having the 
same representation in the Senate as a 
State with twenty times its population, and 
more than twenty times its wealth, it is 
not a body that is representative of the 
population. Frequently the position of 

rties nthetwo Houses causesa dead-lock. 

ou find parties arrayed against each other 
—the House of Representatives against the 
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Senate—and very important bills, bills 
affecting the interests of this country, bills 
affecting our fishing interests, have been 
thrown out by one party simply for the 
purpose of embarrassing the other. A 
treaty which was believed by the Presi- 
dent and his Cabinet and by a majority of 
the House of Representatives to be desira- 
ble in the interest of the country was re- 
jected simply on party grounds. 1 think 
there is nothing in the constitution of the 
United States that we should desire to copy. 
They have no responsible Government 
there. There Government can hold office 
during the term of the President irrespec- 
tive of the support of the people. I do 
not see anything here that requires a 
change. I have expressed my disappro- 
bation of this resolution before us, because 
it comes from a young Senator—I thought 
it was not only premature, but it did not 
come with that consideration which it 
would receive from an older Senator. I 
think at all times it is dangerous to tinker 
with the constitution of the country, but I 
am pleased, after the long debate we have 
had on this subject, to find that scarceiy 
any one who has spoken has suggested 
that the members of this body have been 
unwisely selected. All believe that the 
(rovernment of the day have been wise 
in their appointments to the Senate. 
Now, with regard to our standing in 
the way of legislation from tho othor 
House, if the Goveriniant should be in 
the hands of those who are not in harmony 
with us on political grounds, I would re- 
mind the House that when a Liberal Gov- 
ernment was in power, though we threw 
out several measures, every action of the 
kind met with the sanction and approval of 
the people. I haye listened patiently to 
find if there was anything which could be 
urged requiring my opposition toit, and I 
have heard nothing. The discussion to- 
day has established the fact that if the 
Government will only give a sufficient 
number of portfolios to the Senate, this 
body is quite able to do a larger amount 
of work than it hasdone. What work we 
do is done well—that is admitted. We 
ought to have more legislation given to us 
and I hope that the leader of the House 
will impress on the Government the im- 

ortance, in the interest of the publio 

usiness, and to expedite legislation and 
preventus from remaining at the Capital for 
weeks longer than we should, to give this 
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House more work than it has had hithero, 
Then we would hear no more of those holi- 
days which I have always opposed. I am 
willing always todo my duty. Nothing 

leases me more than to be at work; it is 
injurious to me—I feel that my constitu- 
tion suffers when I am idling away my 
time. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—While the resolu- 
tion which has led to such an interesting 
discussion has unquestionably brought out 
much that hus been interesting in the 
addresses to which we have listened, I 
question the propriety of its being intro- 
duced in this House. In the first place I 
doubt the existence of the foundation on 
which the whole structure of the argument 
is built. That foundation is alleged 
to be the supposed fact that this House 
has lost its prestige and is considered 
useless ; aad it seems that amongst 
ourselves there are some who do not fully 
believe that this House is of any great 
value in our political system. Now, I 
entirely deny both these ‘propositions. I 
believe, with my hon. friend from Monck, 
that, so far from the Senate having lost 
any preauge in the country, it is better 
known and more highly respected in the 
country than it was a few years ago, and I 
am pereuaded that the more fully people 
become familiar with the care and diligence 
with which all legislation is examined by 
this House, and the fairness that is exer- 
cised in dealing with every question that 
comes before us, the higher shall we rise 
in public esteem. The only ground upon 
which there is any real dissatisfaction 
among the people with respect to the 
Senate, really rests upon the fact—which 
we are not responsible for and which 
is to be regretted, but cannot be helped, 
as far as I can see,—of the very limited 
extent of our powers. Weare spoken of in 
comparison with the Senate of the United 
States, for instance; but there is little re- 
semblance between the two bodies. In the 
Senate of the United States there is vested 
a large amount of executive power ; it can 
sanction, or refuse to sanction, treaties with 
other nations ; it controls all important ap- 
pointments, both foreign and domestic, 
and in many other ways exercises a very 
decided influence, and consequently is 
more prominent brought before the 
notice of the public, and its actions and 
deliberations receive more consideration 


than is given to ours. We have none of 
those powers, and consequently none or 
but little of such influence. Our duties 
are very simple, but at the same time they 
are very important. In the course of my 
somewhat long experience now in the 
upper House, I have come to the conclu- 
sion that it is not only necessary, but a 
very valuable part of our political system. 
My hon. friend trom Shediac, in his speech 
introducing this matter, used arguments 
which, carried to their logical conclusion, 
would not merely be damaging to the mode 
of appointment of Senators, but would lead 
to the abrogation ‘of the Senate altogether. 
That appears to be the only logical con- 
clusion of his arguments, and I do not 
think that conclusion is right. The exis- 
tence of the Senate was determined upon 
by those able, experienced and patriotic 
statesmen, to whom the hon. gentleman 
from Alberton has alluded, who gave 
much time and careful consideration to, 
and brought vast experience to bear upon, 
the formation of the Federal constitution. 
In their opinion a Senate, appointed b 
the Crown, was an essential feafure whic 
should be embodied therein. Hon. gentle- 
men know that the late Hon. Geo. Brown 
was a very pronounced Liberal far in 
advance of many surrounding hon. mem- 
bers holding similar views. He never was 
it favor of an elective Legislative Council. 
From the vey first he opposed its intro- 
duction into Canada in 1857. When Con- 
federation was being discussed in 1866 he 
spoke in opposition to an elective Council. 
I will just read a few words that he then 
uttered to show that he still entertained 
the same view after an experience of havin 

a partially elective Council for severa 
years. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That was not the 
only mistake that Geo. Brown made. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—It must be borne in 
mind that this opinion was ee after 
nearly ten years experience of the system, 
80 it received a very fair and satisfactory 
trial—he said : 

‘*T have always been Sproeed to a second elective 
chamber and I am 80 still, from the conviction that 
two elective houses are inconsistant with she right 
working of the British parkamentary system. I voted 


i when the council was 


almost alone aginst the chan 
made elective, but I have lived to see a vast majori 


of those who did the deed, wish it had not been done.” 


That was his judgement of it after 10: 
years experience. 








The main reason why, in my judgment, 
it would be unwise to adopt a system of 
that kind is this: That if this Senate was 
elected in a similar manner—although for 
larger constituencies than those of the 
House of Commons—how naturally would 
arise the idea in this House, that we should 
have control of the public purse equally 
with the House of Commons, and that the 
adverse vote of the Senate should upset a 
Ministry as well as a vote of the House of 
Commons. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The constitution 
would naturally provide against that. 


Hon Me. VIDAL—If we were the repre- 
sentatives of the people, elected directly by 
the people, I cannot see how the constitution 
could say that other representatives elected 
by the people for smaller constituencies 
should have greater power than we should 
have. It seems to me that we should be 
entitled to co-ordinate powers with the 
other branch of Parliament, and it would 
naturally lead to a conflict between the 
two ies. I do not think the system 
could be carried out consistently with the 
principles of the British constitution. Now, 
my hon. friend does not propose that the 
Senate should be an elective Council after 
the old fashion. He proposes that the 
election shall be made simply by the Legis- 
latures, not by the people of the different 
Provinces. It has been very clearly and 
distinctly shown to us that this, in effect, 
would be nothing more or less than the 
nomination by the Premierofthe Province. 
Any person that he chose to nominate in 
his own assembly, where he would com- 
mand a majority, would necessarily be 
elected. What would be the result of those 
appointments? I cannot see how any- 
body could take a different view of it. 
Gentlemen sent to this Chamber would be 
naturally selected, because they were 
prominent party men, and they would cer- 
tainly introduce into this Chamber a par- 
tizan spirit which now prevails to so very 
limited a degree in this body. Iam satis- 
fied that if an unprejudiced outsider were 
to examine our records—to look at the 
votes taken on all sorts of questions— 
he would never be able to point out the 
party lines of the members, There 
may be occasions when old party feeling 
may be displayed, but such exceptions 
are very rare. I claim that the treatment 
of measures in this House has been, invari- 


ably, on their merits, quite irrespective of 
the source from which they emanated, and 
so far from being in any way bound to 
carry out the wishes of the Government, 
or to blindly support their measures, I 
think we have shown our independence 
on various occasions, and I am satisfied we 
will do so again on any and every occasion 
when it is necessary or desirable. We 
would never reject_any measure simply 
to snow our independence, but when a 
measure comes before the Senate which in 
our judgment is not needed or is not likely 
to promote the best interests of the coun- 
try, then it becomes our duty to act;on that 
conviction no matter where it comes from 
and no matter how the leader of the House 
may exert his eloquence in its defence. 
With all his persuasive power, he has 
sometimes failed to carry a measure of 
that kind, and the House has acted, as it 
should always act, on its own judgment 
and rejected the measure however earnest- 
ly pressed on them. Surely that should 
indicate a degree of independence fur which 
we should get credit. Sir John Macdonald 
himself, when the debate on the Confedera- 
tion of the Provinces was going on, spoke 
with reference to the old elective council 
and he certainly admits that it was to 
some extent a failure. He said: 

I hold that the principle has not been a failure in 
Canada, but there were some causes which we did not 


take into consideration at the time why we did not 
so fully succeed in Canada as we had expected. 


That, I think, is a very candid admission 
that the elective system has not succeeded 
as they had expected it would. After ten 
years trial of it those wise, patriotic,earnest 
statesmen who had no object in view but 
to give us a constitution which should suit 
our circumstances and secure peace and 
prosperity in the country, agreed that the 
experiment should not be tried again. Sir 
John Macdonald also said in relation to 
the position and character of Senators 
some very interesting things. He pointed 
out the distinction between the proposed 
Senate in Canada and the House of Lords 
in England and showed that there was 
roally no parallel at all between their 
position and ours. He showed that 
although called to this position we were 
still men of the people—that we went back 
to our friends, and were just on an equality 
with those that we met around our homes 
—that there was no social distinction here 
such as there was in England. An 
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appointed Senate was, however, the nearest 
approach that could be made to the British 
system under the circumstances, in his 
opinion. 


Hon. Me. DICK EY—Because they were 
hereditary. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Yes, because they 
were hereditary. I venture a further 
remark with reference to the Senate of 
the United States which has been so pro- 
minently brought before us by several 
gentlemen who have spoken, I have not 
that intense admiration for it that has 
been expressed as being so general 
throughout the world. I think the Senate 
of the United States is about as partizan a 
body as can be found anywhere, and when 
we know the circumstances alluded to by 
the hon. member from Prince Edward 
Island, when we know that a treaty just, 
fair and likely to remove triction between 
the two countries was brought before them 
and rejected simply because of the partizan 
spirit of the majority, Iam forced to the 
conclusion that a body that would so act 
has forfeited the claim to be considered 
an example for the rest of the world. 
My hon. friend from Ottawa (Mr. Scott) 
made a remark not particularly pertinent 
to the question before us, but which I do 
not like to permit to pass unchallenged. 
It was a statement which took me by sur- 
pres: I thought, can it be possible that I 

ave been uuder srch a mistake ever 
since the last general election to the House 
of Commons? He gave us to understand 
that the Province of Ontario was largely 
Liberal, giving as proof the fact that Mr. 
Mowat’s Government continues in exis- 
tence there for so many ycars, and indicat- 
ing that its apparent Conservative cha- 
racter as shown by its representation in 
House of Commons was by a process of 
gerrymandering the electoral districts, so 
as to make a minority appear a majority. 
Since our recess, at six o'clock, I have 
taken the trouble to carefully examine 
the records ; I have added up the election 
returns for the whole Province of Ontario 
and what do you suppose is the result ? 
So far from finding that the Conserv- 
ative votes formed a minority, I find 
that throughout the whole Province they 
amounted to 6,442 more than the Liberal 
votes. I should think that ought to put 
at rest forever the statement which my 
hon. friend made. Whatever might be the 


result in a few constituencies of an altera- 
tion of their boundaries, ceases to be of 
any value when compared with the Pro- 
vince as a whole. 


Hon. Mz. PROWSE—Did you give the 
figures for the House of Commons or for 
the local House ? 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The House of Com- 
mons. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Can you give us 
the figures for the local House. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—No, it is of the 
House of Commons that we were speak- 
ing and of the political parties of the 
Dominion, 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—Is that the 
last elections ? 


Hon. Ma. VIDAL—Yes, I was speaking 
of the last election returns. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—He (Mr. 
Scott) was speaking of a period of 12 
years. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I understood his 
remarks to apply to present circumstances 
us shown by the last election. I have not 
looked into any other. The claim which 
my*hon. friend from Shediac makes, that 
there should be a change in the constitu- 
tion of the Senate, rests largely on the 
allegation that our power is so limited. I 
cannot see how his proposition, if carried 
out, would add to our powers or influence. 
Consequently the change is entirely un- 
necessary and would be productive of no 
good at all. It has been repeatedly urged 

uring this debate, that we are not in touch 
with the people. This also I do no admit. 
I hold that we are very closely in touch 
with the people and I am quite sure 
from the tone of the debates in the House, 
when a question of any importance has 
come up, that the rights and interests and 
well being of the people are upper most in 
every mind and they appear in every argu- 
ment, showing that we are closely in 
touch with the people—in sympathy with 
them and endeavoring to guard their 
interests and to do the best we can for them. 
Some remarks have been made about 
the character of the Senate and its ten- 
dency to show a little partizan spirit. I 
ask the hon. gentlemen who have been 
here a good many years, whether during 
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the time the Liberal Administration was in 
power, from 1873 to 1878, there was any 
ground for saying that the Senate stood 
in the way of their measures, or offered 
factious opposition in any way; or that 
the Government of the day was unreason- 
ably opposed by the majority in this 
House? I challenge them to show any 
single occasion on which they threw any 
inpediment in the way of the Government 
carrying out its me 

So far from that I remember a very 


the shape of a motion asking the Houso 
to pass some resolution embodying his 
views. Some, perhaps, would support a 
resolution who would not support an 
address to the Queen in such terms as he 
proposes ; he asks for what, in my judg- 
ment, would be a most awkward thing, 
if granted. It strikes me that it is most 
extraordinary to ask that Provinces should 
have the power of electing Senators and 
that the Grown shall have the power of 
appointing six members in an emergency 
important Government measure beinglas at present. What position would 
brought in towards the end of a Session, a those six members occupy in such a 
measure which several members not in| body? A most undesirable one, in my opi- 
sympathy with the Government objected | nion, exposing them to the taunt that they 
strongly to some of its points, but came to | represented nobody, while their colleagues 
the conclusion that they would not amend | would beast of being representatives of 
or defeat it—it was too late in the session | large numbers of electors. Such an anomaly 
to make alterations—so it was decided to | as six Government appointees in an elected 
let the measure pass and let the Govern-| house would never be approved by the 
ment take the responsibility of it, thus| advisers of the Crown, and I trust will 
showing that there was no inclination what-| not meet the approval of this House. 

ever on the part of the Senate to throw it} We have now had a very full discussion 
out or jeopardise it by amendment, because | of this matter ; public attention will doubt- 
the Government considered it an important | less be attracted to it, and I am satisfied 
measure. [ am quite satisfied that such | that when the speeches of hon. members 
will be the case in the future, as it has|who have disapproved of the proposed 
been in the past, notwithstanding that the | address are fairly examined, their argu- 
character of this House may be consid-| ments will meet the approval of the ublic, 
ered more Cunservative than Liberal.|and the Senate will be fully justified in 
I am quite satisfied that under any cir-| refusing to adopt the motion which the 
cumstances there would be no obstruc-|hon. gentleman has submitted to the 
tions thrown in the way of a Liberal | House. 

Government if they were inpower. They 

would meet at the hands of the Senate the; Hon. Mr. ABBOTT.—I am disposed to 
fairest and most liberal treatment. Their |regret that even the slight color which my 
measures would doubtless be criticised but | hon. friend’s address has given to what is 
fairly, and there would be nothing done| sometimes said with regard to us, should 
by the Senate to oppose the measures of| have been afforded him on this occasion ; 
the Government, simply because they ema-| but perhaps the difficulty which that may 
nated from it. Before sitting down I may | cause to us; the unpleasantness which we 
make a romark with respect to the motion | may feel from having the senseless cries 
by which my hon. friend from Shediac has | occasionally heard about the Senate, sup- 
brought this matter before us. I think he| ported by a voice from within, may be 
has made a great mistake in the method | compensated by the full discussion which 
which he has adopted. It should not|has taken place on the constitution of this 
have been done in the shape of an address | body in thedebate we have had to-day. My 
to the Queen asking for certain specific | hon. friend and one or two other hon. gen- 
things. My impression is this: If in his|tlemen—very few in number, I must say, 
mind there was anything which he thought | in so large a house,—have not found fault 
could be done to add to the usefulness, in-| with the position of the Senate as regards 
fluence or prestige of this House, or would | its personnel, I am happy to say, because 
benefit it in any way, or would benefit|on that point every one who has spoken 
the public through it, he was quite right| has declared that we could not be better 
to bring the matter before us and have it) off in that respect within the limits of our 
discussed, but it would have been far|own Dominion. It is quite true that no 
aa my judgment if it had been inlone has used these words, but the hon. 
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gentleman from Halifax, who smiles at me elected in the United States by the in- 
and shakes his head, himself spoke with | direct vote of the people—that is to say, 
om UT ls y eens wii: Sony 
R-—Certai are considered in the election. Thosewho 
ON SS OWE RHIN jare returned are pledged to vote for the 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—So it appears to | appointment of named Senators of their 
me that the antidote was furnished almost jown party, and the moment the election is 
= ee as the pr de here | es bra ne are va ae tala 
ecause if we succe y our present /as certain to be appointed, as 1 
method, or by any other method, in filling ‘of the legislature with regard to them had 
this House with a body of men whose! passed. | 


opponents cannot see any ground upon! Jjox, Mr. DEVER—Soare we, when our 
which to find fault with them, we have} Government is sustained at the polls. 


discovered, I think, a fairly good mode of 
selecting its members. However, I think| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend, I 
we can go a little further than that. J| think, does not seize the distinction, for, 
propose to take up the proposition which | when this Parliament which supports this 
my bon. friend makes, and look at it with; Government was elected, a good many of 
a view to see how far it would suit our | the hon. gentlemen having seats in this 
circumstances in this country. My hon.; House, were not thought of as Senators. 
friend suggests that we should adopt the| They were the choice of the representa- 
mode which is said to be adopted in the|tives of the people, made by the Govern- 
United States—to elect the Senators by | ment who are the executive of the people, 
the several Provinces. He does not, I | after the Government had been constituted, 
observe, propose to assimilate the elective | and had been a long time in power; while 
body in numbers, or in its proportions in| the distinction I make is that at the very 
the different states, therein differing | moment of time that the members of the 
from the system adopted in the United | House of Representatives were elected in 
States, where, xs has been already|the United States, that very moment of 
remarked, the great State of New time the Senators of the United States 
York only pen same influence | were practically elected. 

in the Senate of the United States, as the . 

small State of Rhode Island. Ido not un-| How. Mr. POWERT think the hon. 
derstand him to advocate that principle, | gentleman is pressing that point too far; 
but he proposed that our Senators shall be | do not think that is the uniform practice 
elected by the Provinces, as he thinks they | in the United States at all. 


are elected by the States, instead of being; Jon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
appointed by the Crown or selected by the | compels me to read, to show what Mr. 
Parliament of Canada, which is practically | Brice says on the subject, and lam pre- 
i mode Py wen oe pene ot ue pared to pin my faith to Mr. Brice :— 
ouse are chosen. Now, in reality, the!” ,, | se 
body which constitutes the Senate of the The So of choosiay (the: Senate by wndireet 


r z election has excited the admiration of foreign critica, 
United States is elected by the people.| * * * Meantime it is worth observing that 


The nomination of the Senators is taken ce eee has He le ae 
. . . . to be indirect. hey are still nominally chosen, as 
into consideration in the caucus, and voted | under the letter of the constitution they must be 


on at the election, virtually as much as any | chosen, by the State Legislatures, The State Legis- 
member of the legislative body. If any | lature means, of course, the party for the time domi- 


5 nent, which holds a party meeting (caucus) and decides 
hon. gentleman desires to have that state- | on the candidate, who iS thereupon plected, the party 


ment verified, he will find it in Brice’s | going solid for whomsoever the majority has approved. 
recent book, which is, I think, the latest | —Now the determination of the caucus has almost 


‘ . | always t beforehand by the party mana- 
and best of the commentaries on the consti- Gena = Sametinies ee ss nu . Senatorahip 


tution of the United States, and it is the | approaches, the aspirants for it put themselves before 


work of one who is a great admirer of the) {ht People ofthe State. Their ames are dissed a 
United States. I shall not trouble the) of party candidates for State offices ; and a vote in 


House with reading it, but the conclusion | that convention decides who shall be the party 


. . nominee for the Senatorship * * * 
he comes to, and which is undoubtedly the The choice of Senators by the State Legislatures is 


right conclusion, is that these Senators are | supposed to have proved a better means, than direct 


Fr 
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choice by the 
fittest men.—I have already remarked that practically 
the election of Senators has become a popular election ; 
the function of the Legislatures being now little more 
than to register and formally complete, a choice 
sat _made by the party managers, and perhaps 
ratified in the party convention.” 

Now, what is the consequence of that? 
What is likely to be the result of that 
kind of election? My hon friend from 
British Columbia tells us that if the State 
Legislatures—that is if the Provincial Leg- 
islatures, elect the Senators—they will 
“know no party.” That was my hon. 
friend’s expression. In other words, by 
adopting the American process we shall 
cease to have party men imported into 
this House, and those who come here and 
sit within its walls will know no party. 
How is it possible that such a result will 
follow? It is not so inthe United States. 
The men who are elected to the Senate of 
the United States are so strongly partizan, 
that they would sacrifice any interest 
rather than that a Democrat should poll a 
Republican vote. We know perfectly well 
that there is no consideration that will in- 
duce a majority of the Senate to go against 
their party; and that the man who voted 
against his party would be held up to the 
scorn and contempt of the 60,000,000 of 
people of the United States, and would be 
as much despised by his opponents in poli- 
tics as by his own friends. How is it we 
are going to change human nature so that 
the men who are returned here by the ex- 
ertions of the dominant party in a Pro- 
vincial Legislature, shall cease the mo- 
ment they arrive here, to have any politi- 
cal opinion? That I think is aay an- 
swered. But I think is already com- 
pletely answered. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—The hon. 
gentleman is really putting a strange in- 
terpretation on the words [ made use of. 
The words I used four years ago, which I 
read to the House and endorsed to-day, 
were that if members were elected by the 
different provinces, they would come here 
free and untrammelled, under no influence 
and under no sense of gratitude to thd 
leaders here at the federal! capital, as they 
would owe their position to the local Legis- 
lature, and many of the local Legislatures 
are not dctuated by the same principles 
that prevail here in the capital. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—If I could only be 
certain that I take down what I hear with 


ple, of discovering and selecting the | 
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my ears, and place before myself some- 
thing which I have a right, it would facil- 
tate my labours here a good deal. I took 
down at the moment my hon. friend spoke, 
the language he used, which was in so 
many words that these men who would 
be sent here by the local Legislatures would 
know no party. : 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I read it 
out of the book, and I can make no mis- 
take. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—Iam not speaking 
of my hon. friend’s speech of four years ago. 
I had not the advantage of hearing that 
speech, or reading it, and I am only 
speaking of what my hon. friend said in the 

ouse within the last three hours, which 
I wrote carefully down, and which 1 read 
in making the statement to the House, 
that he insisted that the persons sent by 
the Legislatures to this House, would 
know no party. But while I am referring 
to the hon. gentleman, I would remark 
upon another curious statement he made 
about the defects of this system of appoint- 
ment. He said that one great objection 
to this mode of appointment is that a Sena- 
tor so appointed would be so influenced by 
gratitude to the men who appointed him 
that he would not be able to give an inde- 
pendent vote against them. Now, I point 
to my hon. friend himself as a living, 
walking and speaking proof to the con- 
trary. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B. C.)—I must 
rise to a question of order again. Lam 
misrepresented again. The hon. gentleman 
must know, as every hon. member of this 
House must know, that [ never was elected 
as a Conservative or a Grit—that in both 
of my elections to the House of Commons 
I was distinctly an independent. I defeated 
the candidate of the Mackenzie Govern- 
ment in 1878, when the Reform party was 
in power; at the next election, 1 defeated 
the Conservative candidate in the next 
general election that was run against me, 
and I was returned to the Commons tho- 
roughly independent, and hon. gentlemen 
who will take the trouble to turn up the 
Parliamentary Companion, of 1878, will 
find there in my biography that I am in 
favor of unrestricted reciprocity with the 
United States, and thoroughly independent. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend has 
not yet interferred with or disputed the 


a few moments ago. The objection which 
he made remains there. This speech 
which he has favored us with, in which he 
shows the chameleon character of his poli- 
tics, has not altered the position he took, 
that the fact that an hon. gentleman was 
appointed by a particular Minister or par- 
ticular party would so affect him with 
pou to the benefactor who placed 

im in the House, that it would be impos- 
sible for him, or next to impossible for him 
ever to vote against him afterwards. Now, 
we have proof, as I said—living, waking 
and peony proof that that is not a valid 
objection. think I may conclude that 
the mode of the election proposed would 
not cause party feeling in this House to 
disappear; and in my opinion it would 
not have the effect of giving to this House 
as good a selection otherwise as we now 
have from another body. I venture to dis- 

ute and doubt the assertion that the local 

egislatures are better fitted to appoint 
members of the Canadian Senate than the 
Central or Federal Parliament, in which, as 
a matter of course, this House itself has a 
voice, 

The appointments are made on the recom- 
mendation of the Government in power, 
and, generally speaking, although in the 
case of the present Government that rule 
has not been universal, the candidate 
shows the color in politics, which fairly 
describes the party appointing him. My 
hon. friend was one instance, but then he 
would have been an equally good instance 
on the other side if his appointment had 
been made by a Liberal Government, for he 
alternately fought and conquered first one 
and then the other party, but appoint. 
ments here are naturally in accord gener- 
ally with the party tendencies of the Gov- 
ernment of the day. But my hon. friend 
from Ottawa thinks that is a bad mode of 
appointing Senators. He thinks it has not 
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Senators too. But supposing the Liberal 
party in Ontario had bees in Office all this 
time, in what position would a Conserva- 
tive Government now be in; if a Liberal 
Government had had the opportunity of 
filling all the vacancies in the Senate for 
the last twenty-five or thirty years? There 
would then have been plenty of Liberal 
Senators in the House. So that the ap- 
pointment of Senators accompanies the 
confidence of the people. But I maintain 
that the members who come to this House 
appointed for life, having a proper sense 
of the grave dutieg that appertain to them, 
drop party tendencies to a large extent, 
and in so far as those party tendencies bear 
towards faction they have disappeared 
from the members of this House altogether. 
My experience of the Senate proves that, 
whether its members be appointed by a 
Liberal or Conservative Government, they 
have shown since I remember this House— 
and I have observed it more nearly since 
Il have been more intimately acquainted 
with ‘t of late—a disposition to study the 
true interest of the country in disregard of 

arty feeling and party discussion, that 

efits them in the high position they 
hold as Senators of this Dominion. The 
result, therefore, in the opinion of my hon. 
friend of the change he proposes to make, 
would be, that we would have better men, 
men of high standing in the country 
and men with less party feeling. In my 
opinion we would not have men of equal 
standing in the appointments which would 
be made by the local Legislatures; they 
would not probably be equal to the selec- 
tions which are made by the Dominion 
Parliament from the whole Dominion of 
Canada. And,probably, they would be more 
likely to be animated by party feeling than 
those men who have had a large experience 
of the affairs of the Dominionitself, which 
is actually the case with three-fourths of 
the men sitting around me in this House. 








been successful. He says there are only | They would have a larger training on the 
three Liberal Senators from Ontario in the | great questions which are constantly aris- 
House, and he desires a larger represen-|ing; and would havea larger grasp of the 
tations of that party in this Chamber. Measures which are fitted for the Meh 
à and progress of theircountry.[think,there- 

HON MEO NEE Prom Ontario t [fore on all these ronde on the ground 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes, from Ontario. | of independence, on the ground of absence 
My hon. friend has been asking for a,of party feeling, on the ground of expe- 
change for some time, and his party in | rience and breadth of views, and on the 
Ontario has been desiring a change. And ground of better training for the high 
if they had got the change they wanted | position which they hold—a better selec- 
there would soon be a change in the tion would be made by the Parliament of 


The Constitution [APRIL 23, 1890.] of the Senate. 





the Dominion than could be expected to 
be made by the Legislatures of the Pro- 
vinces, without any exception, That is 
the deliberate conclusion I have come to, 
and I think the circumstances, and reason, 
and common sense, would indicate that 
from a larger field, a larger and more ex- 
perienced body of men, from a larger col- 
lection of trained statesmen, we are more 
likely to get men fitted to be Senators of 
Canada than from the smaller Legislatures 
by selecting less experienced persons from 
the smaller circles of public men in the 
local Legislatures. I think, therefore, we 
may fairly consider that we have as good 
opportunities for a fair selection of Sena- 
tors with the principle which we have 
adopted, than we could have by allow- 
ing the local Legislatures to nominate 
them—in other words, that the Parliament 
of Canada or its Government would be a 
more reliable guide in the choice of Sena- 
tors than the Premier of any of the smaller 
Provinces, from persons within his party 
experiences. It may be noticed also that the 
constant alteration which is to be expected 
from time to time of parties in the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion, will produce a 
corresponding alteration in the political 
character of the gentlemen who are from, 
time to time appointed to this House. No 
such correspondence san be expected from 
appointments made by local Legislatures, 
who are bound by no ties, and have no 
harmony, as to politics, as between their! 
party principles and the party principles 
of the Dominion Government. It happens 
at this moment that a very large propor- 
tion of the local Governments of Canada are 
Liberal. It is very probable that party 
politics do not exercise so large an influence 
on local Legislatures as they do on that of 
the Dominion itself, and that Administra- 
tion, ina popular manner, may tend to keep 
in power a party in the Province of one cast 
of political thought, while for the Dominion 
the Government is guided by the other, 
and is supported by the party which, in 
Provincial matters, favors the opposite poli- 
tical complexion which entrusts to them 
the power of governing the entire nation. 
And, although possibly the number of 
Senators appointed by the Local Govern- 
ment might not be sufficient in number to 
destroy the equilibrium of the House and 
set the majority in the Senate against the 
majority which prevails in the other 
House; still there is no doubt that it might 
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result in that, and it might result in a ver 
serious disturbance of the harmony whic 
otherwise would exist between the two 
Houses, more especially as the persons 
who would be sent from the local Le- 
gislature would be more likely to be 
influenced by party feeling than those 
elected from a larger field by the 
Dominion Parliament. For these rea- 
sons, [am in hopes that the House will 
prefer the present system of selecting 
members of the Senate, to that which is 
proposed by my hon. friend from Acadie, 
that is to say, election by the Provinces. 
But we have had some suggestions from 
other hon. gentlemen. One or two hon. 
gentlemen who spoke, I think, sustained 
the proposition of my hon. friend. Other 
hon. gentlemen who have spoken and are 
dissatisfied with the present condition of 
things have suggested election by the 
people—in some instances by a body of 
electors specially qualitied by property 
for the purpose, which, to my mind, is of 
the various elective projects the most rea- 
sonable and the most likely to result in a 
strongly conservative Senate—I use the 
word conservative not in a party sense at 
all; but there are no two of the hon. gen- 
tlemen who have spoken who have agreed 
as to the mode in which this election 
should be conducted. We had, as the hon. 
entleman from Acadie said, a Legislative 
ouncil which commenced in 1856 and 
terminated with Confederation. We 
have had, therefore, the experience 
of ten years of an elective upper 
House—and that method of selection was 
given up on mature and careful considera- 
tion, and after consultation with all the 
several Provinces which then constituted 
the Dominion. The facts and the argu- 
ments with regard to this change are 
stated in the Confederation debates, and 
there it will be found that the whole of 
the Maritime Provinces were in favor of 
the continuance of the appointing system 
by the Crown, and were not willing to give 
that up; while the leading statesmen of 
the Provinces of Canada, while they did 
not think that the elective system had been 
a fuilure, were nevertheless prepared to 
state that there were symptoms of diffi- 
culties arising under that system. Those 
difficulties have been referred to by most 
people who have discussed the system of 
an elective upper- Chamber, and these 
difficulties were beginning to manifest 


ada willingly yielded to the desire of the 
Maritime Provinces to have the Senate 
constituted on the principles which those 
Provinces preferred, namely, the principle 
of appointment by the Crown. I venture 
to trouble the House with two or three 
references on this subject, which I have 
taken from the Confederation debates,from 
the speeches of the present Premier, Sir 
John A. Macdonald and the Hon. Geo. 
Brown, who was in fact the leader of the 
Liberal party at that time. Sir John Mac- 
donald says, in discussing the various 
modes of electing an Upper House :— 


‘We found a general disinclination on the part of 
the Lower Provinces to adopt the elective principle ; 
indeed, I do not think there was a dissenting voice in 
the Conference ‘against the adoption of the nomina- 
tive principle, except from Prince Edward Island. 
The delegates from New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and 
Newfoundland as one man were in favor of nomina- 
tion by the Crown. And nomination by the Crown 
is, of course, the system which is most in accordance 
with the British Constitution. * * * * The only 
mode of adopting the English House of Assembly.” 


That is the view he takes of the elective 
system. Then again: 


‘The arguments for an elective Council are nume- 
rous and strong, and Iought to say so, as one of the 
administration responsible for introducing the elect- 
ive principle into Canada. I hold that this principle 
has not been a failure in Canada; but there were 
causes—which we did not take into consideration at 
the time—why itdid not so fully succeed in Canada 
as we had expected. One great cause was the enor- 
mous extent of the constituencies and the immense 
labor which consequently devolved on those who 
sought the suffrages of the people for the election to 
the Council. For the same reason the expense, the 
legitimate expense, was so enormous that men of 
standing in the country, eminently fitted for such a 
Dauer were prevented from coming forward. At 

rst, [admit, men of the first standing did come 

forward, but we have seen that in every succeeding 
election in both Canadas there has been an increasin 
disinclination, on the part of men of standing an 
pores) experience and weight in the country, to 

come candidates; while, on the other hand, all the 
young men, the active politicians, those who have 
resolved to embrace the life of a statesman, have 
sought entrance to the House of Assembly.” 


Then, speaking of the objection that 
there might be’a dead-lock between the 
two Houses, he says: 


‘““There is no fear of a dead-lock between the two 
Houses. There is aninfinitely greater chance of a 
dead-lock between the two branches of Legislature, 
should the elective principle be adopted, than with a 
nominated Chamber—chosen by the Crown, and 
having no mission from the people. There is, I regret, 
a greater danger of an irreconcilable difference of 
opinion between the two branches of the Legislature, 
if the Upper be elective, than if it holds its commis- 
sion from the Crown.” 


So he points out the certain opposition 
in case of conflict between the two Houses 


the men who have composed the U pper 


mn 
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of an elective House and a nominative 
House. Then the Hon. George Brown,the 
other pole of the political sphere in this 
contest,held a similar opinion. He always 
held the opinion that there was danger in 
an elective House, and he says: 


‘I have always been opposed to a second elective 
Chamber, and I am so still from the conviction that 
two elective Houses are inconsistent with the right 
working of the British parliamentary system. I 
voted almost alone against the change, when the 
Council was made elective, but I have lived to see a 
vast majority of those who did the deed wish it had 
not been dune. It was quite true, and I am glad to 
acknowledge it, that many evils anticipated from the 
change, when the measure was adopted, have not 
been realized. I readily admit that men of the high- 
est character and position have been brought into 
the Council by the elective system, but it is equally 
true that the system of appointment brought into it 
men of the highest character and position, whether 
appointed by the Crown or elected by the people. 
Since the introduction of parliamentary government, 
ouse of this 
Legislature have been men who would have done 
honor to any Legislature in the world. But what we 
most feared was, that the Legislative Councillors 
would be elected under party responsibilities ; that a 
partizan spirit would soon show itself in the Chamber, 
and that the right would soon be asserted to an equal 
control with this House over money bills. That fear 
has not been realized to any dangerous extent. But 
is it not possible that such a claim might ere long be 
asserted? Do we not hear, even now, mutterings of 
a coming demand for it?” 


Again :— 


‘ But, even supposing this were not the case, and 
that the elective upper House continued to be guided 
by that discretion, which has heretofore actuated its 
proceedings, —still, I think, we must all feel that the 
election of members for such enormous districts as 
form the constituencies of the upper House has 
become a great practical inconvenience. I say this 
from personal experience, having long taken an active 
interest in the electoral contests of upper Canada. 
We found greater difficulties in inducing candidates 
to offer for seats in the upper House, than in getting 
ten times the number for the lower House. e 
constituencies are s0 vast, that it is difficult to find 
gentlemen who have the will to incur the labor of 
such a contest, who are sufficiently known and popalar 
enough throughout districts so wide, and who have 
money snaugh to pay the enormous bills, not incurred 
in any corrupt way—do not fancy that I mean that 
for a moment—but the bills that are sent in after the 
contest 1s over, and which the candidates are com- 

lled to pay if they ever hope to present themselves 
or re-election.” 


I venture to think that although hap- 
pily we have one of those great statesmen 
with us still, Iam not acting improperly 
in laying their views, on this occasion, 
before the members of this House. They 
appear to me to have great weight—not 
only the great weight which attaches to 
the character of those statesmen, but the 
great weight which attaches to the stron 
good sense and reason which characterised 
these utterances, I do not propose to go 
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further into a discussion of the elective 
system, because that is not really presented 
to us by my hon. friend’s motion; he only 
She Le us to adopt the American system, 
and that is really all we have to decide. 

But my hon.friend in adressing the House 
onthe subject, made use of some expressions 

with regard to the Senate which I think 

I should refer to for a moment; and the 

hon. gentleman from Ottawa also made a 
remark, with respect to which I desire to 
say a word. My hon. friend said that we 
had with us still, and also had lust unhap- 
pily, a number of men of high standing 
and character, men we had received from 

the elective system, and he, with justice, 

declared his pride in the presence of men 

of this character in the Senate, and asked 

where would we get better men by the 

appointing system? I would have asked 

my hon. friend, if I had not desired not to 
interrupt him, how many of those gentle- 
men would be in this House had the elective 

system continued? How many of them 

could have stood against the enormous 

labor which I personally knew them to 

have gone through for their elections? 

How could they have gone to their divisions 
again with the increasing weight of years 

upon them or have gone one the 

enormous labor that would have been 

necessary ? and how far would er have 

been willing to stand the enormous election 

expenses necessary to carry through an 

election over such large constituencies ? 

I myself assisted my lamented friend, the 

hon. John Hamilton, in canvassing one- 

third of the division which I represent in 

this House; and [assure hon.gentlemen that 

ITand my colleague found it a sufficiently 

heavy task, to warrant him in saying that 

he would never again place himself in 

such a position. There was no amount of 
labor in any legitimate occupation that 

could approach for x moment the labor of 
canvassing a territory something like 150 

miles long, and of widths varying from 20 

to 150 miles, through roads which I will, 
not attempt to describe, for it would be 

impossible to convey any idea of them to 

gentlemen who never travelled over such 

roads themselves. 

But, to return to my hon. friend who 
made the motion. I took a note that he 
said, “how is it that the Senate does not 
hold its own?” And one or two other 
hon. gentlemen have stated that there is 
discontent with the Senate—that the 
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Senate is not performing its duty. Per- 
haps no hon. gentleman actually went so 
far as to say that the Senate was not per- 
forming its duties; but certainly some 
hon. gentlemen do go so far as to say that 
they were not performing tne functions 
which were attributable to their position 
in such a way as to receive the appro- 
bation of the public. Now, what are 
we to expect from this Senate? What 
has the country the right to expect from 
the Senate? Whatareourduties? What 
are the duties of any ordinary member of 
the House? This Senate is not like the 
Senate of the United States which per- 
forms two classes of duties—legislative 
and executive duties—executive duties at 
least as importantas its legislative duties ; 
but if such duties were attributed to this 
Senate our system of responsible Govern- 
ment, which we admire and have confi- 
dence in, which has been handed down to 
us by our forefathers, which we cling to 
and are not willing to part with—that 
system of Government would be done 
away with altogether If members of this 
Senate, without being responsible to any- 
body, until they come before the people 
at the next election, had executive powers 
—if these functions were enjoyed and 
pue by the Senate, what would 

ecome of responsible government? Why, 
there would be an absolute and immediate 
end toit. So again I ask what duties are 

roperly attributable to us under the 
British Constitution, which we live under, 
that we do notdo? If we do our duty, 
what need we care for the senseless 
slander which may be propagated, or 
the sneers which may be cast against us 
anywhere, either in the public press or 
anywhere else. Ifwedo our duty, and do 
it properly, we are independent of all such 
incidents, What are our duties? My 
hon. friend from Halifax gave you what 
I thought a very neat and proper descrip- 
tion of the duties of the Senate. If I were 
to undertake to describe them I should do 
it in pretty much the same terms that my 
hon, friend used. We have, in the first 
place, to examine and revise carefully the 
legislation which comes to usfrom the other 
House, and the legislation which we intro- 
duce ourselves. We have to scrutinize 
carefully the general policy of the Govern- 
ment, so far as it comes within our purview 
under our constitution. These are two of 
the most important functions that we 
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erform if not the most important of them. 

ut we have another: and it is no less 
vital to order and good Government. We 
must stand in the way when hasty or 
inconsiderate legislation, or some popular 
paroxysm or excitement leads to measures 
which are injurious and disadvantageous 
to our country. If we do these three 
things what more does our country 
demand of us? What more have we to do 
than those three classes of things. Now, 
have we performed those duties or have we 
not? I think I can show youin a moment 
that we have done them most efficiently 
and effectually, and I say that has been 
the course of the Senate from the first. 
It has gradually taken up its position in 
the country, and it is filling that position 
effectively and with dignity. We do not 
make Ministries nor do we mar them. 
It is not in the constitution that this 
House turns out Ministries or forms them, 
It is not on the breath of this House that 
the Ministry exists; it is to the direct re- 
presentatives of the people that they are 
responsible. With regard to the finances 
of the country, it is not we who appropri- 
ate the revenues of the country or its 
moneys to public works and other pur- 
pores. by the constitution, it is the other 

ouse that does that. Hon. gentlemen 
complain, and with some reason, that we 
have not ministers with porttolios here. 
But the more I see of the working of this 
House, the more I doubt whether the pos- 
session of portfolios in this House would 
be an unmixed benefit. If there be a De- 
partment which needs no money; which 
does not require that its chief shall stand 
in his own person before the representa- 
tives of the people, and state what he has 
done with the money entrusted to him 
the previous Session, and what money 
he requires for the uses of his Depart- 
ment for the ensuing year—if there is 
a Minister who has such a Department, 
we might have him here; but as to the 
heads of the Departments which are obliged 
to spend money in the interest of the coun- 
try ; which have to construct great public 
works, which have to deal with the finances 
of the country, to manage them, to pay 
our debts, to carry on the negotiation of 
our loans; to collect customs, and manage 
our inland revenues—who is it that bas a 
right to call the head ofsuch a Department 
to account in his proper person, and de- 
mand from him annually a detailed state- 
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ment of everything he has done, or pro- 
proses to do, how he has spent the public 
money, and what more he wants to spend? 
Who has to demand that of him? Not the 
Senate but the other House. The people 
of Casada can change their Constitution 


aeons if they please I presume, but 
until they exercise that right it is the 
Lower House that must deal with the 


money of the country, that must set- 
tle how that money is to be spent, 
that must call to account every Minister 
who handles, or expects to handle, or has 
power to handle, the public money. He 
must come to that House, and must in his 
own proper person state the amount be- 
fore that tribunal for every official act. 
These considerations are probably the 
reasons why portfolios have been gradually 
driven from the Senate into the other 
House, and any hon. gentleman who looks 
calmly and dispassionately at this question 
must see that, whether those reasons are 
conclusive or not—I do not say they are 
conclusive by any means, but they are 
growing upon me and I am inclined to be- 
ieve that they are growing in their im- 
pression upon other members of the Senate 
too—these considerations deserve more 
weight inthe demand which we frequently 
make, and which I, myself, have repeat- 
edly joined in making, that we should 
have Departments in this House which 
will cause a larger measure of the work 
of the country to be done in the Sen- 
ate. JI think there are other modes by 
which we can appropriato to ourselves the 
work that we are peculiarly fitted to do. 
One of the most important functions of the 
House of Lords is to deal with the private 
legislation of the country. By a skilful 
adaptation of the rules of the two Houses 
a large portion—the greater part, I think, 
of the private legislation of England has 
been forced into the House of Lords, and 
it is done there, and done, it is admitted 
on all hands, most admirably, It is one 
of the plumes in the cap of tne House of 
Lords, that there is no country in the 
world where the private legislation is done 
more perfectly and more _ thoroughly 
than in England. That is something we 
can hold out for ourselves, to attract to 
the Senate more of the initiative legisla- 
tion of the country. We have todo with 
it largely as it is. Every private Bill 
that comes up receives the close attention 
of this House and many of them are 
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amended by pruning superfluous clauses, 
altering them or adding to them in the 
interest of the public. And there is no 
reason why this House should not attract 
to itself a great portion of tne original 
private Bill business of the whole Domin- 
ion. I do not know, therefore, and my 
hon friend did not specify, in what respect 
it is that we do not perform the duties 
which are expected of us—the exact ex- 
pression, I think, he made use of, was that 
we did not hold our own. It may be 
that what he complains of is a neces- 
sary consequence of our position. The 
public admire speeches; they like dis- 
cussions, especially if they are a trifle 
warm. They like political questions 
with which they habitually deal them- 
selves as matter of private conversation. 
They hear nothing of that kind here, or 
only at rare intervals. That kind of discus- 
sion is not exactly within our function— 
quite within our powers, but not within the 
functions that we assume to ourselves, lt ap- 
pears to me thatit would not beofadvantage 
to the Senate if every debatable question 
which is spoken of day after day, night after 
night, in the House of Commons, were 
dragged up in the Senate and subjected to 
the same treament here. The reasons which 
prompt the long discussions, and cause 
them to be prolonged from day to day and 
week to week, with a great deal—I hope 
I may be pardoned for saying so, and I. 
mean no offence—a great deal of repeti- 
tion, do not exist here. But there are 
strong motives for such debates in the other 
House. It is important toa man in another 
place who has shortly to go before the 
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but they do not know of it: it is not the 
kind of labor which presents itself before 
the eyes of the public in every newspaper 
of the Dominion. And great numbers, a 
large majority probably of our people, for 
whom we are earnestly, honestly, and dili- 
gently working in this House and in our 
committee rooms, day after day, never 
know that we are engaged in seeking to 
further their welfare at all. They ‘see 
nothing, perhaps, but some sentence in 
the papers, stating that the Old 
Women of the Senate adjourned at 4-30 
to-day. This produces a laugh; it is 
circulated in every paper and those who 
have not seen us may imagine that our 

urments are not of that virile and mascu- 
ine character that they ought to be. They 
find fault with our adjournments not know- 
ing that our labors are concurrent with 
those of the House of Commons, and that 
there ure times when faction and oratory 
hold the field, and there is nothing for us 
to do for the moment. There is nothing 
too absurd for people who are not much 
interested in the matter, and who amuse 
themselves by reading sneers and jokes 
about the Senate, to believe. They laugh 
at the cheap and stale jokes and take them 
for granted; no one is there to dispute 
what is said, and they form the idea that 
we are a parcel of imbecile old people, 
who are slumbering away a quiet and well 
paid life up here, doing nothing but draw- 
ing our pay; and allowing the business of 
the country to go where it pleases. It is 
not our fault if this be the impression of 
many people, and it ought not to affect us. 
We ought not to admit because there are 


peonie: to denounce the Government, if| jokes in the papers about us that we are 


e happens to be in opposition, for their 
extravagance and corruption, and if he 
happens to be on the Government side of 
the House to show how unpatriotic and 
corrupt the opposition are. These are two 
subjects fertile inthemsel ves, and expanded 
to a degree that it is almost impossible 
to calcalate except by those who will go 
through the labor of wading through 
Hansard. These are the discussions and 


debates which attract the public eye, and lif we may feel a 
They would | being characterised 


capture the popular taste. 


not holding our own, not fulfilling the 
purposes of our existence, We are indepen- 
dent of all that and we are men of sutfici- 
ent experience and knowledge of the world 
and of business, and of sufficient thorough 
public training to treat these things as 
not affecting us one jot. The conscious- 
ness that we are doing our work and doing 
it thoroughly ought to be, and I have 
no doubt is, quite sufficient for us, and 
assing irritation at 
y contemptuous epi- 


approve of us if we talked for daysand days/|thets it passes away very quickly, and 
without any results, probably, but the quiet | makes very little impression on any mem- 
unobfrusive labor which this House goes | ber of this House. It appears tome,and lam 
through in supervising and perfecting the! confirmed in this impression by many hon. 
legislation of the country, I have no doubt | gentlemen, that the presence of the press 
they would appreciate if they knew of it;|in our House, and the reports, short as — 
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am satisfied of that. 
I hear on all hands, and especially I hear 
from gentlemen in another place, of the 
benefit which we confer by the care which 
we take with the legislation, and I was 
asked this very day where the legislation 
of the country would be if the Senate wero 
gone, by one of the very men who was 
engaged in creating that legislation in 
another Chamber. Instead of being, as is 
pee by some, mere registrars of the 
will of the Government in another House, 
bound by gratitude, like the hon. gentleman 
from New Westminster, to vote exactly 
for what they desire us to do, we find that 
last year we passed through this House 
twenty-five Bills introduced in the House of 
Commons, of which thirteen were amended, 
many of them ina material degree, whilethe 
House was in session. We have already 
dealt this year with twenty-seven of these 
Bills of which sixteen have been amended, 
and every hon. gentleman knows that 
there are one or two important measures 
we have gone through with enormous care, 
which it is admitted on all hands we have 
benefited to a most imprrtant extent, but 
which are not included in this list, not 
having been finished in this House. In 
the past year, from the House of Commons, 
we took up and disposed of thirty-seven 
public Bills, of which fifteen were mate- 
rially amended in this House, and we dis- 
posed of fifty-nine private Bills, of which 
twenty were materially amended in the 
Senate; making a total last year of 121 
Bills considered by the Senate, of which 
forty-eight Bills were materially amended 
in the course of their passage through the 
House. This year the number is not so 
pur because they have not all come 
efore the Senate, but we have 
already disposed of eighty-eight Bills, of 
which forty-two have been materiall 
amended in this House. Now, of allthe 
Bills that have thus been amended which 
bad first passed through the crucible 
of the House of Commons, and were 
sont back to that House, with amend- 
ments made by us, we have never 
had any hesitation shown by the Lower 
House in concurring in the amendments 
that we made, except in one instance. 
Last year we received a message from the 
lower House informing us that they could 
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not concur in one of our amendments, for 
reasons which they gave. Our committee 
met and examined the message and the 
reasons, and they sent to the lower House 
an answer to those reasons, as being the 
reasons which had induced them to make 
the amendment. The House of Commons 
immediately accepted the reasons which 
were given to them in reply, and adopted 
the amendments without further discus- 
sion. So, in po of fact, of this immense 
number of Bills carefully gone through 
and amended in this House, every one has 
been accepted by the lower House with- 
out objection except one, and in that 
case, after consideration and hearing 
the reasons which had prompted this 
House to make the amendment that one 
was accepted also, without further objec- 
tion. We performed another branch of our 
duties last year—it was not particularly 
agreeable to me, but on the whole I re- 
spected the Senate for coins what the 
majority eonsidered to be its duty on that 
occasion, and I am bound to believe that 
the majority was right. A Government 
Bill passed by the House of Commons, 
which the majority of this House disap- 
proved of, was brought before the Senate 
and was unceremoniously rejected. I did 
my best to a) it through: I thought it 
ought to pass; I thought we were pledged 
to itin many ways. I guve various rea- 
sons why it ought to have passed the 
House and I think, abstractly speaking, 
it ought to have passed the House, but the 
majority of the Senate were opposed to it, 
and notwithstauding their gratitude to the 
gentleman who appointed them they re- 
jected the Bill after a comparatively short 
discussion. 


Hon. Me. DICK EY—tThe Bill has never 
come back. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No. What, after 
all, does this discussion result in, now that 
we have got through with it? We have 
had offered to us various modes of elect- 
ing this House, but we have not had sug- 
gested to us any reason whatever that I 
can see for changing our constitution. The 
only semblance of a reason offered—it 
was a good reason too, if it had been well 
founded—was that which the hon. gentle- 
man from Acadie offered, that we were 
not doing what was expected of us, not 
properly carrying out the objects of our 
constitution. I think I have shown, and 
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my hon. friend from Halifax has shown 
what those objects really are. 1 think I 
have shown, and other members of the 
Senate have shown, that we have really 
performed our duty with regard to those 
objects. That we are daily performing 
them, and that every day, we are seeking 
to take to ourselves a larger amount of 
work. So far from shirking work and 
desiring to live in indolence and luxurious 


duties. 
have done and done well. 
pe hon. gentleman who has spoken 

as disputed, that we have done the work 
well. Some hon. members suggestedthat we 
ought to throw out more Bills in order to 
show our independence. I do not agree 
with that idea atall. If anyone can point 
to a Bill which, in the opinion of the majo- 
rity, ought tobe thrown out, and we did 
not do it, Iam ready to cry peccavi, and 
I would be ready to say that we were 

uilty, if such a circumstance occurred; 

ut it has not been suggested by those who 
have proposed that we should throw out 
Bills to show our independence, that we 
have omitted to reject any Bills that in the 
opinion of the majori ty of the Senate ought 
have been rejected. We have rejected such 
Bills, whoever introduced them or brought 
them before us, as we thought should not 
pass; we have amended those that we 
thought should be amended; we have im- 
proved those that we thought needed im- 
provement. We have not delayed in the 
performance of those duties or the exerise 
of our functions ; we have been equal to the 
work before us—we have not allowed it to 
get into arrears. We have been here, 
ready to perform all the duties entrusted 
to us, and it is admitted on all hands that 
we do those duties well. What more can 
be required of us than that? If we do 
not happen to attract public attention 
much, what matters it? I say to hon. 
gentlemen let us do our work—let us guard 
the legislation of tbe country, let us revise 
it, let us correct it, let us amend it, let us 
reject it in the interest of the country as 
we are required to do. Let us take care 
that no temporary fit of prejudice or 
passion, injurious to our country or disad- 
vantageous to our interests, is allowed to 
pass through this Parliament without giv 
ing to the people a further opportunity for 
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considering it. That is one of our most 
important functions, not to persist forever 
in resisting the will of the people—that I 
should never recommend you to do—but 
when you find ill-considered legislation, 
measures which you think have not re- 
ceived due consideration by the repre- 
sentatives of the people or by the public, it 
will be your duty to reject them for the 
moment, to give the people a further op- 
portunity to consider them. If we con- 


tution entrusts to us, we may safely leave 
our reputation, our services and our char- 
acter to the appreciation of our country, 
which we love and admire, and from which 
we shall receive all the recognition we 
desire of our performance of the high 
functions of Senators of this Dominion. 


Hon. MR. POIRIER—I am very willing 
to accede to the demand of the leader; but 
I would crave the indulgence of the House 
to make a few remarks. If I understood 
the hon. gentleman properly he insinuated 
that there were parties in the country 
decrying the Senate and that those parties 
had found an echo in this House. I would 
like to have my position understood. My 
intention in bringing this question up was 
not to decry the Senate or to be an echo 
of those casting slurs upon it, but simply 
to have the Senate itself deal with its posi- 
tion before it was dealt with by the country. 
1 profess to be a friend to the Senate. I 
am yet a young man, and if Providence 
spares me to live the term of my natural 
life, I will be here a good many years 
yet. I repeat I have a friendly feeling for 
the Senate, and it is that which prompted 
me to bring up this question to show the 
country that we are not afraid to look 
into our own case, and that we have the 
courage to apply any.remedy which we 
may consider necessary. 

hese are the motives which prompted 
me. I will not follow tho hon. gentlemen 
who have opposed my motion over the 
ground that they have covered, but I 
should like to answer some of the objections 
of the hon. leader of the House. What he 
said concerning the election of members of 
the United State Senate would apply to 
us here and his argument instead of going 
against my motion in my judgment favors 
it; because I say if the Local egislatures 
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upper House is to represent sectional 
interests and especially the Provinces. 
Senators were grouped by groups of 
twenty-four, so that the Provinces would 
balance one another. By the proposed 
mode of election the Provinces would have 
a voice in this upper Chamber ; we would 
be really the representatives of the Provin- 
ces—the other House is representative of 
the people and by that means we would 
havea much desired equilibrium, an equili- 
brium which is the ideal of all constitution 
makers from the times of remotest anti- 
quity to the present moment—hon. gentle- 
men will admit that such a balance of 


come into power. We will not be slaves 
of course; but we will be under the moral 
infiuence of that gratitude to the extent 
that with the best of intentions we will be 
severe in dealing with Bills brought up by 
the other political party; and should we 
then reject some of those Bills, a cry and 
how] will be raised throughout the country 
against us of such a nature that we shall 


powers does not exist in our Legislature. | have to yield and not gloriously. What I 


As to senators in the United States being 
elected by the caucus as the leader says, 
I would like to be allowed to state that it 
is provided by the constitution of the 
United States that should a vacancy occur 
in the Senate before the meeting of 
the Legislature, the Executive has power 
to fill it, and it comes practically and theo- 
retically to the purport of my motion, that 
Senators should be appointed by the Local 
Legislatures. The hon. leader referred to 
the fact that we had tried the elective 
system and after ten years’ trial had aban- 
doned it. I would remind him that we 
also adopted after the uniou a nominative 
system and after trying it for a certain 
number of years we abandoned it, wy 
propeen oo goes between the two. e 
ave had an experience of a nominative 
House which has proved a failure. We 
have had a council elected directly by the 
people which has proved unworkable. I 
come in with a motion proposing a scheme 
between the two, such as has been adopted 
by civilized people the world over and 
which has been proved practicable every- 
where it has been tried. I propose a 
system that we have not tried yet in 
this country, and I feel confident that ere 
long we will have to try it. The day will 
come when a change in the constitution 
of the Senate will be demanded and may 
be forced upon us; and it is more digni- 
fied for us beforehand to take up the 
question and deal with it ourselves than 
to wait until the demand is made on usb 
the people. I am no prophet, nor am 


propose is that we should deal with the 
matter now and in a dignified manner. I 
see that the majority are against me, but 
I wish hon. gentlemen should understand 
that the move I have made is not inimical 
to the Senate nor to the Government. 
I agree with what the leader of the Govern- 
ment has said, that, constituted as we are, 
there is hardly any justification for us 
having here Cabinet Ministers with port- 
folios. The Minister of Justice or the 
President of theCouncil might occupy seats 
in this House, but under the existing sys- 
tem I do not see how the other Ministers 
could hold seats in the Senate, because, 
as I have said, the voice of the people 
hardly reaches us—and our voice is not 
listened to by the people. My hon. friend 
from Victoria (B.C.) challenged me to 
show a case in any other country where 
a Ministry has been overthrown by a vote 
of the upper House. I will not again enter 
into a review of the Governments of other 
countries, but I will just call attention to 
the fact that in France, although the Min- 
istry are not supposed to fall on an adverse 
vote in the upper House, the last Ministry 
—the Tirard Ministry, fell on an adverse 
vote in the upper House, showing that the 
moral influence of the French Senate 
was sufficient to bring about the resigna- 
tion of.a very powerful Ministry. It 
shows what moral weight the Senate of 
France has. On the other hand, the Senate 
of the United States are holding their 
own, a8 they do in Switzerland, Belgium 
and all other countries where the upper 
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House is constituted as I propose. In 
England, on the contrary, the House of 
Lords, which dates from the Norman 
Conquest, is steadily going down, and the 
day is not distant when, probably, they 
will have to resort in England to some 
elective system. I say that the tendency 
of the age is in the direction of elective 
legislators ; and that we are taking the 
Oppose direction, and are going back to 
the middle ages. 

My hon. friend from British Columbia 
and my hon. friend the senior member 
from Halifax, have advised a course by 
which we can show ourimportance. For 
my part I am adverse to that remedy. It 
is to render ourselves mischievous, by re- 
fasing to pass the Supply Bill. I do not 
believe in such a course; we should have a 
dignity and influence of our own without 
resorting to so mischievous an experi- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—You would not get 
your pay if we rejected the Supply Bill. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—My. hon. friend 
from Halifax wants Ministers with port- 
folios in this House as a panacea. 


Hon. Mr, POWER—My hon. friend is 
attributing language to me that I did not 
use. He did not remain in the Chamber 
during the debate, and provany has taken 
his report of my remarks at second hand. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I did not catch 
what the hon. gentleman has said, but I 
accept his apology. My hon. friend 
from Rideau Division says that we 
should all resign at once. That is not my 
motion, but if it came to that I might bo 
found as ready to resign as anybody else; 
but I do not think it is right to go beyond 
the terms of my resolution. The motion 
is similar to one proposed by Sir John 
Macdonald and Sir George Cartier in 1855, 
and by Mr. Morin in the upper House—it 
is to change the nominative system into 
an elective one, by some way or other, and 
that those gentlemen who hold their 
seats under the nominative system sholud 
continue to do so during their lifetime. 
That is my proposition. Out of four mem- 
bers nominated for life, in 1840, some 
twenty-one were still alive, at Confedera- 
tion, and there was no such antagonism 
between them and the members who 
were elected, as was suggested here this 
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evening. In the same way nominated Sena- 
tors could act in harmony with Senators 
appointed by the local Legislatures. Much 
stress is laid on the proposition that the 
composition of the Senate is of a very su- 
perior character. With that Lagree; but it 
goes to strengthen the position I have 
taken. Ifthe Chamber, as a whole, com- 
posed of men individually equal to and 
superior to those of the other House, does 
not stand as high in the estimation of the 
people as the lower House, what is the 
reason of it? The reason cannot be but 
in the Constitution itself, and this is the 
gist of my proposition. Although this body 
is composed of selected men, our position 
here is inferior to that of the other House. 


SoME Hon. GENTLEMEN—No, no, no. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—The hon. gentle- 
man’s position may be; let him speak for 
himself and not for the House. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I say that this 
House is practically a legislative body and 
nothing else. It does not control the execn- 
tive as the other one does. There is no cor- 
relation between the two Houses. The 
Executive is in the other House wholly, 
and I assert here to-night that the work 
we are doing in the shape of private Bill 
legislation, could be, perhaps, as well done 
by a committee of experienced or expert 
men appointed to look over private Bills, 
as it is by us. We are nothing but a 
legislative body, and, properly speaking, 
we do not share in the Executive labors 
of our country. Therefore I maintain the 

osition I have taken, that although this 

ouse is composed of men of a superior 
class, we do not occupy as high a position 
in the estimation of the country, as the 
other House, and the fault that it is so, 
must be in the constitution. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The logical result 
then is, that there must be no Senate. 


Hon. MR. POIRIER—There should be 
either no Senate or a Senate having more 
to do with the governing of the country— 
either the one or the other. If mem- 
bers were returned by the Local Le- 
gislatures, we would be representatives 
of legislative bodies and in con- 
tact with the people in the second degree. 
The Provinces would look to us as being 
something, while at present neither the 
people nor the Provinces look at us as 
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being of any importance in the machinery 
of Parliament. Isay that the Government 
could if it chose to-day, appoint for the 
Province of Quebec, if the majority were 
of a certain’complexion, members hostile 
to the interests of that Province, provided 
that they would go thereand qualify them- 
selves for certain districts. 


SomE Hon. GENTLEMEN—No; you are 
wrong. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Provided such 
men acquired property in the Province of 
Quebec and settled there, the Government 
could appoint them. I do not mean to say 
that they will do it, but I am talking of 
the possibilities, 

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—Are they not a 
responsible government? 


Hon. Mz. POIRIER—Undoubtedly. 


Hon. Mr. ROSS—But those strangers 
who would be appointed by the Govern- 
ment would be bound, according to the 
arguments of an hon. gentleman, by grati- 
tude to support the Government. 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I had forgotten 
the question of gratitude. If parties were 
appointed for a certain purpose, they 
would carry out that purpose. Thanking 
the House for the attention they have 
given to me, I will, with deference to the 
opinion expressed by the leader of the 

ouse, allow my motion to pass on divi- 
sion, or if it is the wish of the majority of 
the House I shall withdraw the motion. 


With the consent of the House the 
motion was withdrawn. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (77) ‘“ An Act to amend the Act 
for the prevention or suppression of Com- 
binations formed in restraint of Trade.” 
(Mr. Power.) 

Bill (103) “ An Act farther to amend the 
Canada Temperance Act.” (Mr. Dickey.) 


The Senate adjourned at 11:25 p. m. 


a 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, April 24th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


Bills [SENATE.] Assented to. 


BILLS ASSENTED TO. 


The Honorable Sir William Johnstone 
Ritchie, Knight, Chief Justice of the Su- 
prowe Court of Canada, Deputy Governor, 

eing seated on the Throne, 


The Honorable the Speaker commanded 
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to 
proceed to the House of Commons and 
acquaint that House: “It is the Deputy 
Governor’s desire that they attend him im- 
mediately in this House; ” 


Who being come with their Speaker, 


The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery 
read the titles of the Bills to be passed 
severally as follow :— 


An Act to authorize the Toronto Savings Bank 
Charitable Trust to invest certain funds. 

An Act respecting the Board of Trade of the City 
of Toronto. 

An Act respecting the Erie and Huron Railway 
Company. 

An Act to amend “ The Patent Act.” 

An Act to amend ‘‘ The Copyright Act.” 

An Act to amend the Act incorporating the Mani- 
toba and South-Eastern Railway Sonipan ; a 
m Com- 


An Act to incorporate the Rainy River 
the Brantford, Waterloo and 


pany. 
An Act respectin 
Lake Erie Railway Company. 

An Act to incorporate en Sound and Lake 
Huron Railway Company. 

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Victoria 
and Nault Ste. Marie Junction Railway Company. 

An Act to confirm an agreement between the 
Montreal and Western Railway Company and the 
Canadian Pacific Railway essa peek 

An Act respecting the Confederation Life Associa- 
tion. 

An Act respecting the Summerside Bank. 

An Act to incorporate the Grand Orange Lodge of 
British America. 

An Act respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara 
Central Railway Company. - 
An Act to incorporate the Interprovincial Bridge 

Company. 

An Act respecting the Calgary Water Power Com- 
pany (Limited). 

An Act further to amend the Adulteration Act, 
chapter one hundred and seven of the Revised 
Statutes. 

An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company of Canada. 

An Act to incorporate the North Canadian Atlantic 
Railway and Steamship Company. 

An Act to grant certain powers to the Chambly 
Manufacturing Company. 

An Act respecting Agricultural Fertilizers. 

An Act to incorporate the Montreal Bridge Com- 


pany. 

An Act to incorporate the Calgary and Edm nton 
dd à Company. 

An Act respecting the Napanee, Tamworth and 
Quebec Railway Company, and to change the name 
of the company to ‘The Kingston, Napanee and 
Western Railway Company.” 

An Act to incorporate the National Construction 
Company. 

An Act respecting the Columbia and Kootenay 
Railway and Navigation Company. | 

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Domi- 
nion Mineral Company. 
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An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Im- 
perial Trusts Company of Canada. 

An Act to amend the Act to incorpomate the River 
Derroit Winter Railway Bridge pra sek and to 

the name of the Conipany to the River Detroit 

Railway Bridge Company. 

An Act respecting the Central Ontario Railway. 

An Act to confer on the Commissioner of Patents 
certain powers for the relief of Samuel May. 

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the 
Saskatchewan ene and Mining Company. 

An Act to prevent the Disclosure of Official Docu- 
ments and Information. 


To these Bills the Royal Assent was pro- 
nounced by the Clerk of the Senate in the 
words following: “In Her Majesty’s name, 
His Honor the Deputy of His Excellency 
ne Governor General doth assent to these 

ills.” 


The Deputy Governor was pleased to 
retire, and 


The House of Commons withdrew. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Bill (125) “An Act respecting the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company of 


Canada.” (Mr. Ogilvie.) 
THE INSPECTOR OF PENITEN- 
TIARIES. 


INQUIRY. 


Hon. Mz. BELLEROSE inquired— 


Ist. Whether the salary of J. G. Moylan, Esquire, 
Inspector of Penitentiaries, has been increased during 
the last four years ? 

2nd. If so, in what month ? 

3rd. What year ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The salary was 


increased in the month commencing with 
the financial year 1889. 


MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved— 


That J. G. Moylan, Esquire, Ins r of Peni- 
tentiaries, be summoned to the Bar of this House for 
examination in reference to certain statements made 
by him in his Report to the Honorable the Minister 
of Justice for the year 1889, in regard to the British 
Columbia Penitentiary, and particularly in reference 
to the evidence taken at Victoria, B.C., in the month 
of September of that year. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have a letter 
here from Mr. Moylan which I propose to 
read to the House and it will be for my 
honorable friend behind me to state then 
if he desires to proceed further with his 
motion. Mr. Moylan writes to me as 


follows :— 
Daty AVENUE, 22nd Arpil, 1890. 
‘DEAR MR. ABBOTT,—It was with tsurprise I 
heard this morning, that the Honorable Senator Mc- 
snes ee taken strong exception to some statements 
5 


I made in my last 
certain charges against the management of the 
Columbia Penitentiary. I wish to disclaim as em- 
phatically as I can all idea of reflecting in such report 
upon the Honorable Senator’s action, or of referring 
to him disrespectfully in any way. I had no such in- 
tention, and I deeply regret that the language I used 
has been construed as applicable to him, a construc- 
tion which I never contemplated, which I assure you 
I never intended and which I now repudiate and deny. 


“Yours very trul 
“JAS, G. MOYLAN. 
‘*Hon. J. J. C. ABBOTT. 


“The Senate.” 

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I have never 
even thought of injuring the Inspector of 
Penitentiaries, and I may say | have never 
even thought of injuring any man; but 
gentlemen know the circumstances in this 
instance, the circumstances in other in- 
stances they are not aware of. I have 
always been charged with meddling with 
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, and I 
never could get an investigation to show 
that I was not. The House having shown 
a disposition to support my views on this 
occasion, Mr. Moylan has been forced to 
withdraw those insulting, and, I may say, 
libellous reflections on a member of this 
House and consequently on the Senate, I 
have no objection whatever to terminate 
here the proceedings I have begun. Iam 
happy to be able to do so as far as the 
Inspector of Penitentiaries is concerned, 
because I hope it will show to the House 
that I have no animus in anything I have 
done or which I may yet have to do 
against that individual. 


Hon. Mr. POWER think that the 
termination of this difficulty which has 
been reached is a satisfactory one, but I 
rise for the purpose of suggesting that the 
letter should appear on the records of the 
Senate. It should appear that the hon. 
gentleman from Delanaudiére made his 
motion, and thereupon this letter was sub- 
mitted, and in consequence of the fact that 
the letter had been submitted the hon. 
gentleman withdrew his motion. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—My intention 
was to move that the letter be printed in 
the Minutes. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—The letter will go 
into the Debates of course. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It should be in the 
Minutes. 


Hon. Mr. MoINNES (B.C.)—I may say 
that I was not a party to the course 
adopted by the hon. gentleman who has 


report tomy Minister, respectin 
British 





just moved in this matter. I had no idea 
that he was going to puta notice on the 
paper calling upon the Inspector to appear 
at the Bar of the House. This was 
done on his own I 
I 
rise for the purpose of calling attention to 
the fact that Mr. Moylan is only an official 
of the Government, and, as fur as his 
apology is concerned it is all right. No 
hon. gentlemen could expect anything else, 


responsibility ; 
than to make such an apology as he has 


never was consulted in the matter. 


made to the leader of the Senate, but that 
report of his was submitted to his chief, 
and the Minister of Justice fathers it. I 
do not think that it would be derogatory 
to the high standing of the Minister of 
Justice to send a letter to the Senate dis- 
claiming any intention of insulting any 
member of the Senate or the Senators as 
a whole. He owes it to himself and to the 
leader of this House, and he owes it to this 
House more particularly after the unan- 
imous expression of opinion here by every 
hon. gentleman who spoke some four or 
five days ago on this subject. Had there 
been a division of opinion, it would be a 
little different, but the construction that 
the Mail and other newspapers placed on 
the report confirmed the construction put 
upon it by the hon. gentleman from DeLa- 
naudière, the hon. gentleman from Halifax, 
a countryman and co-religionist and who 
has been on the most friendly terms for a 
great number of years with the offender, 
(and all those things had to be overcome) 
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa (Mr. 
Scott) and the hon. gentleman from Mille 
Isles, every hon. gentleman that spoke 
here confirmed the impression that was 
made on me, that the Inspector intended 
to make a gross attack on me as an indi- 


vidual, and on the Senate as a vos 


There was only one opinion, notwithstand- 

ing the extraordinary efforts put forth by | 
our leader to put a different construction 
upon it. In view of all that, it is but fair 
and just to the Minister himself, to the hon. | 
gentleman who leads this House and to the | 
Senate, that the Minister of Justice should 





man, an old journalist who knows pre 
cisely the meaning of what he writes, I 
think it is only fair and just to all parties 
that some acknowledgement should be 
made by the Minister ot Justice that he 
never intended, in the report issued by his 
authority, that there should be any reflec- 
ee on this House or on any of its mem- 
rs. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—I regret that the 
hon, member desires to push the thing 
further than it has been pushed. I do not 
see what is the responsibility of the 
Minister. He has the ordinary responsi- 
bility of a Minister of the Crown and on 
that responsibility we can judge him and 
we can vote want of confidence against him 
if we choose to do so; but he has not 
insulted a single member of this House; 
he has not even supported the man who, 
we thought, had insulted the House, since 
he came to the conclusion himself that 
there was no insult in the matter com- 
plained of. We can have our opinion f 
the Minister of Justice and we can express 
that opinion by a vote against the report 
of that Minister or any other Minister, but 
to exact that he should write an apology 
to this House when he has committed no 
crime, is further than this House is pre- 
pared to go. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The other day, 
in order to shorten the discussion on this 
matter, I failed to express my views, and 
Ido not want to do so now. When my 
hon, friend opposite (Mr. McInnes) showed 
me Mr. Moylan’s report I expressed to bim 
the same opinion with regard to it as the 
leader of the House did—that it certainly 
did not apply to him, and I think, after the 
avowal of the Inspector himself, and after 
the language used by the hon. gentleman 
from British Columbia in this House under 
the Br lvstere he has in Parliament, stig- 
matizing the Inspector’s conduct in the 
way he did, and, after the excuse the 
Inspector has made, saying that he never 


make some reparation for what has gone| intended to reflect upon the hon. Senator, 
abroad in the report, under his sanction. | and had no reference to him at all, I think 
I said the other day, I believe he never this matter has gone far enough. I believe 
read it und never meant that such/that if the vote of the House had been 
a construction should be placed upon it.| taken on the question when it was first 
It should be remembered that this is not, before the House instead of being unani- 
the first or the second time that this same | mous in the matter, a contrary vote would 
official has been guilty of such conduct.| have been recorded. 





Hon. Mr. DEVER—I think it is time 
that this aie was blotted out; at the 
same time if I thought any offence had 
been given to us individually, or collecti- 
vely as a Senate, I would be inclined to 
resent it; but as the Inspector states that 
no possible offence was intended towards 
the hon. gentleman, the matter falls to the 
ground. Under the circumstances, I would 
suppose that the gentleman who got 
this ample apology declaring that nothing 
offensive was meant or intended, he should 
be satisfied, and the House ought to be sa- 
tisfied withoat going further. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I cannot ac- 
eept the view entertained by the hon. gen- 
tleman from Mille Iles. Itis well known that 
by our constitution public officers are not 
responsible to Parliament; it is the chiefs 
of the Departments who are responsible, 
and what ever offences a servant of the 
Government may perpetrate it is always to 
the chief we have recourse for redress. In 
this instance the Minister has put his signa- 
ture to the report. He gaveit the authority 
of the Minister of Justice. The book is 
before us; it is not here because it is 
signed by Mr. Moylan, but because it is 
the report of a Minister responsible to 
Parliament, so that in this instance, it is 
not Mr. Moylan, but the Minister of Justice 
that is the guilty party. It may be an- 
swered, why did you not accuse the Min- 
ister? I did not like to do so then, 
because I thought, as I think now, that 
Mr. Moylan is guilty of writing the report. 
When we try two criminals, we begin first 
with one, and when that one is disposed of 
we then take up the other. In this case I 
followed that course, though I must ack- 
nowledge it was not my intention to go any 
further, and make any charge against the 
chief of the Department. There may be 
different views in the House as to whether 
that is all that should be done. The ques- 
tion being put as to the Minister it is 
better for him to meet the objection fairly, 
and fairly it must be acknowledged that 
the Minister is responsible for this insult 
to an hon. Senator, and a breach of the 
privileges of this House. I hope my hon. 
triend from British Columbia will let the 
matter drop. It is well known that we oppo- 
sition members have succeeded in bringing 
the Inspector to the notice of Parlia- 
ment, and I hope my hon. friend will not 
PR his course, although I think he 
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is right, and for this reason: Did not the 
leader of the House state last year that Mr. 
Moylan had received three punishments 
for the breaches of privileges of which I 
had been the victim? First, that he had 
been reprimanded ; second, that he had 


received a letter of reproof, and third, that 


he had been deprived of an increase of 
salary. The Inspector has since received 
his increase, and where is the punishment 
if he received the reward the next year, 
after having been charged with the 


grossest offence that an officer could be 


charged with, and I am the party who 
accused him? He was again charged on © 
Monday last, by the hon. member from 
Mille Iles that in the investigation at St. 
Vincent de Paul he had acted as both judge 
and accuser. In my opinion the. best thing 
the Government could do with Mr. Moylan 
is to superannuate him or put him in some 
other position for which he is probably 
better fitted. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—We cannot cer- 
tainly ask the Minister for an apology, nor 
can we punish him when Mr. Moylan him- 
self says he had uo intention ef insulting 
the hon. gentleman from New Westmins- 
ter, and the Minister of Justice gives the 
same interpretation to his report. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I hope the hon. 


gentleman from New Westminster will 


accept this letter as closing the incident. 
I do not look upon the constitutional ques- 
tion inthe same way as the hon. gentleman 
from Delanaudière or as the hon. gentleman 
from New Westminster. ‘The Minister of 
Justice, and the leader of this House also, 
were held responsible for the report of 
Mr. Moylan. Now, Mr. Moylan sends a 
letter here whichis regarded by the House 
at large as a satisfactory apology. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—It is not an apology ; 
it is an explanation. 


Hon. Ma. POW ER—It is an apology. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—It is only an 
explanation. 


Hon. Me. POWER-— We will not quar- 
rel over a small question like that but wo 
must give the Minister of Justice and the 
leader of this House credit for this apology. 
The apology has come through their 
hands, and they are to a certain extent 
responsible for it as they were responsible 
for the previous offence, and the letter 
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should close the incident as far as the 
House is concerned. Asa mere matter of 
practice I think the letter should appear 
on the Minutes of the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It will. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—It will appear in 
the Minutes that the hon. gentleman from 
Delanaudiere moved his motion that Mr. 
Moylan be called to the Bar of this House; 
this letter is submitted, and if I am allow- 
ed to make the suggestion, or if my 
suggestion is not a good one, some other 
may be made, some gentleman should 
move that the lotter submitted by the 
leader of the House be inserted in the 
minutes, whereupon the hon. gentleman 
withdraws his motion and that will explain 
the whole-transaction. 


Hon. Ma. BELLEROSE—I move that 
my motion be withdrawn and that the 
letter be accepted as a sufficient apology? 


Hon. Mr. SPEAK ER—Would it not be 
the simplest mode if the motion made by 
the hon. gentleman is recorded, and it 1s 
entered in the Minutes that the leader laid 
a letter on the Table of the House; it will 
then appear in the Minutes that thereupon 
the motion was withdrawn. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I enquired of the 
Clerk of the House and he told me that 
that would be the course—having laid the 
letter upon the Table of the Houseit would 
appear in the Minutes. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—That could not be 
done without a motion. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I had no 
intention whatever of pursuing this sub- 
ject any further than bringing it to the 
notice of the House. As I said before I 
was not aware that the hon. gentleman 
from Delanaudiere was going to move in 
the matter at all. He never consulted me, 
and I merely made the remarks I did with 
respect to the Minister of Justice on my 
own responsibility, and it is for the House 
to deal with it or accept it as they please. 
I shall not move any further. I have been 
attacked individually, but that attack is 
made on every hon. member in this House. I 
hold the same views yet. I may say thatif I 
am spared another year the chances are that 
I will bring such evidence with me to 
enable me to formulate charges in connec- 
“ion with alleged gross abuses in the British 
Columbia Penitentiary, that the Govern- 
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ment must grant a commission composed 
of gentlemen entirely dissociated with 
the Government. So that if abuses exist 
they will be righted and the offenders 
punished—if no abuses exist the officials 
will be honorably exonerated from all 
blame. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—With roference to 
what the hon. gentleman from Delanau- 
diére has said as to the Inspector’s salary, 
what was stated at the time was that he 
was entitled to an increase of salary that 
year, and that would be witheld from him 
in consequence of his conduct. The 
increase was $400. That was witheld from 
him for the financial year 1887-88. I think 
that was the promise I made. 


Hon, Mr. BELLEROSE—I would like 
to ask the leader of the House to answer 
this question. Last year he made a promise 
in these words, in the Senate, with regard 
to a question of mine with regard to a 
return called for, of papers connected with 
the sham investigation at St. Vincent de 
Paul Penitentiary :— 

‘“ The Government have no objection to send down 


any papers they possess, which at present comprise 
pa the E lish notes of the evidence taken on the 


occasion referred to. The Government are quite 
ready to lay before the House the notes they have in 
their possession, and when they get the French notes 
they will bring them down also.’ 
The House has been three months in 
session and those papers promised by the 
hon. gentleman have not come down yet, 
and I will ask him whether they are to be 
brought down this session. 


Hon. Mn. ABBOTT—Whatever motion 
my hon. friend made, and was passed by 
this House was transmitted to the Minister, 
and I presumed that he had made the 
return required by that motion. If my 
hon. friend will give me a note of the 
demand he made 1 will see if it was sent 
down and if not, why, and if there be any- 
thing more we will produce it. y, 

The motion was withdrawn. 


COMMISSIONER A. F. WOOD'S 
EXPENSES, 


MOTION, 


Hon. Mr. FLINT moved: 


That an humble Address be presented to His Excel- 
lency the Governor General ; praying that His Excel- 
lency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this 
House, a statement in detail of the amount paid to 
A. F. Wood, Esquire, Commissioner sent to investi- 
gate the charges mades against Mr. Ellis and others, 
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in reference to the management and expenses of the| pay for those marriage certificates, with- 
Welland Canal, the number of days employed, the | out license. The fee ai that time was 86 
number of adjournments, the amount allowed per day | f the li 4 of which h 
as salary, also for board, travelling and other expenses. | or the license, $4 of whic went to the 
Also for an noue for ‘une and expe ee Government and $2 to the issuer of the 
1a] t n ey Canals, : 1; 
LE ho ot was furnished to this House last; license. It was stated that 42 of these 
RSR certificates were given, all of which were 
| illegal and which would, of course, loave 
He said : It will be recollected, I think, | upon the children, the issue of those mar- 
by all those who were in the House last! riages, the stamp of illegitimacy. It was 
Session and the Session before, that each | brought to public notice at last by Mr. and 
Session I moved for a statement of the ex-| Mrs. Walbridge of Belleville and they were 
penses incurred by the Government in ref-| bound to prosecute Mr. Wood. Sitting on 
erence to A. F. Wood ad He ee this Chair one of mein this Chamber 
with the Murray and Trent Canals. The! Mr. Wood asked my advice as to what he 
first return came down so late that I was | had better do in view of the prosecution. 
not able to see it; the second return came He did not admit that 42 certificates 
downin time. 1 made my comments on, had been issued, but he admitted that he 
it then, and showed as far as I could show | had issued certificates without license and 
that there was too much paid for the ser-: that marriages had taken place under them 
; | ; 1ag F P i 
vices rs e be give ey ae Rides | ear mere no si at eee ae 
especially in reference ard—that in wan o know what he would do. He 
the places where this gentleman went to|told me he thought that the best thing he 
attend to this business, the public houses! could do was to go home and throw up his 
ee from de 0 00 ‘i day and sen erie 4 eee eee eee ae eye i 
charged more than $2.00, but it seems to! country. vised him not to do so, be- 
have nee no effect, Me my AS is to see | cause I thought it was a political persecu- 
if something cannot be done to lessen the! tion—not because I agreed with Mr, Wood 
expense, as well as to show that Mr. | politically, but because I believed he was 
Wood is not a fit and proper man for the|persecuted. These facts were known to 
position which be held. In reference to | the Premier of the country. They were 
ce eee say nothing ae but I was mer at ne me ne 4 con 
after he was appointed commissioner |and it did strike me that after wha 
for the investigation of the matters con- stated last Session and the Session before, 
nected with the Welland Cunal on the| it was time that those gentlemen should be 
charges made by the hon. gentleman from | stopped from giving this man such a posi- 
Monk, and after hearing the hon. gentle-| ti heh a ld What has he done? 
, an -| tion as he has held. at has he done 
man’s remarks upon it, and seeing no I see from the Belleville Intelligencer that 
ort, except the one that was in the!a certain member of the House of Com- 
Empire and which was not signed and |mons has stated that Mr. Wood was paid 
which was never, [ believe, laid upon the | for 190 days at $10 a day, besides expenses, 
table of this House, to again ask the |amounting in all to $3,056.36, or at the 
ivilege of allowing the House to h te of 818.67 per day. 
privilege of allowing the se ave | rate o .67 per day. 
a statement of the amount of the ex-, Now, ifthisis true—I do notsay itistrue 
penses in connection with that inves-|—that that gentleman took 190 days pay 
tigation. That commissioner should never | for attending to that matter, it strikes me 
have been appointed. I am surprised there is something wrong about it. At 
at my hon. friend, the leader of the|all events, after hearing the first report of 
Government, as well as my bou. friend: Mr. Wood, and comparing it with what 
the no . arene ce that | was ra it Abe Paper as à es 
gentleman’s actions heretofore, having con-| report, I am satisfie athe was notthe 
sented to placing him in such a responsi- proper person to send to make that invest- 
ble position. Some years ago — [ am|igation. lam satisfied that every attempt 
obliged to make this statoment to show |was made on his part to cover up the 
the reason for the course I am taking—|faults of those whose conduct was being 
Mr. Wood was removed, from some cause|investigated. It is evident that if Mr. 
or other, from the post office at Madoc, | Moylan, in his report, reflected upon the 
and, at the same time, he had been guilty | hon. member for New Westminster, Mr. 
of issuing marriage certificates and tuking | Wood has, in his report reflected more 








570 Commissioner [SENATE] A. F. Wood's Expenses. 


strongly upon my hon. friend from Monk,| Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—No, I am not 
and if any man that I know should be going over the old story; and I will re- 
brought to the bar of the House, it is Mr. | mind the hon. gentleman that I do not 
Wood himself. I am satisfied, from all|trouble the House with as many old 
the information I can obtain, that the hon.| stories as he does. My hon. friend from 
gentleman from Monk was justified in|Trent gives a very bad account of Mr. 
making the charges that he made in this} Wood’s conduct. I do not know that I can 
House. Iam satisfied that Mr. Wood is| give a bad account of him; I was with 
not a fit and proper person to hold Her fim for some time, and except that I con- 
Majesty’s commission tor anything what-| sidered he did not admit proper evidence, 
ever. I know, and I believe the Minister of |I cannot say that he failed to conduct the 
Customs knows, that there are other things | investigation properly. The hon. gentle- 
against the gentleman, which, if brought | man gives him credit for making two re- 
to light,-would not make him look very | ports, and says that he only saw the first 
well in the eyes of the public. He should |one. I understood the leader of the House 
never have been appointed, and I believe | to say that he did not know whether the 
he is just the sort of man, if a good sum | second document was a report at all. He 
had been held out to him,who would make a | said further that the second report was 
fulse report or would so manage it as to sent to the Department after the other 
cover up, as far as possible, the sins of| was laid on the Table. I did not like to 
those whose conduct he was sent to inves | contradict him then, and I would not like 
tigate. He may be fit for such work |to say that he stated what he believed 
on the principle of setting a rogue to| wus not correct at the time, but I would 
catch a rogue. My objectin including the | say to the House that that second report, 
last two investigations is this: perhaps a | from the best information that I can get, 

ortion of the 190 days was spent on the | has been in the hands of the Government 

rent and Murray Canals, and, if 80, it since the 30th January last, and the first 
should be separated from the other. It is | Teport was laid on the Table of the House 
evident that he is fattening at the public jon the 3rd or 4th of March, so my hon. 
expense. It is no more thanright that the friend was not correctly informed on that 
Government should endeavor to employ point. The second report has not been 
good, faithful and true men and pay them | laid on the Table of this House yet. The 
liberally, but $15.67 a day is a little tuo | public have paid for it and it ought to be 
much for this country to be paying a|submitted to Parliament. My hon. friend, 
commissioner. He has put down even 25 | the leader of the House, said some time 
cents fur stationery in one of his reports. | ago, “I hope my hon. friend will dismiss 
While we are willing to do everything in| from his own mind, and will also assist me 
our power to advance the material interests/in removing the impression from the 
of the country by constructing railways | minds of hon. gentlemen that the Govern- 
and canals, we should be careful not to| ment is acting or feels in any way different 
incur needless expense in connection with | from what he says it ought to feel. The 
those who are appointed to look after | Government has nothing to conceal in the 
them. I believe in giving them a fair| matter.” I stated in this House two or 
allowance but not an extravagant sum./| three different times that I could not see 
We must economize, it we are to become a | that the Government had anything to con- 
great country: we must be careful of our|ceal in the matter, but if they withhold 
expenditure. I would rather see $100,000 | from the public certain public documents 
spent on canals and railroads than $100 that should be laid on the Table, I must 
spent in the way it has been done on |begin to suspect there is something to 


r. Wood. conceal. Why is not this second report 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have no objec- laid on the Table? My hon. friend said 
tion tothe ROUON. the other day that this matter was under 


| the consideration of the Government and 

How. Mr. McCALLUM—I will not oc-| that he would inform me what the decision 
cupy the time of the House very long | was as soon as it was arrived at. It had 
about this matter. then been under the consideration of the 
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Is it the old|Government for two months and it has 
story ? not been laid on the Table yet. I hope 
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he will bring it down and with it the report | the first report, and thoy got him to make 
of the evidence taken at the investigation, | a second one, and in that he comes right 
so that the people may be the judges | down pretty close to the evidence, because 
whether my statement is sustained by the he states that a large amount of money 
evidence. What does the second report} | could be saved which is at present wasted 
say? It says that the Government of this|on the Welland Canal. He comes down 
country is wasting $20,000 a year on the | pretty near te what I stated. We have 
Welland Canal. ‘That is a serious matter, | the first report, such as it is. He censures 
and if it is true, I do not see why it should | the wrong-doers even there: he says that 
be hid. But let us have this report: let| thy did wrong, but that they did not mean 
the Government acknowledge that it is an|to do it. We have the first report; give 
official report, and not say that they do not | us the second report and the evidence, and 
know whether it is official or not. They |let them go to the people and it will be a 
asked this commissioner to make a second | warning to evil-doers hereafter and we 
report; therefore it must be official. By will get a proper administration of the 
acciden’ it got into the newspapers ; other- | public works of this country. 


wise we would not have known anything! Hox, Mr. ABBOTT—If the hon. gen- 
pue eet all, I phen ree, epee QU tleman had moved for the second report, 
Se ma hee ed ees ee à i or called my attention to it after the little 

ouse, that the evidence taken at that! giscussion that took place here, I would 


investigation be laid upon the Table and | .,doubtedly have endeavored to get it,but 
then it will be for the Printing Committee woke did nee mention itto me aati and it 
to have it published. If it is published, was informally discussed, it never occurred 


the money will be well expend . Tt will to me afterwards. However, I have made 
show to the people of this country how an | 9 note of it and will enquire what decision 
important public work has beon conducted | 5 been arrived at. There can be no objec- 
under the management of the parties, Who | tion to bringing down the evidence, but for 
are still, I am sorry to say, in charge ofit,| tems sake, it would be better for him to 
afterall that has been shown against them. | {2 notice on the paper calling for it. 
The Government has had plenty of time to LA will be a big job co ying such a volu- 
know whether my statements to this House |): ong report. and will take some time, 
ie ) 


are correct or not. If they are correct, | bus if the hon. gentleman requires it the 
why are these parties kept in their posi- report must be brought down 


tions conducting an important public 

work? I have stated in this House, and| Hon. Ma. McCALLUM—I will read 

I stand by every word I uttered, that this | what the hon. gentleman said on the occa- 
sion to which I have referred: “If the 


man Ellis took $3,250 for himself, and 
that he wasted $33,672 of the public Government determine to treat this as an 
official report, it will be laid before the 


money, as far as I could get at it, and I | é 
am satistied from what has come to my| House. In a few days the decision will be 
knowledge since, that I did not get at 5|arrived at.” I depended on my leader 
r cent. of the wrong-doings on the laying that on the Table; that is why I 
Welland Canal. I donot want to take up/did not move in the matter at all. Does 
the time of the House telling anold story,|the hon, gentleman require me to give 
but if my hon. friend will lay the two|notice? There is his own promise. I 
reports on the Table with the evidence | depended on him before, and I will depend 
taken at the investigation, I am willing to |0n him now if he says he will bring down 
diecuas it clause by clause and show the| the report. 
people of this country that my allegations; Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
are true. This gentleman, to whom a little unreasqnable. I bave not bad any 
the motion refers, in his firat report, | information as to the decision about this 
Misquotes evidence in order to hide facts | report, and if my hon. friend desired to 
from the Government of this country|have it, he sits near me and he might 
that they should know. I cannot imagine | simply have said to me: “ Have you heard 
why he did it. I cannot believe for a! anything about the report?” I confess it 
moment tbat it was an error of judgment: ' passed out of my mind, but now that he 
there must be some other ground for it. | has reminded me of it I will enquire what 
The Government were not satisfied with | has been done; but as respects the evidence, 


ee ee 


The motion wasagreed to. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMIS. 
SORY NOTES BILL. 


TRIRD READING. 


The Order of the Day being called— 
Third reading Bill (6) “An Act relating 
to Bills of Exchange, Cheques and Promis- | 
sory Notes,” as amended, | 

| 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: As the House 
is aware, when we completed the very ex- 


it was wrong, and it was made to read that 
if a bill was drawn of this description and 
dishonored by non-acceptance or non-pay- 
ment, then in the case of non-acceptance it 
must be protested at the place where it 
was presented for acceptance, and if dis- 
onored by non-payment it must be pro- 
tested at the place where it was payable. 
After a long discussion, trying to find out 
what was the reason for putting it in this 
| shape, we found that it was a clause drawn 
haustive examination that we made of this from an old English Bill which was entire- 
Bill, the House ordered that it be re-' ly foreign to our present practice, and in 
printed, and it has been reprinted. Since | order to do all that is needful, namely, to 
that I have again gone over it carefully | ensure its being protested for non-accep- 
with my colleague, the Minister of Justice, | tance or non-payment, as the case may be, 
and there are two or three pointsin which | at the proper place, nothing more is neces- 
we can still make some slight emendations. sary than sub-section 6, which provides : 
We inserted a provision that if a cheque! « 4 \iN must be protested at the place where it is 
payable to order was paid out of the , dishonored, or at some other place in Canada situate 
drawer’s funds on a forged endorsement, ; Within five miles of the place of the presentment and 
the drawer should give notice of the!“ 00n0r% ®uch 
forgery within a limited time, but we. That applies of course to whatever dis- 
omitted to provide for the case where the| honor occurs. Ifit be a dishonor by non- 
cheque is paid out of an overdrawn account, | ACCeptance the protest must he made at 
There is also a point to which my hon, the place where it is refused acceptance; 
friend from Montreal called my attention, |if it be dishonored for non-payment the 
but which escaped my notice. There is a Protest must be where it was payable. I 
provision in the law that if a billis drawn | Propose to ask the House to strike out that 
on a man whose name is mis-spelled, he ,8¥b-section 6, which has given us so much 
may endorse that bill in the name attri-; trouble, as being unnecessary. There is 
buted to him in the body of the Bill, and | nothing else of importance in this volu- 
if he thinks fit he may also add his own! Minous bill except a word or two in the 
name. My hon. friend from Montreal , Schedules which uses the words “a house- 
suggested that it ought not to be optional | holder in the said district.” Thisis taken 
to state his own name, that he should state | from an Englixh Statute and is not appro- 
his own name as well as the one in the! priate in our form. I move that the Bill 
body of the Bill. In fact there is some, Le not now read the third time, but that it 
irregularity in a man signing a name be referred back to a Committee of the 
which is not his own, and if he does so he | Whole House for amendment. 
ought to be required to put his own name| The motion was agreed to. 
ae he +P Gee Mae made In the Committee, the amendments ex- 
clause which gave us a greit deal of plained were made: 
trouble, sub-section 6 of clause 51. This' Hon, Mk. DRUMMOND—I1 propose now 
clause read in a most extraordinary man- | the amendment of which I gave notice, 
ner, and we took some trouble to amend | which is to strike out the words “except 








it, The clause said: 


When a bill drawn payable at the place of 
business or residence of some person other than the 
drawee, has been dishonored by non-acceptance, it 
must be protested for non-payment at the place where 
it is expressed to be payable, or at a place in Canada 
situated not more than five miles therefrom, and no 
further presentment for payment to, or demand on, 
the drawee is necessary.” 





in the Province of Quebec” in the 5lst 
clause. I think a great deal more import- 
ance has been attached to the effect of 
this omission than it will reasonably bear, 
but whatever it is I think it a pity that a 
Bill which professes to be a general law 
for the whole Dominion should contain an 
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exception in regard to the Province of Dominion is removed, the effect will be 
Quebec. It has been explained to me, by | that the banks and merchants will continue 
legal gentlemen, that there are special to note the protest as usual, except under 
provisions in the Code of Quebec which | special circumstances which will be a 
make it more desirable in that Province'small exception from the general rule. 
that the noting or protesting should be | They will do that to save themselves from 
done by a notary, but as my reading of| any possible contingency with reference 
the Bill as amended would be somewhat | to evidence in a court of law. I believe 
different from that, I would like to say | that a notarial protest is evidence sufficient 
that it appears to me that if my amend- in law in the Province of Quebec, and in 
ment were accepted the Bill would read | the absence of it the evidence of a party 
something after this fashion: “ But it shall; who had given the necessary notices would 
not be necessary to note or protest any be required. That is a serious contin- 
inland bill in order to preserve the recourse | gency to be encountered by a bank, and 
against the drawer or endorser.” Now, | they would elect in 99 out of 100 cases to go 
the question is put to me what effect would | on as they do now, noting and protesting 
this have upon the employment of notar;es | and pay the notarial fees. Such is my in- 
and the payment of their fees? If you terpretation of the law, but it gives the 
go on to clause 93, second sub-section, | power tothe holder of the bill, be it a bank 
you will perceive that in clause 51, as! or a private holder, to elect under special 
amended, the option of protesting and no-| circumstances to waive the notarial noting 
ting lies with the holder. If he elects to and protesting if there is given the holder 
note and protest in the usual fashion clause satisfactory reason why it should be omit- 
92 comes into effect, “the expense of noting | ted, and 1 may say it occurs very often in 
and protesting any bill or note and the! the experience of a mercantile firm or indi- 
postages thereby incurred shall be allowed | viduals to ask for a delay and ask for tho 
and paid to the holder in addition to any , omission of this protest. 
interest thereon.” Now, if that be so,the The Council of the Board of Trade at 
only effect of my amendment would be| Montreal, on the last occasion, when I 
that in exceptional cases of great import-| gave notice telegraphed me as follows :— 
ance to the mercantile community the no-; “ Council strongly objects to (juebec exceptions in 
ting or protesting might be delayed or | clause 51 of Bills Exchange Act, as being inimical to 
omitted altogether. Now there are al neatly prays that Province of Quebec be placed 
thousand cases in which, in the interest of | on the same footing as other Provinces.” 
the merchant or dealer, it is of the great-! In confirmation of that I received from 
est importance that there should Le no the Council at its next meeting the follow- 
protest, and in which he might validly | ing letter :— 
and legitimately refuse to accept or even “Office Board of Trade, 
pay a bill, and the bank or holder is to be |! 10 St. John & 39 St. Sacrament St. 
compelled to note or protest it, whatever | _ “ MONTREAL, 22nd April, 1890. 
he migkt think was the objection to accept-;  #o"- ee noe menstors 
ane OF peine it. I remember when the “Dear SIR,- Referring to telegram sent you on 14th 
Bill was in committee there was a serious | inst., stating that the council nr objects to the 
objection to the short delay between : Quebec exceptions in ap we of Bills of en 
the application for acceptance and tho rs nimes i te the eu 
noting and protesting after it, and | further considered at to-day’s meeting of the coun- 
the reason given by several mer- cil with ie result that I Aer bo sadness yon 
chants was this: there might bo epe- | those exceptions expunged from the Bill. 
cial reasons such as delay in receiving: ‘ The council eadorses of course the provision that 
advice or documents or explanstions by | thore who desire to protest à Bill BO scala 
mail which might make it advisable to | Dale ta being ade nb ase proposed 
refuse acceptance, and for that reason the | to be done in clause 51 as it now stands. 
time was extended to permit him to exer- “Tam, es Sir, ae 

. : . urs obediently, 
cise his option. Now Ihave no doubt, “GEO. HADRILL, 
whatever, that if my amendment is carried | “* Secretary.” 
and this invidious exception of the Pro-;I have further to say that previous to 
vince of Quebec from the application of giving the notice of motion to which I 
the Bill which professes to be for the whole | have already referred, I had the advantage 
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of the opinion of a learned judge of the 
Province of Quebec, and his opinion was 
that the exception in favor of Quebec to 
the general tenor of this Act, was to be re- 
gretted. I have, since that notice was 
given, again seen the learned judge I have 
referred to, and he is of the opinion that 
the notice of motion that I have given is 
one that should be adopted by this bonor- 
able House. I have further to say, as some 
alarm seems to have existed in the minds 
of the notarial profession by what na- 
turally is a misapprehension of the nature 
of the Bill, I had a call from a notary of 
Quebec, who had been deputed by the 
profession to look into this matter, and, 
after a discussion of the amendment with 
him, he professed himself entirely satisfied 
with my view of the matter, and, as I 
understood him, was agreeable to the 
change I propose. 


Hon. Mz. BOLDUC—I could under- 
stand to object of my hon. friend’s motion 
more eusily, if by it he proposed to do 
away with the clause 48, for by that clause 
I see it is provided : 

‘Subject to the provisions of this Act, when a bill 
has been dishonored by non-acceptance or by non- 
payment, notice of dishonor must be given to the 

awer and each endorser, and any drawer or endorser 
to whom such notice is not given is discharged ; Pro- 
vided, &c.” 

So that even if the amendment passed the 
holder of a bill or promissory note will 
have to give notice anyway. In the Pro- 
ince of Quebec we have always been in the 
habit of giving notarial notice, so that 
when there is a law-suit and the holder of 
a promissory note is bound to go before 
the courts, he has an authentic proof that 
the notice has been given; and in almost 
all cases it has been proved that the ex- 
penses are less by protesting through a 
notary thun to keep one or two witnesses 
in the court sometimes two or three days 
to give evidence that notice had been 
served. I do not know that it is the same 
thing in all the Provinces, but in the Pro- 
vinee of Quebec when there is no notarial 
protest the evidence of notice must be 
given in enquête so that the person emp:oy- 
ed to give notice is detained two or three 
days, and the expenses are always much 
heavier than ifthe protest is made by a no- 
tary. This Bill has been circulated through 
the whole Province of Quebec, and I under- 
stand that almost all the commercial cor- 
porations are satisfied with it as it stands, 


and would prefer it rather than the 
amendment proposed by my hon. friend 
from Montreal. Even Mr. Charlebois, who 
was deputed by the notarial profession of 
Quebec to come here and protest against 
the amendment proposed by my hon. 
friend, received a telegram while he was 
here from Mr. McClellan, of Montreal, 
saying : 

‘ Have seen Sir Donald Smith, who says amend” 
ment must be opposed in Senate.” 


And further Mr. Charlebois received 
while here, the following letter from Mr. 
Lafrance, of La Banque Nationale, which I 
will read to the House :— 

‘LA BANQUE NATIONALE, 
“ Quepec, 16th April, 1890: 
‘* J. A. CHARLEBOIS, Eeq., N-P., 


‘ DEAR S1k,—-I am informed that you are going to 
Ottawa to oppose the adoption of Hon. Mr. Drumond’s: 
amendment tothe Bill of the hon. Minister of Justice. 
Do be kind enough to speak on our behalf to the Min- 
ister of Justice to represent to him that the banks in 

neral are satisfied with the system actually in force 
for rotesting notes, &c., andthat the Bill on Bills of 
Exchange and Promissory Notes which has passed the 
Commons protects our interests. in the Province of 
Quebec and that the modification or amendment pue 
posed by the Hon. Mr. Drummond if accepted will be 
the cause of considerable embarrassment to the banks, 
and the holders of negotiable paper will thereby suffer 


great damage. 
‘Vours truly, 
“# P. LAFRANCE. 
‘© Cashier.” 

From what I have learned from commer- 
cial men and bankers since this notice was 
given, I believe that the general opiniom 
of the Province of Quebec is strongly 
opposed to the modification of clause 51 
as it now stands. If the commercial cor- 
porations and banks of the Province of 
Quebec had thought fit to object to clause 
5l as it is in the Bill, we would have 
received many petitions asking us to 
support the amendment of the hon. gen- 
tleman; but he bas only been able to read 
to the House a resolution passed by the 
Board of Trade of Montreal. I am not 
surprised at that resolution, because three 
or tour haa ago the Board of Trade of 
Montreal presented a petition to the 
Quebec Legislature, asking one little 
| favor, which was to do away completely 
| with the notarial profession—ahout 800 or 
900 gentlemen in the Province of Quebec, 
and to repeal 300 or 400 articles of our 
Civil Code. There are in this House 
gentlemen who have a large notarial prac- 
tice in the Province of Quebee and am: 
sure that they will all agree with me that 
the protest made by a notary in nine cases 


+ 
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out of ten saves expense. For these rea-|that an amendment was to be made inthe 
sons I hope the amendment moved by my |law that had worked for so many years 
hon. friend will not be accepted. I may | satisfactorily, protested against the change. 
add, that if the House is under the impres-| A deputation was sent from Quebec, from 
sion that because I am a notary myself I the Board of Trade and the banks, and 
am working strongly in my own favor,| Hon. Justice Casault was asked to draw 
I may say that I have been a notary for|up a memorsndum to send it to the Min- 
eighteen years, and I don’t believe that I ister of Justice. He did so, and presented 
have protested five notes during that time, | it to the Minister of Justice, who was 80 
and I do not expect that I shall protest as| convinced thereby that the amendment 
many more during the remainder of my|would be injurious to the system in 
life. Quebec that he stated that it would not be 


How. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not see | Changed, and the Bill this year has been 
why the holder of an inland bill should not | Prepared 80 as to exempt Quebec from the 
be allowed to protest it by notary or not, operation of this clause. The reason that 
as he pleased. Why should we create|2° Tepresentation was made from the 
this exception in the law relating to Bills| Board of Trade of Quebec this year is, 
of Exchange and Promissory Notes? I do| that when the hon. gentleman from Mont- 
not see why the Province of Quebec should | "41 gave his notice the other day it was 
be exempted from a commercial law that | 20+ thought in Quebec that it would meet 
applies to the rest of the Dominion. It is | With any sold ane ae was supposed 
quite evident that this clause has been| ‘hat the Bill would go through as it is. 

rafted in the interest of the notarial pro- The moment that notice of this amend- 
fession. We have the hon. gentleman from | @ent was given, another deputation came 
Montreal (Mr. Drummond), representing |fr0m Quebec, and was delayed here two 
one of the largest trade centres in the | three days, but the Bill was postponed 
Dominion, saying that it is the desire of until to-day, and they had to return. The 
the banks and of the board of trade that|nOtaries from Quebec came here with 
this exception should not be made, and I representations quite different from that 
cannot for the life of me see why Quebec oe by the aie gentleman from 
should be excepted from the rule whieh|"°ntre8l. | met their representative 
governs all transactions of this kind myself, and either [ misunderstood him or 


in the other Provinces. It is most desirable ne sea See TO neess mis- 
that the law relating to commerce should | Underst im, for to me he did not seem 
be uniform throughout the Dominion. to be in favor of the amendment atall. I 
Why we should force the holder of a note, one nee Bee Hgts piped fr Sty wie mee 
against his will, to go to a notary to have | Ÿ és i pa a ce am sure the AS 
it protested, I cannot sce. If he desires|&entleman could not name one. One 
to risk more expense to prove dishonor eature that must strike the House is that 
he has to bearit himself and why it should the complaint against this clause has come 


be otherwise in Quebec from what it is in only at this late stage of the Bill. It was 
any other part of the Dominion, I cannot! 2°V°F mentioned in the House of Commons, 
) 


derstand. Ih ee because there the Minister of Justice 
oat to justify M yet to see any AU itted that the Province of Quebec, 


had been under this system for many 

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—I regret that | years, and it was working eo well there 
the hon. gentleman from Montreal persists |that there was no reason to change it. 
in his amendment, for I say positively that'The hon. gentleman mentioned that 
it does not represent public opinion in the this amendment would come in conflict 
Province of Quebec. Before he gave notice| with several clauses of the Civil Code of 
of that amendment there was no complaint, Quebec, which would have to be changed, 
either before Parliament or elsewhere.|and it was only when the hon. gentle- 
Last year a Bill, similar to the one now| man gave his notice that members from 
before us, was submitted to the House, but | the other Provinces came to his rescue. IL 
was not carried through. In that Bill the do not see why tney should. It does not 
Province of Quebec was not excepted in|affectthem. The expenses of notarial pro- 
the manner of protesting notes, but the | test in Quebec are not more than the cost 
banks of Quebec and the merchants, seeing | of protest in other Provinces, because as a 
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rule the notes protested come before the 
court, and when they come before the 
court the notarial protest saves the expense 
of bringing witnesses, which idcertainly a 
great deal more than the cost of the pro- 
test. The other Provinces had never any 
cause of complaint on account of our 
system, and why take from Quebec a 
system which has worked well forso many 
years, and docs not affect any other Pro- 
vince ? 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—I regret to see 
that the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg 
‘objects to the law as it is now. He says 
the law should be uniform throughout the 
Dominion. I quite admit that it is desir- 
able that the commercial law should be 
uniform, but, at the same time, I do not 
see that in a case like this there is any in- 
terference with the other Provinces. This 
‘exception “pee only to inland bills, and 
bills in the Province of Quebec. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No;; all over Can- 
‘ada now. . 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—This formality 
relates only to the evidence of proof. Now, 
if you want to make it a general rule and 
say that the endorser will have to pay a 
note after it bas matured, without any 
formality by the holder, I quite agree 
with that. It would be altogether a new 
system, but you adopt the old system, and 
you admit even in this legislation that it 
is necessary to multiply tbe notifications. 
What is a notification? It is nothing 
more than a protest. I believe, in the 
other Provinces you require, if you sue, 
to prove two things, that the note has 
been presented at the place of payment, 
and that thore are no funds there. You 
have to prove alsu the notification which 
you have given to the endorsers. This is 
the protest. The protest is merely a 
notary going to the bank or place of pay- 
ment of the note, and asking if there are 
funds there, and then sending the notices. 


Hon. Mr. POWER.—Wbhy not leave it 
to the holder to protest ? 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE.—Because, under 
our system, we think it is not right to 
leave the proof to the uncertainty of 
parole evidence. And because the agent 
of the holder is an interested party and 
liable to perjure himself. We think the 
authentica.ed protest is not.only in favor 
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of the holder, but of the bank and of the 
endorsers. They are shown that this no- 
tification has been given. They are shown 
that the protest has been served. Ifitisa 
mere notice sent by the holder of the note 
through a third party, then we must come 
to parole evidence, very often given by 
parties interested, and we have always 
thought, in the Province of Quebec, that it 
was safer to have authenticated proof, and 
that is the reason why we want protests 
to be made by notaries, so that they may 
be authentic. The hon. gentleman from 
Montreal says that the Board of Trade 
considers that this legislation is inimical 
to trade. How is it inimical to trade, 
when, as the hon. gentleman admits 
himself, ninety-nine of the notes out 
of every one hundred will be pro. 
tested ? I do not see why we should 
not leave the Billas it is. There are very 
strong grounds in favor of our system. In 
Ontario, I am told by counsel that in most 
cases they do protest. In our Province 
we must protest in every case. And we 
have to do it, because we do not want to 
leave evidence of these facts to the uncer- 
tainty of parole evidence. We are satis- 
fied in the Province of Quebec with the 
law as itis. This legislation has existed 
for a great many years—since the founda- 
tion of the Province, and I believe every 
one is satisfied with it. I do not know the 
name of the hon. judge who gave an 
Opinion against it to the hon. gentleman 
from Montreal, but I know myself the 
opinion of the judges in Quebec, and I 
know the opinion of the leading members 
of the bar, and our leader here, who is 
also leader of the bar in Montreal, can tell 
you the opinion of the bar there. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—TI entirely concur 
with the view of this matter presented to 
the House by the hon. member from 
Lunenburg. I think it is exceedingly 
important that the commercial law of the 
country should be one throughout the 
Dominion. I do not think that the amend- 
ment now before us would produce the 
difficulties which have been so eloquently 
set before us by the hon. gentlemeg from 
Grandville and Lauzon. If we eliminate 
this exception, as proposed by the hon. 
gentleman from Montreal, we will just 
leave the matter in this shape, that every 
merchant in Quebec that likes to protest 
by notary, will have full power to do so. 
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It is not as if by this Bill we say, “ You 
shall not protest bills;” it merely gives the 
privilege to one out of the hundred, who, 
under peculiar circumstances, may see fit 
to hold an acceptance ora bill for a few days 
for reasons quite satisfactory to a mercan- 
tile man. Why should he not have that pri- 
vilege? It does not interfere in the least 
degree with the rights and privileges that 
have been enjoyed hitherto by notaries in 
the Province ot Quebec, and I cannot see 
why there should be such determined 
Opposition to it. Moreover, if it is good 
that this system should prevail in Quebec, 
then let us have it throughout the Domi- 
nion. We do not want any excellence in 
the law that we are not to be made par- 
takers of also; but, when I see clearly and 
distinctly that this amendment will not 
interfere with the way they have carried 
on business for a century in Quebec, I 
cannot see what objection there is to it. 
There cannot be any doubt in the mind of 
any man conversant with business trans- 
actions that in 99 cases out of a 100 bills 
will be protested, and surely the House 
will not say that the 100th man, if for 
particular reasons he wishes to save the 
expense of protest, should not have the 
right to do it. 


Hon. MR. BELLEROSE—I do not see 
the force of the argument of the hon. 
gentleman from Sarnia, or of the hon. 
gentleman from Lunenbarg. These hon. 
gentlemen state that it is necessary that 
the laws on this particular subject in every 
Province should be the same, but if they 
pu an example where the laws of Quebec 

ave done any mischief in any other Pro- 
vince I should understand it. Have they 
cited any case where a notarial protest in 
the Province of Quebec has done any injury 
in another Province? Then, when for 
twenty years past the law of Quebec has 

roved to have been a good law, se 
introduce this amendment? Why abolis 
the exception in favor of Quebec and 
oblige the people of that Province to learn 
a new system when they are so well accus- 
tomed to their old law? These two hon. 
gentlemen ought to know that in the Pro- 
vince of Quebec we have aright to ourown 
civil laws, 80 in that respect you cannot 
assimilate the laws of the Provinces. Then, 
if you cannot assimilate them there, why 
assimilate them on subjects which up to 
this time have worked so admirably? If 
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you change the law in the present instance 
you ought to show that it will be an im- 
provement because before amending a law 
you must show that there is some advan- 
tage to be gained by it. We have been 
legislating for twenty years, these gentle- 
men have voted for all the laws that were 

assed here. They have voted for the. 
aws for our judiciary. Are these laws 
uniform throughout the Dominion? They 
are not, and why did they not take excep- 
tion to them? Did they not votethreeorfour 
years ago for an electoral franchise? And 
in that bill there were exceptions in favor 
of the smaller Provinces. Those excep- 
tions were not for Quebec, but they voted 
for that bill with the exceptions, finding it 
impossible to make the law uniform. For 
these reasons I hope the Committee will 
leave the clause as it stands, as it is the 
law to which we are accustomed. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—My hon. friend 
does not seem to understand the difference 
in this law from other laws. Commercial 
law should be universal, and it is deplor- 
able to think that there should be an ex- 
ception to a principle which should be. 
general everywhere. If it is optional to 

rotest in every other Province of the 

ominion why should Quebec be compelled 
to treat a note differently in order to col- 
lect it? Itis deplorable to have such a 
difference in commercial law in the several 
Provinces, and I must support the amend- 
ment of my hon. friend. 


Hon. Ma. DRUMMOND—TI am ve 
much surprised at the heat with whic 
this proposition has been received. I said 
in my remarks at the beginning that in 
my opinion it would not alter the practice 
except in unusual cases, and that in 99 
out of 100 cases the practice would remain 
as it is now. How anyone could be sup- 

osed to be inimica] to the notarial pro- 
ession of the Province of Quebec who 
holds that opinion pusses me altogether. 
With reference to the Montreal Board of 
Trade, I am not aware what has been their 
action. My hon. friend spoke about them 
wishing to abolish the notarial profession 
in the Province of Quebec. Ido not know 
of anything of that kind. For my own 
part, I disclaim emphatically any desire. 
or intention to injure the notarial profes- 
sion of Quebec, a class for whom I have 
the greatest respect. Some legal members 
of the Senate have spoken on this ques-. 
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tion; not one of them has touched for a 
moment the argument that 1 presented, 
which was the option being left in the hands 
of the holder whether to protest or not, 
the costs of the protest, if he does protest 
being exigible as before, and even the fees 
as heretofore established being still pre- 
served, wherein can the notarial protes- 
sion suffer, except in the remote case 
which, as I have said, would be about one 
in 100? In ninety-nine out of 100 cases 
the fee would still be collected. The argu- 
ment of the hon, gentleman trom Delan- 
audière, if it was good for anything at all, 
was in favor of the adoption of this system 
for the whole Dominion. That was the 
logical result of his argument which was, 
that notarial -protest did away with 
chances of perjury and other disagreeable 
and objectionable matters. If that is good 
for anything at all, it means that the Pro- 
vince of Quebec is not to be made an ex- 
ception in the possession of this good 
thing, but that it should be applicable to 
the whole Dominion. Any one holding 
that opinion should move that the practice 
of the Province of Quebec be made ap- 
plicable to the whole Dominion, and I 
should expect every honorable man 
throughout the whole Dominion to hail 
that. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—Then make the 
change. 


Hon. Me. DRUMMOND—I have 
objection. 

Hon. Mr. POWER—I have a strong ob- 
jection. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—TIf this Bill is 
amended as I propose, the banks will per- 
sue exactly the same course as they do 
now for their own protection. I do not 
believe that it will affect the number of 
protests to the extent of more than one in 
100, but that one in 100 may be an excep- 
tional case of hardship to which I object, 
a8 a commercial man, to have anyone sub- 
jected. It may be that there are special 
cases in which the holder of a Bill replies 
to all applications to him as to the pro- 
priety of remitting the protestin that case, 
that he is obliged to do it, that if he fails 
to protest he loses his recourse against the 
drawer. In all parts of the Dominion, 
except Quebec, if he elects not to protest 
he does not lose his recourse against the 
maker or endorser, and then all hardship 


ho 
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on gbe part of the maker or endorser is 

ot over by clause 48 which requires abso- 
utely that notice be sent to the drawer 
and each endorser if the bill is either not 
paid or not accepted, which covers all ob- 
jections to the omission of the notarial 
protest. 


Hon. Ma. BFLLEROSE—The hon. gen- 
tleman says that he has no such view as 
wishing to injure the notaries of our Prov- 
ince, I will show him that that will be 
the effect of his amendment. His view is 
that all the laws should be assimilated: in 
that case, we would have to dispense with 
our notaries in Quebec, because in other 
parts of the Dominion there are no no- 
taries. We would have no work for our 
notaries and would have to get rid of 
them. The hon. gentleman does not pro- 
pose exactly that, but he is taking the first 
step towards that end. We cannot t 
those arguments. They are not im the 

ublic interest, and I believe that there 

as been enough of that sort of work done 
already. I hope in this mstance the House 
will support our view that the Bill as it 
stands is in a satisfactory shape. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
have not had the advantage of hearing all 
that has been said with reference to this 
Bill, but it appears to me that as it is in- 
tended to wake the laws on this subject 
throughout the Dominion uniform, there 
is no reason why any Province should be 
excepted from the general law, more 
especially as I understand that the notaries 
are nct likely to be sufferers by reason of 
producing this uniformity. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I find sometimes 
the comments which my hon. friends who 
live under the common law, make upon 
the laws of Lower Cunada, somewhat 
amusing, and not very reasonable, The 
doctrine which my hon. friends lay down 
now is that the law with regard to the 
protest of promissory notes and bills ought 
to be uniform. My hon. friend from Lu- 
nenburg goes so for as to say that there is 
a sacred principle in all commercial law, 
that it must be uniform everywhere. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It ought to be. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
not aware that there are dozen of contracts 
which require to be protested in the Pro- 
vince of Quebec, commercial contracts, 
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which do not require to be protested inj Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
Upper Canada. I suppose the next step| want to understand this question, and I do 
will be to insist that we shall abandon our , not want to be unfair to the Province of 
system and adopt the plan which may|Quebec. Is not this Bill broughtin by the 
prevail in Ontario and Nova Scotia of|Government for the purpose of making 
which we know nothing, and which we do ; the law on this subject uniform through- 
not care ae learning. eu a hon. gentle-| out the whole Dominion? 

man are so determined that the law shall 

be uniform why is Lower Canada to be| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No. 





sacrificed ? Why should they take away 
the laws of Lower Canada and force upon 
us the laws of another Province? Why 
not take away the laws of another Province 


Hon. MR. MacINNES (Burlington)— 
What is it for, then? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The purpose of 


and force upon it the laws of Quebec? The | the Bill is to make a law on promissory 
reason is just as good in one case as in the| notes and bills. There is nothing in the 
other, and it is very bad in both. It is} recital or anywhere else which enacts that 
not a question of commercial law properly | the purpore of this Bill is to make a uni- 
so-called at all. It is à question of pro-| form law for notes and bills. Wegll know 
cedure, nothing more, just aa much a ques- | that the object is to make the law as uni- 


tion of procedure as the mode we adopt in 
suing in Quebec. 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH—So is half the 
Bill a question of procedure, 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—This is as much a 
poser of the procedure for recovery 
rom parties liable for a note, as the issu- 
ing of a writ from the Superior Court to 
compel its payment. So it does not follow, 
if my hon. friend’s argument were sound, 
which I think it is not, that it comes within 
that principle at all. The whole question 
comes to this: shall we keep a mode of 
procedure which we have enjoyed from 
time immemorial in Lower Canada, which 
we understand, and in which we have 
confidence; shall we have that taken 
forcibly from us by a majerity of Parlia- 
ment composed of persons who have been 
equally habituated to a different law? I 
say that is not in accordance with the 
principle that has prevailed in this Do- 
minion so far—the principle which has 
led to the amity and friendship which pre- 
vail throughout the country between the 
inhabitants of the different Provinces. If 


form as we can. We agree to that; we 
think it expedient that the law should be 
as uniform as possible, but I do not agree, 
and I am sure that my hon. friends in the 
Province vf Quebec do not agree, that the 
object of this Bill is to force on the Lower 
Canadians a system of procedure which 
they do not approve of and under which 
they do not desire to live. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—As I understand 
the proposal of the hon. gentleman from 
Montreal it is not to force anything on the 
people of Lower Canada. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—What my hon. 
friend from Montreal says is that there is 
no obligation on the holder to protest or 
not to protest; he says that a man may 
protest or not as he likes. Then what 
about a note which is held by a man who 
does not choose to protest? At whose 
mercy does the man who endorses that 
note in Lower Canada stand ? He stands 
in a position that he does not wish to 
occupy. He stands in the position of 
having no authentic evidence that his note 
was properly presented for payment in due 
time and in the proper manner. He is 
obliged to take evidence of that in which 











at any time hon. gentlemen in this House 
belonging to the different Provinces take| he has no confidence, so that it is not at 
it into their heads that their law is better|all what my hon. friend would convey, 
than the law of Quebec, surely they are that it cannot possibly do harm to the 
not going to bring a Bill into this House! people of Lower Canada, and may do a 
and say, “we think this law is better than great deal of good to other people. The 
the law of Quebec, therefore we insist that | man who endorses x note wishes to know 

our law shall be taken from you and our | whether it has been properly presented, if 
aws forced upon you.” I think that is! it is protested for non-payment. If he is 
the most unreasonable proposition that Lj told by any person who may be picked up 
ever heard in this House. on the street for the purpose that the note 
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has been duly presented, he is not now 
bound to accept that statement and he 
declines to accept it. He wants evidence 
of presentation given by a trustworthy per- 
son. The motion means that the Lower 
Canadian endorser shall be compelled to 
deal with this note as if it had been duly 
pente or in due course, though he may 
elieve it never was presented at all and 
he is obliged to submit to this alien system 
of protest, in which he has no confidence. 
And for what purpose is this House asked 
to force on the whole population of Lower 
Canada, with a very trifling exception, a 
system of law which they do not want? 
he object is to save a couple of shillings 
on one note in 100 notes. 1s that enough 
cause to exasperate the feelings between 
the two Provinces? There is no opinion 
we hold more sacred in Lower Canada than 
our own right to our own laws; no predi- 
lection which is stronger than to our own 
laws. We do not want them taken from 
us except by our own consent, and every 
hon. gentleman can see that if this innova- 
tion is sanctioned by the House, it is against 
the consent of every Lower Canadian who 
sits in the Senate except one or possibly 
two. So that for the purpose of saving two 
or three shillings on one protest out of 100 
we are to have this serious innovation 
upon our system, which if continued, can 
by no possibility do any other harm than 
perpetuate this trifling addition to the 
costs of protest ; but which on the other 
hand will give confidence to a whole 
people in the administration of their com- 
mercial law. One of the hon. gentlemen 
made an admission which appeared to me 
very significant indeed and very appro- 
pes illustrated the argument [| have 
en using. He says that a man who has 

a negotiable piece of paper wants to hold 
it over for a day or two to suit the con- 
venience of the parties. That would be a 
fraud. If the notarial system prevailed 
he could not do it: He has no right to 
hold a note over for two or three days 
after it becomes due ; he must present it 
at once, or he loses the recourse against 
the endorsers. Yet the opportunity of 
tampering with the liability of the en- 
dorsers is one of the objects which an hon. 
gentleman wished to attain by adopting 
this system. How is a man who does that, 
to precelve his rights ‘against the endorser ? 
If he puts the fact on the Bill or notice of 
dishonor that it was presented two or 
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three days too late, he loses his recourse 
against the endorser. Does any one sup- 
ose that he will lose his recourse ; that 
e will not find some office boy or street 
arab to certify that he presented the note 
on the proper day ? 


Hoy. Mr. POWER—Is that the way 
they do things in Quebec ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Perhaps it might 
be if the law were changed. The other 
Provinces may have that immaculate 
character, that there is no body to be 
found in them who would tell an untruth; 
but, at allevents, in Quebec we want proper 
evidence of the presentation of the note, 
and we venture tg doubt that there is any 
pre-eminence of veracity in the other pro- 
vinces. I think it would be one of the 
most unreasonable, one of the hardest, and 
one of the most disintegrating proposi- 
tions that could possibly be carried by 
this House, to refuse to the whole Province 
of Quebec its own mode, the mode it 
earnestly dosires, of protecting itself on 
its negotiable paper, on any ground and 
for any purpose; but still more so when 
it is to save two or three shillings on one 
note in 100. I hope the House will leave 
the clause as itis. [t has received the most 
careful consideration from everybody. All 
the pros and cons have been thought of 
and it is satisfactory to our friends. Why 
should we treat our friends in Lower 
Canada as they would be treated by forcing 
on them a law which is distastefal to 
them, which they do not want, and under 
which they do not desire to live. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Does not the hon. 
gentleman from Montreal think it wiser 
to withdraw his amendment, inasmuch as 
it appears that the apparently harmless 
and trifling change that he proposes to 
this Bill is likely to endanger the whole 
fabric of Confederation ? The hon. gentle- 
man had better withdraw the amendment 
Hee run the risk of a catastrophe such as 
that, 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—After the 
speech of the leader, and the suggestion 
of the hon. gentleman from Halifax, I 
withdraw the amendment of which I had 

iven notice, and I must say that I never 
ad in contemplation any of the murder 
ous purposes which have been suggested 


The motion was withdrawn. 
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Hon. Mr. McCLELAN, from the Com-| INTERPRETATION ACT AMEND- 
mittee, reported the Bill with amendments, MENT BILL. 
which were concurred in. SECOND READING. | 


The Bill th ad the third ti 
and passed "| How. Mn. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (130) “An Act to amend 


THE RAILWAY BILL. 
Morion. 


The Order of the Day being called, 
Committee of the whole House on Bill 


‘The Interpretation Act.” He said: This 
Bill is composed of only four clauses and 
is jintendad. to remedy a difficulty which 
has occurred on more than one occasion 
in connection with the repeal and amend- 


(Z) “An Act respecting Railways.” ment of existing legislation. My _ hon. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: This Bill has/friend from Amherst brought before 
attracted quite a large amount of attention the House a case of this description the 
throughout the railway world of the|other day, where a doubt existed in the 
Dominion, and the Government think that : mind of a judge or courtas to whether the 
it would be advisable to give the railway | repeal of an Act which brought another 
people the opportunity of being heard as| Act into force did not destroy the force of 
to the details of a Bill which makes new |the latter. There are three or four other 
provisions with regard to fences, fire | points of that description which have been 
guards, and other matters. Of course we! encountered, and we desire to have an Act 
could not have the advantage of the skill! passed which will declare what the law is 
of the railway people in the House, and | on these subjects. This also I think may 
therefore, with the concurrence of my col-| be advantageously discussed in detail when 
leagues, [ move that the Order of the Day | it comes before a Committee of the whole 


be discharged and that 'the Bill be referred : House. 


to the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs 
and Harbours. 


The motion was agreed to. 


INLAND REVENUE ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. | 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of the Bill (133) “An Act further 
to amend the Act respecting the Inland 
Revenue, cap. 34 of the Revised Statutes.” 
He said: This is a Bill of about eight or 
ten clauses which is merely drawn for the 
purpose of providing for some details of 
administration. There is no important 
principle of any kind in the Bill: it is 
simply to improve the remedies against 
smuggling and fraud which were already 
provided for by the original Bill, and 
which people connected with this trade 
show such great ingenuity in avoiding. I 

resume that when we come to consider it 
in Committee of the whole House it will 
be enough for me then to describe the pur- 
pose of each clause. I could do it now as 
well as then, if it were thought necessary, 
but I can see no object to bs gained. It 
would be better, perhaps, to take up the 
discussion of each clause in the Committee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 

36 


Hon. Mr. POWER—My hon. friend 
looks upon this as merely declaratory of 
the existing law: it does not lay down 
any new law. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is to make clear 
what the law of interpretation of the effect 
of amending Acts really is. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time, 


TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


SECOND BEADING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY moved the second 
reading of Bill (103) “ An Act further to 
amend ‘The Canada Temperance Act.’” 
He said : I can explain the purpose of this 
Act in a very few words. By the 96th 
section of the Canada Temperance Act, a 
time was fixed tor the Act to come into 
operation after it'was voted upon—that it 
was to come into operation immediately 
after the expiring of the licenses existing 
in the county. After a few years a doubt 
was expressed how it would apply in 
counties where there were no licenses 
whatever. For the removal of doubts of 
that description an Act was passed in 1884 
which contained a section for the purpose 





uting the statutes, that Act was wholly re-|the law in force, and so they left that 
pealed and only the first clause of it re-| Act out of the Revised Statutes. I am 
enacted ; but the second clause which pro-| satisfied, and my colleague the Minister of 
vided for this state of things thereby | Justice is satisfied, that the omission of 
became, as far as the Legislature could do | that Act from the Revised Statutes did not 
it, extinct. That clause was to the effect: destroy the effect of its passage; and we 
that in counties where there were no both think it left the Canada Temperance 
licenses whatever the Act should take! Act in full force in those counties notwith- 
effect inthirty days after the proclamation standing it had disappeared from the 
by the Governor in Council. Noquestion|Statutes. A local county judge had the 
arose upon the Act until very recently, | matter brought before him and he took 
when a County Court judge in Nova,the extraordinary ground, I think, that 
Scotia thought it proper to decide that the | because the Act was not inserted in the 
Act was wholly inoperative because the | Revised Statutes, the force of the Canada 
clause which gave it etfect was no longer | Temperance Act in this part of the country 
the law of the land, and therefore the Act | had ceased again, and it had nolonger any 
did not operate, forgetting that this Act leffect there. It would not do to leave the 
did give, while it was in force, operation | Act in that condition, and if the local judge 
to the Canada Temperance Act in those | thinks it does not apply there, the only 
counties’ where there were no licenses, and | thing I can imagine that we can do is to 
therefore the Act was still in force. It|say that it doesapply, and my hon. friend’s 
became necessary to que from that de-| Bill is for the purpose of doing that thing. 
cision to the Supreme Court bench. That Bill 
appeal is still pending, and it will be ob-| The motion was agreed to, and the Bi 
served that the second clause preserves | Was read the second time. 


any DEN that may arisc under that) he Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock. 
appeal. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—This Bill, no ne 
doubt, has the support of the temperance 











body in parts of Nova Scotia, but I do not THE SENATE. 
know whether the public generally 
approve of it. Ottawa,. Friday, April 25th, 1890. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think my hon.| THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 


friend from Lunenburg does not quite|° clock. 
seize the point. Certain clauses, as I 
understand it, of the Canada Temperance 
Act were directed by their purport to 
come into force at ome ro which THIRD READINGS. 
depended upon the issue of licenses. In 
some counties licenses were not issued, 
und consequently the law would not have 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


The following Bills, reported without 
amendment from the Committee on Bank- 


come into force at all, and we would have | 78 ote rue were read the third 
had a small section of our Dominion which ums RES Sarna a | 

was not subject toits provisions. To meet|_ Bill (73) “An Act to incorporate the 
that difficulty a Bill was passed which | Dominion Safe Deposit, Warehousing and 
brought those clauses into force in that | Loan Company, Limited.” (Mr. Scott.) 
section of the country, although the| Bill (63) “An Act to incorporate the 
license system had not commenced there; | Home Life Association of Canada.” (Mr. 
and the Act expressly enacted that from | McKindsey.) 

and after such a date the Canada Temper- 

ance Act shall apply to such and such BILL INTRODUCED. 
counties. When the revision of the 

Statutes took place afterwards the revisers| Bill (BB) “An Act further to amend 
did not put that short Act into the Con-|the Indian Act, cap. 43 of the Revised 
solidated Statutes. It had performed all|Statutes.” (Mr. Abbott.) 
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GEORGE T. SMITH RELIEF BILL. | The provisions, however, which it contains 
are very important indeed. They afford 


THIRD READING. a large additional measure of protection to 


The Order of the Day being called, |# Class which meets with public sympathy 
Third Reading Bill (98) “ An Act to con-|in the greatest possible degree, young girls 
fer on the Commissioner of Patents certain | Of. immature years, who are peculiarly 


powers for the reliefof George T. Smith,” |8ubject to temptation and even to outrage : 
in those respects the protection afforded by 


Hon. Me. MacINNES (Burlington) | this Bill is very much increased. The age 
moved— at which consent may be given is raised 
That the Bill be not now read the third time, but | 10 à more reasonable one, and the punish- 
that it be amended by inserting after “acquired ” the ment of outrages upon this class of 
De by assignment, user, manufacture or other.‘ Lorsons is made more severe and the 
| | Crimes are better defined, and therefore 
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, more easily punished. I think when we 
as amended, was read the third time and | come to consider the details of this chap- 


passed. ter we shall find it a great improvement 
in the criminal law, and I hope when we 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL. | come into committee that the House will 
SECOND READING. be prepared to accept, or at all events to 

discuss with indulgence, the amendments 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second which I propose to offer. The third 
reading of Bill (65) ‘“ An Act further to; chapter is mainly devoted to the preven- 
amend the Criminal Law.” He said: This ; tion of an evil which seems likely to en- 
is a somewhat comprehensive amendment | croach upon us, that of Mormon polygamy, 


to the Criminal Law, applicable to quite 
a large number of the subjects to 
which the various Acts in the Re 
vised Statutes apply, some of them 
of a very important character in- 
deed. ‘Che first division of the Bill, which 
is subdivided under headings applicable to 
the different Acts in the Revised Statutes 
of Canada, applies to escapes and rescues, 
and more particularly to escapes and 
rescues from and in respect of reformatory 
prisons, reformatory schools, industrial 
refuges, industrial homes, or industrial 


there was no provision at all before, and 
with regard to others of which the pro- 
vision is improved. The second division 
applies to offences against public morals 
and convenience, and these make very con- 
siderable changes in the Criminal Law 
in this respect. I think it probable 
that when this Bill goes into com- 
mittee, I shall propose some further 
amendments to that chapter of the 
Revised Statutes, and some amendments 
to this Bill as it stands. There are one 
or two things in it which, I think, will 
hardly meet with the approbation of this 
House, and I propose to ask the Senate to 
change them. There is a question of age, 
which I think is objectionable, and pro- 
bably when the Bill goes into committee. 
we may find it necessary to alter that. 
364 | 


and it is devoted largely to provisions 
against that practice. The next chapter 
is an amendment of chapter 162 of the 
Revised Statutes and applies to offences 
against the person. It is similar in its 
bearing, in many respects, to the second 
chapter, to which I have already referred, 
and deals with analagous subjects. In 
these amendments, also, the age of consent 
is put upon a more reasonable footing, 
the offences are better defined, and some 


additional provisions are made to protect 
| those te pe children and young people 
schools, with regard to some of which | from the 


ind of outrage provided against 
in this chapter. The next chapter has 
reference to malicious injuries to property. 
There is no great alteration in this chap- 
ter: there has been some attempt at fur- 
ther precision ofdefinition, and the offences 
against boundaries are somewhat extended 
and better defined, and so with regard to 
the next chapter respecting threats and 
other offences. The main change which 
this chapter makes in the existing law has 
reference to combinations. Under the law 
as it stood, it was doubtful whether an 
agreement amongst workmen not to work 
was not a criminal conspiracy, punishable 
by criminal indictment as a misdeameanor, 
and as that is not the policy of the country 
or the general tendency of its laws, this 
chapter will prevent the possibility of such 
prosecutions as that. Of course it is pretty 


584 


Criminal Law [SENATE.] Amendment Bill. 





generally recognized that any number of it is the duty of Parliament to protect 
men may, if they choose, agree not to, those who are tuo young and helpless to 
work. The only action on their part! protect themselves, per-ons of mature age 
which it is necessary to provide against should be taught to rely on their own 


sternly and strictly, is the prevention by. 
intimidation or force of other people work- 
ing, and as respects this they are perfectly 
at liberty to refuse to work individually | 
or by concerted action if they choose. 
There a:e a good many clauses to which 
I have not yet referred, but they are 
mainly such subjects as we can better 
discuss at the table in committee. They 
are simply matters of procedure. I have 
referred to all the important matters in 
which the law itself is altered in what I 
have said about tbe first four or five 
chapters. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—I would like 
to ask the hon. Minister whether he will 
consider when the Bill goes to comunittee 
the desirability of inserting a clause res- 
pecting polygamy, to disqualify persons 
accused of that offence from serving as 
jurors? I took a good deal of trouble in 
the early part of the session to prepare a 
Bill regarding Mormonism, and in that 
Bill I had aclause to prohibit persons con- 
victed of polygamy from serving on juries 
or voting in elections. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It seems to 
me that the provision as to jurors would 
be a matter for the Provinces to deal 
with. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD.—Not in the 
North-West Territories. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Certainly not, and 
that is a matter we will consider when it 
comes up incommittee. With regard to 
disqualifying such persons from voting at 
elections, there is a Bill before the Com- 
mons to amend the Franchise Act, in 
which such a clause might be inserted. I 
shall call the attention of my hon. col- 
league to it. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This is an impor- 
tant Bill, making serious modifications in 
the existing criminal law, and I am glad 
to be able to say that I can cordially en- 
dorse nearly all the amendments proposed 
to be made. I was very glad, indeed, to 
hear the leader of the House say that he 
proposed to amend clause 4 of the Bill 
with respect to the age of consent. While 











honor and religions influences to proteet 
them rather than on the criminal law. I 
think that is the sentiment of the House, 
and I am glad to hear that the leader of 
the House proposes to move in that direc- 
tion. There are some other points in con- 
nection with certain clauses under the 
second heading. to which 1 propose to call 
attention when the Bill comes before com- 
mittee. Iam gladthat the Government 
have undertaken to deal with the practice 
of polygamy. It is understood that some 
Mormons have settled in our North-West 
Territories, und the probabilities are that 
if the Grovernment and Parliament of 
Canada did not take some steps to indi- 
cate that they did not propose to allow 
those people to continue to indulge in 
their nefarious practice in this country, 
we might ere long have a wholesale 
exodus from the United States, where 
they are now being followed up ener- 
getically by the law into this coun- 
try. I think it would be a great 
misfortune, and upon this point I am 
pleased that the hon. gentleman from Vic- 
toria has referred to the objection there is 
to have such characters serve on juries or 
voting in elections, It is desirable that no 
one holding views which Mormons do 
should be allowed to vote or serve as jurors. 
Perhaps the House will pardon me for 
reading a letter recently received from 
Utah, written by a most intell‘gent man— 
a Canadian, I understand, who has been for 
some considerable time in that country. 
The letter is very long; it gives a vivid 
picture of the state of things in Utah, 
and a clear idea of the dangers which 
might arise if those people were allowed 
to multiply in Canada, and to live in the 
way that they wish to live. The letter is 
dated 12th April, 1890. It was written to 
a prominent member of the House of Com- 
mons, and it reached him too late to be of 
any use there, 


** Having seen much of Mormonism during the last 
few months I take the liberty of submitting some 
further observations for your consideration in relation 
to that body. 

‘* In the first place, I find that but few Ameri 
comparatively speaking, belong to the body, 
those chiefly from the New England States. The 
business men whose interest it is in a worldly RE 
to maintain Mormonism, are chiefly Englishmen, an 
next in number Scotchmen and then Americans. The 
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rural population is composed chiefly of Scandina- 
vians snd Danes, and next in number come Welsh- 
men with some English and Scotch settlers. These 
people are no more American to-day than when they 

eft their native hills and valleys. They are neither 
Republicans or Democrats, nor do they in any way 
enter into the feelings which animate other people in 
a national sense. The are merely Mormons. They 
never can become loyal to any system of Government 
nor affiliate with any other people. They are taught 
to believe and do believe that Mormonism is destined 
by the Almighty to spread over the whole earth, and 
that the only true Government, and that to which 
they alone owe allegiance, is the Government of the 
Church. The Church system is the most arbitrary, 
exacting and tyrannical of any system I ever heard of 
among English-speaking people. The system was the 
creation of a few cunning Yankees, and I can now 
understand why they so zealously sought for converts 
among the ignorant masses of Wales and the North 
of Europe instead of the populous sections of America. 
No people of medium intelligence could be brought to 
submit to the kind of rule which Mormonism imposes 
on its adherents. Mormons do not go to law with each 
other in the ordinary sense. The bishops or heads of 
states hold courts called ‘‘ bishops’ courts’’ where all 
matters in dispute are settled. As already stated, 
they have no politics, but vote as directed by some 
one whose authority in that respect all recognize. 
Polygamy is not alone the objection to the Mormon 
system. Every Mormon imagines himself, or is taught 
to believe himself a martyr, and that the day of his 
emancipation will come when the Church triumphs 
and takes the place of all other government systems. 
In fine, the system is utterly alien and antagonistic 
to any system of enlightened free government ; hence 
the extraordinary means being resorted to by Con- 
gress and the Government to annihilate the unnatu- 
ral and strange monster. It is a strange spectacle 
indeed at the end of the nineteenth century that the 
Government of free America, in order to check or 
suppress Mormonism, finds it necessary to resort to 
the disfranchisement of a people whose only crime is 
adherence to a faith they have been taughtand which 
is a product of their own country. 


‘* The Edmonds Law has not by any maens been a 
dead letter. Every court is occupied with cases under 
the Act, and the capacity of the penitentiary is taxed 
to make room forthe new convictions. It is only, 
however, in towns and cities that polygamists can be 
caught, and even then only by the sharp exercise of 
the detective’s art. Away out in the beautiful valleys 
of Utah, among towering mountains through which 
the valleys can only be reached by certain passes, are 
scattered more than two hundred thousand Mormons 
living exclusively by themselves, and who have but 
little dread of the Edmonds Law. The detective 
would be cute indeed, and courageous too, who will 
make any headway in breaking up polygamy in those 
remote and secluded valleys. If one believes Mormon 
newspapers and thuse who speak for that people, 
polygamy is no longer practised. No Gentile in 

"tah has any faith in such statements, and if your 
Minister of the Interior were here fora short time, 
he would learn something of the value of the word or 
even the oath of a Mormon in matters of this kind. 
‘Do not lie to each other nor cheat each other ; but 
hold your own with Gentiles anyway you can,’ was 
the advice of Brigham Young years ago, which advice 
is faithfully adhered to. 

‘* Mormons make but little efforts in the direction 
of education—I mean in the way of educatin 
masses. It is true that in town 5 are to be found 


the 


ition of more severe penalties for 
polygamists will not meet the case. Two years or 
ten it will be all the same. Mormon cunning will be 

nal to any law in that respect that may be adopted. 
The law here, as stated, is rigorously enforced, yet it 
is scoffed at. It seems to me before allowing Mor- 
monism to obtain a firm footing in the North-West, 
that the question is of sufficient importance to the 
people of Canada to justify the expense of a commis- 
sion to this country to obtain information on the 
whole question. Mormonisin in this country has had 
but forty years start, yet it has already cost the Gov- 
ernment millions, and the end is yet remote. Prompt 
energetic action now on the part of the Canadian 
Government would be an act of wise foresight. 
Should the time come when the Mormon people in 
the Canadian North-West will become a power in 
elections, rely on it that the party who will pander to 
their interests will get them.” 


I hope the House will excuse me for 
reading that letter, but it was so much to 
the point and so interesting that the excuse 
will be readily granted. With facts like 
those before the House, hon. members will 
be disposed to take the view indicated by 
the hon. gentleman from Victoria and 
make one or two amendments in this Bill. 


Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—Does the Bill 
propose to have a retroactive effect on 
those who have already come in'o the 
country, believing that there is no law 
here against plurality of wives ? Iam very 
glad that the 8th clause has been intro- 
duced into this Bill. I remember havin 
called the attention of the Minister o 
Justice to this offence, cases of which [ 
had found in my own practice, and no law 
could be found against it. It appeared to 
me to beasingular thing that such an 
Lee should be in existence so long 
without any law on the subject. 


West. The im 


rr a ne 
Ce ec’ 








Hon. Mr. MACDONALD — Mormons 
who come into this country and continue 
to live as Mormons, and are convicted of 
the practice are punished accordingly. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
willsee that section 5 provides as follows :— 





‘5. Every male person who, in public or private, 
commits, or is a party to a commission of, or procures 
or attempts to procure the commission by any male 
person of, any act of gross indecency with another 
male person, is guilty of a misdemeanor and liable to 
five years’ imprisonment, and to be whipped.” 


It seems to me that that covers the offence 
‘my hon. friend has referred to. Of course 
the Bill is not directed against any partic- 








educated, well trained-men, but they are the parties|Ular religion or sect or Mormon more 


who profit by the system, 

desire to educate the masses. 
** I observe what has taken 

at Ottawa in relation to the 


lace in the Parliament 
{ormons of the North- 


and it is far from their | than anybody else; it is directed against 


polygamists. In so faras Mormons are 
| polygamists of course it attaches to them. 





I have heard with a great deal of interest 
and pleasure the letter which the hon. gen- 
tleman from Halifax has read. May I ask 
my hon. friend where it comes from ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It comes from Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
read the second time. 


THIRD READING. 


Bill (103) “ An Act further to amend the 
Canada Temperance Act.” (Mr. Dickey.) 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (134) “An Act respecting Fishing 
Vessels of the United States of America.” 
(Mr. Abbott.) 


The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, April 28th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES 
IN COMMITTEE, 


The Order of the Day having been 
called, : 
Committee of the whole House on (Bill V) An Act 


to amend the Acts respecting the North-West Terri- 
torles. : 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
Speaker do now leave the Chair. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I have not 
occupied the time of the House very 
much during this session, but on this 
important question it is my duty to 
speak at some length, and I am ready 
to do so in English if the House will 
allow me to use my notes freely. The 
Bill now under consideration is one of 
great importance, It does not deal with 
one subject alone, but contains no less than 
five, each of them deserving due considera- 
tion. It is not my intention to discuss at 


BILL. 
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this moment all those provisions, to which 


I see very few objections. I will confine 


my remarka to the last but not the least 
feature of this project, that which deals 
with the French language in the North- 
West Territories, a subject to which I 
am bound to give my attention and which 
demands that we should use all constitu- 
tional means to have it settled equitably 
and in such a way as tu bring about peace 
and harmony amongst the people of this 
Dominion. 

This question of the French language 
has over and over again been discussed in 
and outside Parliament and in the press, 
yet, it is always a matter of surprise to 
me to witness the determinatiomof a certain 
class of our people to reject the use and 
even the teaching of French. Its adversaries 
makeuse of arguments which, [ admit, have 
some weight when they are made use of 
against all other languages, but against 
French they are weak, not to say of 
no value. Those people seem to forget 
that unlike every other language which is 
used only in the country whence it comes, 
French is universal; it is called the 
language of Courts. I need not repeat here 
what I said some few days ago Ge the 27th 
ultimo), that this country was French from 
its very boginning, and that the fact that 
the indifference of France had caused ita 
surrender to England could not change 
this fact, especially when a solemn treaty 
between these two great countries had 
recognized amongst many other privileges 
that of a French nationality. [am at a loss 
to understand how it is that in every part 
of the world French is spoken and taught, 
—even in England—while here in Canada 
some of our English-speaking men who 
claim the British Isles to be their mother 
land, will agitate and do their best to 
deprive this country of the use of the French 
language. Are people less intelligent 
abroad than they are here, or is there less 
fanaticism on the other side of the Atlantic 
thanhere? I will not undertake to decide 
But the fact is there, and fact sares tubborn 
things. 

It is not necessary that I should go over 
the whole world and name a number of 
countries where a mixed population, 
speaking each itsown mother tongue, ex- 
ists, living together in peace and harmony 
with each other. What difference, then, 
can it be to our community whether French 
is an official language, whether it is 
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taught and spoken here? French is nsed 
in every part of the universe. Why, 
then, is there so much trouble about it in 
this country ? 

Its importance to-day is a consequence 
of its universality. So universal is it, that 
not long ago, as I had occasion to say on 
the 27th ultimo, from my seat in this 
House, a conference on the important 
du of public health being held in 

ashington, the delegates from different 
parts of the world could not understand 
each other unless they spoke French. 
During this very Session, a conference 
has been held in Berlin on the great ques- 
tionof labor. It was decided, at the very 
beginning, that the discussion should take 
pace in French in order that the delegates 
rom the various countries there repre- 
sented might understand each other. 
After the conference was over und before 
the delegates left Berlin, a great banquet 
was given in their honor; Baron Von 
Berlepsch, Minister of Commerce in the 
German Cabinet, presided. He proposed 
the first toast, “ The various States repre- 
sented at the Conference,” und spoke in 
French. The toast “to the German Em- 
pe ” was called and drank, when 

ishop Kopp answered also in French on 
behalf of the Emperor. 

French was also the language used, so 
far back as 1878, at a congress held in 
Berlin on the Oriental question. 

At the great Geographical Congress at 
Venice, in September, 1881, French was 
again the language which had to be used. 

A few years ago the attention of the 
British authorities was called to this very 
important question of the French language 
which to British statesinen seemed to be 
of so great importance that they advised 


its being taught more and more, as the; 


following quotation will show. In the 


London Times of the 4th July, 1881, there | 
orley to the | 


is a letter trom the Ear! of 
Rev. G.C. Bell, M.A., wherein I find the 
following :— 


‘‘The military authorities having had under their 
consideration the question of demanding and encour- 

ing proficiency in the French language among the 
officers of the army, have come to the conclusion, that 
from the date to be hereafter fixed, and of which fair 
and ample warning will be given, to all whom this 
measure may concern, a knowledge of French, both 
scholastic and colloquial, shall made obligatory 
on all candidates for admission to the various 
branches of the army * * * * At the same time 





| but to-day the idea is a ridiculous Utopia. 


At the great exhibition of 1878, the 
Prince of Wales is re as having said, 
in his address to the English exhibitors : 


‘ Every well educated Englishman can read French 
if he cannot speak it.” 


On this side of the Atlantic, an Ameri- 
ean gentleman, Mr. Siddons, writing to 
the Washington Republican, says : 


‘I congratulate you on the article showing the im- 
rtance and necessity of every officer of the United 
tates Government knowing the French language. 
* * * No one ought to deny that French is the 
diplomatic denen e, that it is the language of every 
man who is we ucated. There is not in the whole 
of the North, and particularly in the East, a single 
family where the French is not taught and spoken.” _ 


* 


I might also quote the names of Mr. 
Edward Everett, a well-known literary 
man in the United States; Mr. Sumner, a 
prominent speaker, and Mr. Longfellow, 
the poet of world-wide fame, all of whom 
have boasted that they knew and spoke 
French. 


Less than a fortnight ago, an election 
took place in Milwaukee, where both 
French and Germans are opposed to the 
exclusive teaching of English in schools. 
Those pretensions were made the platform 
of the election. The Democrats supported 
those views; the Republicans opposed 
them. A hard fight took place on the 
burning question, and the excitement was 
very great. Mr. George W. Peck, a 
Democrat, was elected by a majority of 
5,000 votes. The question of one language 
was defeated, and fanaticism was once 
more punished. 


A gentleman of high standing and great 
learning, a professor at the University of 

ew Brunswick, wrote, in 1885, an article 
wherein I find the following ideas on this 
quest ion— 


“We are forced to admit that two languages will 
always have to be spoken in Canada. hose who 
may have expected in the past that French would 
disappear, may certainly give up such a hope. The 
, thing would have been possible some fifty years ago, 
Let all 

Englishmen admit, with their ordinary good common 
| sense, that in the near future, our greatest politicians, 
| our richest merchants, our best civil servants will be 
'those who have the advantage of knowing both 

languages. Many I know, regret that is so; let them 
i be convinced now and for the future, that the exis- 
tence of two races and of two languages has never 
been an obstacle to the prosperity of any country. 

Does not peace, union, prosperity and abundance 
| reign in Belgium, Scotland and Switzerland. The 

downfall of the Roman Empire did not begin when 


it is intended to request the Civil Service Commission her great men began travelling in order to learn the 
gradually to raise the standard in that language at | different dialects of her colonies, but it began when 
the preliminary examinations.” her people became intolerant * * *” 
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Mr. Villemain said : ham, was not recognized, though its exis- 
“The French language is, and will be the princi pal tence was guaranteed by the treaty of 1763 


idiom through which the whole universe may between England and Fr ance. 
united.” A few years after the Union, an address 


was voted by the Legislature of the then 
Province of Canada, praying Her Gracious 
Majesty for an amendment to the Union 
Act of 1841, to repeal the clause prohibit- 
ing the use of French. This was granted, 
and Lord Elgin, in opening the Legisla- 
ture in 1849, graciously said : 


In a journal of the city of Montreal, bear- 
ing date J uly, 1881, there spears aletter 
from a gentleman named McIntosh, where- 
in I read: 

‘I regret to see your great French Canadian 
leaders seeming to ashamed of their mother 


tongue, but let Canadians not believe that the | 
English people will consider them the more for that. ‘* Je suis fort heureux, d'avoir a vous apprendre, 


On the contrary, they would feel more respect for que, conformément au désir de la Législature Locale 
them, if Canadians would openly affirm their Fie d ad des d nes 4 
nationality, if they would freely acknowledge their | *XPTIME Gans une adresse Ces CEUX chambres QU PAr- 
truthfulness to their flag, their tongue and their | lement provincial, le parlement Impépial a passé un 

acte révoquant laclause de l'acte d'Union qui impo- 


—_—— 


institutions. Let Canadians work so that the officers 
of their country shall learn both languages. ” sait des restrictions à usage de la langue française.” 


Even the Montreal Daily Witness,inits| | have read in French those words 
issue of the 7th instant, favors the speak- which fell from the lips of the then Gov- 
Ing and teaching of both English and) ernor at the opening of the Provincial 
French in Ontario. Let me quote the Logislature, because it is in that language 
passage: that in this instance the representative of 


“Tt was interesting to note the course of the debate | Her Majesty read the Speech from the 
on the French and German schools (in the Legislative | Throne. Let me give you in Eng] ish the 


Assembly of Ontario). It was raised by Mr. Craig, ; Bi : . : : 
who brought the condition of these schools under the words which his Excellency =P oke in 


notice of the Assembly last vear, and who this year French : 

asked the House to pass a Bill making the use of ' 

English compulsory in all public and separate schools, | “I am most happy to have to inform you, that, con- 
except that when the pupils do not know English, the formably to the desire of the Local Legislature, ex- 


French language may be used to a limited extent. pressed in an Address of both Houses of Parliament, 
Even this drastic proposal shows, as was then pointed : : : 
out, that it is impossible to do away entirely with the the Imperial Parliament has passed an Act repealing 


ie of ee French language in the Donne schools, and | the clause of the Union Act which imposed restrictions 
that the most that can be hoped for is the acquisition | on th f the French lan nia 
of English by the French pupils after the lapse of a | 7’ USE & “ae * Sore 


reasonable time. Until English becoines more than , ; ; ; ; 
it now is, the language of the home and of the social No doubt Lord Elgin did aa SOE ired as 


circle in which the children move and grow up it is | he Was, by a sense of justice w ich his 
useless to expect them to come to school prepared to good and kind heart suggested to him, in 
take in learning through the medium of any but the order to heal as much as he could the 


French language, and to deprive them absolutely of à : 
the use of it would be to deprive them of the means wounds which the unjust course followed at 


of obtaining an education altogether. The com-| the timeofthe Union and subsequently had 


>romise embodied in the regulations of the Education : ‘ 
Deaatuveit on the subject are a fair compromise. | caused in the hearts of all true and loy al 


They require that English shall be the language of | Canadians, whether French or English. 
both instruction and discipline, French being allowed | The memory of the administration of 


for certain terms and certain purposes only. The . oar - ° 
further provide a training school for the special nies Canadian affair 8 by ; this noble Governor is 
of French teachers in the counties of Prescott and | still fresh in the mind of every lover of our 
oran they preemie the nee of by neues country. With this nobleman, party spirit 

*WOWeP Classes as e DES eans OI Dr # ° ; Q a] 
ing over for the pupils the gulf between French and had very little chance —English, Scotch, 
English.” Trish or French was of very little conse 
quence if it did not mean justice and equity. 
| Toryism or Liberalism had no preference 
He ca dua) dangagsein with him, if it did not agree with public 
PRIS good. May all true Canadians learn from 
‘It has to lament and condemn the truckling of | this great statosman, how to deal with all 
the majority of the Conservatives in Parliament on | Questions, with which, in a mixed com- 
is munity like ours, we have to deal. If 
adding that the Liberals did no better. so, Canada will enjoy poses, happiness 
By the Union Act of 1841 the French | and prosperity. Her children will live in 
y Pprospernyy. sal 

language as recommended by Lord Dur-;| harmony and good-will with one another. 








A Conservative newspaper, the Calgary : 
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I remember an episode on the arrival in 
Canada of the Marquis of Lorne as Gov- 
ernor General. This noble personage 
having landed in Quebec took the railway, 
now the Canadian Pacific Railway, en 
route for Ottawa. At a certain station in 
Lower Canada where the train had to 


stop for a short time, people of different 


nationalities assembled and an address 
was presented to His Excellency, who gave 
his answer in French. Shouts of “ Eng- 
lish, English!” having reached the ears 
of the noble Marquis, he replied: 


‘“ No, no, gentlemen, I am sure you understand 
"French as well as I do, so itis not at all necessary 
that I should repeat in English what I have said in 
French to you all.” 


It seems every intelligent man present 
understood the great lesson on by the 
Governor, since no more shouting was 
heard, and every one enjoyed the French 
speech and seemed delighted, unlike so 
many others whose fanaticism will not 
allow them to be convinced of the supreme 
ridicule which they cast on themselves 
by their constant efforts to have French 
abolished as an Official language. 

Let me now refer to a letter written by 
a gentleman of this country on this 
same subject. Mr. E. W. Thompson a 
Montreal citizen, deals with this subject in 
the following words :— 


“THE CANADIAN IDEA. 


‘* A Vicorovs ARGUMENT FOR CoRDIAL RELATIONS 
BETWEEN FRENCH SPEAKING AND ENGLISH 
SPEAKING CANADIANS. 


** To the Editor of THE Star: 


‘Sir, —In reproducing articles from Z’Etendard and 
other French Canadian journals on the race question, 
you are, doubtless, rendering good and much needed 
service to the country. English speaking Canadians 
must be the better Tor thorough acquaintance with 
the views of their French speaking compatriots. 
These understand and accept the situation much more 
completely than do English Canadians. French 
speaking citizens do not entertain so absurd a belief 


as that the English of Canada will become French for ' 
any sake. Once the English completely cease to: 


imagine that the French will consent to obliterate 
themselves for the sake of an ideal unity, the under- 
standing and acceptance of facts may becume mutual. 
Then the Canadian idea will be either consciously 
maintained on all hands with the result of a firmer 
national solidarity, or be distinctly rejected by our 
English speaking people with the probable result of 


a ———— ————_— eee ds 


“The Canadian idea is simply that citizens shall be 
forever free to speak the language they choose and 
hold the creed they choose, and advance both as they 
may be able, who place their bodies and goods 
heartily at the service of the Canadian State. 

‘That idea is fully embodied in the Canadian 
constitution, which provides for the employment of 
both the English and French languages in public 
business. Hence those proposing or plotting to ex- 
clude the French tongue froin official use and French 
ideas from all the weight that votes or ability can 
give them in the national councils are exactly as 
untrue to Canada as would be those who might pro- 
pose to exclude the English tongue and English ideas. 

take it that the true Canadian, whatever be his 
origin or creed, will be prepared to resist the revolu- 
tionary doctrine that either race may change the 
constitution with design to facilitate the wiping 
out of the other. Those who talk excitedly of this 
being a British province have to reckon not only with 
those who describe it as a French province, but with 
those English speaking men who regard Canada first, 
just as the English speaking American regards the 

nited States first. Not for Quebec, not for Ontario, 
not for Great Britian, not for French, not for 
English, but for Canada first and always, that I 
beheve to be the intent of the majority of the young 
men, the forces of the present and the rulers of the 
future. And to them a proposal to make Quebec, or 
any other of their Provinces, British is surely not 
only absurd in its impracticability, but offensive, 
exactly as offensive as the proposition to make Lan- 
cashire Canadian or Yankee would appear to the 
people of that country. : 


‘ In opposition to the Canadian idea that a great 
country may be satisfactorily governed and defended 
by the harmonious action of citizens differing in race 
and language, it has been said that there is no 
example of such a country in history. Perhaps the 
assertion should weigh lightly as an argument, when 
we consider what multitudes were slaughtered of old 
time, to maintain the opinion that a State could not 
survive more than one tolerated religion. But it is 
not a fact that we lack historical examples. Nothing 
need be said of Austria, Belgium, Switzerland or 
Grermany—countries notably either prosperous or 
strong, though each includes different races and 
creeds. Scotland also may be left out of account, 
though her people, divided by race and language, 
were always able to withstand the English till both 
crowns came to a Scotch king. For there is one 
country which furnishes the complete example re- 
quired. It is a progressive country in every sense ; 
a country of free law-abiding people, rapidly growing 
in number; a country where men are 80 consciously 
well off that they have made immense sacrifices to 
preserve their institutions. Despite their distinct 
separation in race and language, its people have stood 
shoulder to shoulder in war, successfully repelling in- 
vasion from a much more powerful nation of the same 
race and language with one of their own communities. 
In like manner they have heartily labored together 
In carrying out the most stupendous and costly system 
of public enterprises ever undertaken by a people of 
like numbers. Every year, every decade, every gen- 
eration since its two races began political work 
together, certain agitators, bigots, fanatics and pessi- 


‘mists of that country, endeavoring to breed trouble 


between them, are in the end being ‘Thrust 


civic broils and ultimate annexation of the English | like foolish prophets forth. their words to 


provinces to the American union. 


scorn are scattered, and their mouths are 


‘ What I mean to signify by the Canadian idea | stopped with dust.” Not a point can be 


may be very ony illustrated. Let us take the 
voice of L’Etendard tor that of French Canadians at 
ph i Even in its angriest moments that voice has 
declared the French Canadian wish to stand tirmly 
with English Canadians in maintaining the Con- 
federation and advancing its strength and prosperity. 








adduced of validity against the assertion that the 
country I instance has practical and enduring solid- 
arity. Denial can find nothing to say except that 
the country can’t stand because each of its races is 
jealously conservative of its distinctions and a little 
given to complain that the other is overeaching. To 
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discover their mistake, the deniers need only open 
their eyes and look around. The country I instance 
is Canada. It has stood, it does progress, it is alto- 
gether as happily governed as any other in the 
world. The practicability of the Canadian idea 
needs no better exemplification than Canada herself 
affords. Her past and present prove beyond cavil 
that two races can live in political union forever, and 
multiply to a mighty nation. 

“But will they? That depends, I say again, not 
on French but on English Canadians, For French 
Canadians are obviously willing to perpetuate the 
existing state. There are reasons why they 
should be. It secures them in their language and 
valued institutions more completely than could an 
other political situation imaginable. It affords 
them opportunity to occupy new tracts, in the gov- 
ernment of which they shall share. They are 
strongly bound to maintain the separation of all 
Canada from the United States. In the American 
Union, Quebec’s cherished privileges would doubtless 
slip away. Standing alone outside that Union, Que- 
bec’s overflowing population would be lost to her, 
and she be powerless beyond her own boundaries. 
Hence English Canadians can fully count on aid 
from their French compatriots to maintain the politi- 
cal entity of the Dominion. The question more 
a in doubt is whether French Canadians 
can similarly count on their English Canadian as- 
sociates. 


‘< Since Mr. Goldwin Smith selected Canada as the 
scene on which he might possibly bring important 
events to per. we have been treated to many varia- 
tions on the theme that the preservation of the Con- 
federation is a matter not much worth the care of 
English Canadians. They are asked to balance their 
citizenship against the shillings perhaps to be gained 
by giving up all that their forefathers fought for at 
(Jueenston, Chrysler’s, Lundy's Lane—to balance 
the old flag against that shadow shilling—to balance 
se it the hope of creating here a strong power 
which shall be bound in amity, if not in formal unity, 
to the British empire. Canacians are invited to dis- 
miss as foolish their reluctance to commit their stal- 
wart boys irretrievably to a situation where in their 
manhood they might be called to make a battle array 
against scarlet ranks ; they are asked to make the 
immense national works of their country monuments 
to an abandoned belief in its destiny, in a word they 
are advised ts put Canadian sentiments in the scale 
against the possible shilling and to hold out their 
hands for the shilling. ‘To our professional prophets 
of woe and disaster alacrity in accepting what they 
forecast as inevitable would seem exquisitely reason- 
able. And Canadians are likely to take the same 
view when Gemnans ask to live under the flag ot 
France. 

‘* This is perhaps the only country whose citizens 
are regularly lectured on the ridiculousness of their 

triotic sentiments. In England, the United States, 

france, Germany, Italy, in Turkey even, the man 
who should advise a mercenary surrender of national- 
ity would be treated as unique in baseness unless, on 
examination, he were found fit for a lunatic asylum. 
But, though English Canadians patiently endure 
such advice, it does not follow that they have no 
ound reasons for retaining the sentiments that 
ender it futile. 

‘Just as French Canadians have much to con- 

erve by upholding the Dominion so have English 
Canadians. That the maintenance of the Dominion 
implies the retention of responsible government is 
sufficient reason for patriotism to all who believe in 
and are accustomed to its working. Again to kee 

the most potent part in governing half the North 
American continent may well seem to English Cana- 
dians a higher privilege than to take a very insigni- 
ficant share in governing nine-tenths of it. To hold 


| 
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these vast territories for or in friendship with Great 
Britain, may easily seem better than to pledge their 
present and potential forces to her possible antagonist. 
To have the central authority nearer than Washing- 
ton will scarcely appear a trifling object to any who 
appreciate the difficulties of American centralization, 
and are aware of the huge frauds practised on the 
United States Government in its more remote dis- 
tricts. To be free from the internal dissensions that 
the neighboring republic must face when north and 
south, so different in products, and therefore in in- 
terests, shall be fully populated, is no small pro- 
spective advantage. 

‘‘ But there is a certain indignity in advancing even 

the best reasons for patriotism; it is a sentiment 
needing justification no more than does filial love. 
For men whose hearts are Canadian, it is enough that 
the preservation of the Dominion seems good in itself. 
And it is clear that English Canadians can maintain. 
the Dominion only by the complete acceptance of 
French Canadians as full partners in the Government 
of the country, only by loyalty to the idea which the 
constitution embodies. This complete acceptance 
has long been practically given; when it shall be 
consciously and willingly given the union will be 
complete. 
‘* L’Etcndard has urged one complaint so vigorously 
that it strikes English-speaking men almost as an 
insult. Yet the accusation is perfectly reasonable. 
It denounces as brutally insolent the proposal to 
Anglicise this province. And indeed it would be 
somewhat difficult to imagine insolence more naked 
than that which urges that two solemn treaties should 
be so set at naught—that of Great Britain with 
France at the Peace of Paris, and that made so re- 
cently between French and English Canadians at the 
passage of the Confederation Act. It is a thoroughly 
revolutionary proposal, as striking at the institutions 
for which both races have sacrificed vast treasure and 
some blood. 


‘A :ruly remarkable thing is to find among those 
who talk eagerly of ‘swamping the French’ some 
advocates of Canadian independence. As well might 
they scheme to blow up the piers of the Victoria 
Bridge by way of preparation for loading it more 
heavily. Not till French Canadian’ should have 
been fully convinced that English Canadians have no 
designs against the privileg-s for which they value 
British connection ; not till they should have been ex- 
ressly guaranteed those privileges by mstrument is 
it to be conceived that they would pledge themselves 
to an independent Canada. And without the strength 
and the seaboard of Quebec an independent Canada 
would be totally impossible. 


‘British Connectionista, Imperial Federationists, 
Independence men—their roads at present lie close 
together. They are all to be advanced by cordial 
relations between the governing races. They will 
wish that each should be in the virtues of the other 
‘ever kind, and to its faults a little blind.’ None 
but Annexationists can be served by the exacerbation 
of race prejudice. And the Canadian whose patriot- 
ism is broad enough for the situation, who fully 

asps the meaning of the institutions under which he 
ives, and raises to the acceptance of the Canadian 
idea, will surely be no less sensitively conservative 
or the privileges of one race than for those of the 
other. 


“E. W. THOMPSON. 
‘MONTREAL, Nov. 2, 1885.” 


All the quotations show the importance 
of the French language, its universality, 
and the advantage it is to this country to 
have a strong French population. Howis 
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it, then, that efforts are constantly made 
to deprive the people of this Dominion of 
this advantage? Should the views of this 
class of our community be carried out, 
Canada, with one-third of its population of 
French origin, would be about the only 
country from which French would be 
banished. Happily, the majority of the 
people of this country have always con- 
sidered French as a necessity for all, and 
the use of it a right which the French 
speaking population of this Dominion 


enjoy. 
t is a pleasure to me to be in a position 
to congratulate the Mowat Administration, 
as well as the majority of the people of 
Ontario, on the noble stand they have 
always taken, and especially during the 
last Session of their Legislature, on this 
important question. What a difference 
between the large, tolerant and patriotic 
sentiments expressed by the leader of the 
Government of that Province und by his 
colleagues and supporters, and the narrow- 
minded views of their adversaries on the 
Opposition side! The Mowat Government 
stood for fair play and justice to all, while 
the Opposition advocated intolerance and 
tyranny. 

Let me quote some sentences from the 
speeches on both sides. 

The Minister of Education, Hon. G. W. 
Ross, made a masterly speech on this ques- 
tion on the 25th March last. In reply to 
the Opposition, he said : 

‘Their pretensions were a violation of the privi- 
] guaranteed to Roman Catholics * * * Separate 
schools were as prosperous as the public schools. If 
such views were entertained in Quebec against Pro- 
testants, there would at once be a cry of persecution 
raised * * * He urged the House to defeat that pro- 
posed amendment to the British North America Act, 
tinkering with which, he said, the Liberal party 
would never allow.” 

The leader of the Opposition, Mr. 
Meredith, followed. He said: 


‘“ He thought the House in duty bound to consider 
the evidence produced by the Opposition against such 
encroachments of the hierarchy. The question was : 
Is the hierarchy in the government of their denomi- 
national schools acting prejudicially to the best 
interests of their Province ? ” 


Hon. C. F. Fraser said : 


‘* That the member who had preceded him had 
started all right, but before he closed it had be- 
come manifest that he was appealing to a certain 
class in the Province. He had. alluded to the hier- 
archy. It was palpably evident he aimed at the 
abolition of the separate schools. He said the hon. 
gentleman seemed to lose sight of the fact that if 
the separate schools were abolished, the Roman 
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Catholics would not be forced to send their children to 
Protestant schools. It was a matter of conscience 
with them. There were no laws compelling Catho- 
lics to send their children to public schools ; there 
were no such laws in any avared community on the 
habitable globe. * * He accused the leader of the 
Opposition of sowing dissension among the people, 
by raising these questions of race and religion.” 


Mr. Craig also spoke on this subject, and 
denounced the Minister of Education and 
the Government for their policy on the 
separate school question, and on the teach- 
ing of French in those schools. He criti- 
cised the use of the catechism and other 
Catholic books. 


Hon. Mr. Mowat, Premier of Ontario, 
in his reply, said: 


‘ A great deal was gained by having the French 
language in their schoo It was necessary for the 
French to learn their own tongue. * * * * If the 
course suggested by the Opposition speakers were 
taken, it would drive the French away from their 
schools. * * * The hon. leader of the Opposition 
(Mr. Meredith) was merely trying to gain political 
capital out of the cry he was raisin inst the 
French. * * * Their people (the Enghsh speak- 
ing portion) would not suffer themselves to be de- 

rived of their schools, and no one would blame the 
‘rench for feeling an affection for cultivating their 
language. * * He respected them all the more 
for their love of language and a desire to bring up 
their children in the ways of their native land. * * 
The object of the Opposition was not to promote the 
learning of English, but simply to gain votes.” 


One more quotation from a French Tory 
newspaper, and [ will continue my re- 
marks, Le Canada says: 


‘ A political party in Ontario (the Tories) which we, 
the French Canadians, have always stood by, have left 
us to join the third party, the Equal Righters. * * Mr. 
Meredith, who never had better friends than we were 
to him, believing that he would sooner get what he 
was auxious to have, power, turned his back on us 
and tried to injure us by having separate schools 
abolished and our language banished. But Mr. 
Mowat, for whom we never had any feeling but in- 
difference, if not hostility, came to our help. Desir- 
ous to do what was right and equitable, he did so at. 
the risk of injuring his Government and his party. 
Any French Canadian who would refuse to vote and 
work for this party, would be a coward and a rene- 
gade, if not a fool. He should not be looked upon 
any more asa French Canadian. Let all of us forget 
the political party to which we belong. Let us fight 
for the preservation of our rights. ome rulers have 
set us an example. They left the Tories for whom 
they had done so much and joined Mr. Gladstone. 
Mr. Mowat is the Gladstone of Canada; he has 
shown his courage, his good judgment, his large views 
and his generous eloquence. Could we now refuse 
help to shicae who have helped us in time of danger ? 
Have French Canadians of our days degenerated ? 
Should they so refuse help, would they not resemble 
the viper of the fable, biting those who revived it ?” 


The quotations which I have read show 
that French is the only universal language, 
and thatlearned andintelligentmeninevery 
quarter of the globe favor its diffusion. 
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one-third of the population are French, and 
more than one-half can speak the language 
fluently, is it not in the best interests of 
the people that it should be one of the 
official languages ? If we bave such an 
advantage over all other countries, why 
should we give it up and stand in an in- 
ferior position ? 
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Consequently, in a country like this, where | pulation of this country—a country which 


is theirs more than it is that of any other 
nationality, if the first settlement of it 
means anything—to deprive, I say, the 
first settlers of this country of those privil- 
eges which are guaranteed to them by the 
most solemn promises and acts of the 
supreme authority which rules here as 
well as in Englund. Are they loyal, those 








Ever since this colony has become Brit- 'whoso stir up feelings ofanimosity between 
ish, such views as those I have alluded to| the two great nationulities existing in this 
already against the use of French have country? Loyal, to my mind, means faith- 
been entertained by a certain class of our | ful, true, faithful to the Queen, true to the 
fellow-subjects of British origin, while an-|Queen. Are they true, are they faithfal 
other class, such as Mr. Thompson, whom [| to the Queen who, disregarding her solemn 
have just now refer:ed to, have entertained ; promises, her solemn engagements, agitate 
larger views, and have thought that be-|the public mind and stir up feelings of 
cause the English speaking population are | animosity between her most faithful sub- 
in a great majority, they ought not to use | jects?- [ say no. There is no loyalty 
their power to trample upon the minority,|in such a course. Loyalty does not 
and deprive them of the privileges which consist in words, but in facts, in 
they had won upon the battlefield by their acts. Facts are stubborn arguments 
vigorous defence of their homes, and which | which no word can invert. You wish to be 
were solemnly guaranteed to them by loyal? Then show by your acts that you 
treaty at the time of the cession of Canada: are so. Submit to the state of things 
to England. There is no doubt the general| which the Crown has established and 
commanding the British army on that oc-! which the Queen herself and her Parlia- 
casion, as well as England herself, conceded | ment cannot change without bringing dis. 
those great privileges to tho people they grace upon England. A treaty is binding 
had forced to change their allegiance, in| upon the two parties who signed it. The 
consideration of the heroic efforts and| French Canadians have always done their 
brave defence our forefathers had made | fair share, even when an unjust oligarchy 
before they capitulated. The English gen-|ill-treated them. Their people at large 
eruls knew that unless the conditions of|kept faith with the Crown of England. 
the surrender were most honorable the; They fought the battles of Britain on this 
French commanders would fight to the side of the Atlantic. They rejected all 
last man. The English commander was|overtures from the United States, and so 
also too good a soldier to force his gallant | showed their loyalty to the Empire. To 
adversaries to such an extreme, which, this very day they have submitted 
after all, could bring about a change of] patiently to ill-treatment, using only 
the rolls. He acceded to all honorable|legitimate means for redress, such as 








conditions which could not injure but, on 
the cuntrary, which could give honor to his 
country, and England ratified those con- 
ditions, as they are mentioned in the Treaty 
of Paris of 1763. An English historian 
writes (H. H. Miles, M.A., LL.D., D.C.L.): 


‘* By the Treaty of Paris France surrendered, finally, 
all her possessions on the American continent. * * 
The Treaty confirmed, in substance, those articles of 
the capitulations of Quebec and Montreal which 
related to the religion, language, laws, customs and 
property of the inhabitants.” * * * 


When all those facts are present to my 
mind, [ repeat it is a matter of surprise to 
me to witness the efforts which are con- 
stantly made to deprive one-third of the po- 


appeals to the Queen, the right of petition 
which every British subject has. Where, 
then, would be the excuse for the Imperial 
authorities to violate their engagements 
and deprive us of those privileges and 
rights which were accorded to us in the 
battle field amid the firing of musketry 
and the thunder of grape-shot. ? 

No; England could not honorably do 
such a thing and she did notdoit. Then, 
how can this Parliament do so without 
bringing dishonor on the mother country ? 
Would not this be disloyalty? I hear an 
objection which I have before heard now 
and then. Jt is this: Are there not now, 
and have there not for years past, been 
parts of Canada where the French language 
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was not recognized ? Let it be so. But, is | course followed was disloyal, as it un- 
an abuse a sound argument to support ;doubtedly would be. Is the course they 
another abuse in another part ot the| have followed in this instance much better ? 
country? Surely not. In the North-West ' Certainly not—lI should say it is worse— 
Territories the rights of our compatriots; much worse. It is well known that at 
and of the French Half-Breeds have already | different times, under the different consti- 
been recognized by our statutory law,|tutions granted to Canada, the use of 
which acknowleges English and French | French was not tolerated. But it is well 
as the official languages of that part of! known also that the Canadian Legislature, 
Canada. Why then to-day deprive those|if not unanimously, at all events by a 
people of a privilege, which they now strong majority, composed of French and 
enjoy ? truly loyal English members desirous of 
Since this Bill has been put before Par-| treating fairly the French minority, have 
hhament, ono thing has grieved me more: now and then voted addresses to the Crown 
than anything else; it is the fact of a ma-| asking that the French language should 
jority ot my own countrymen, in another | be recognized and made official. Can 
part of these buildings, having given their | this be expected in the North-West, I say 
assent, and let me add to the extent of| No; no. Was not the Lieutenant Govern- 
assuming the responsibility of the adop-|or of those Territories, some weeks ago, 
tion by that House of this hideous project of | forced to disregard the constitutional law 
depriving their own countrymen of the and read the speech at the opening of the 
privilege they now enjoy, that of reading ' Legislature in English only? Is not such 
the affairs of their section of the country | conduct on the part of the majority of the 
in their own language, and of speaking, as | people of the North-West sufficient evid- 
a matter of right, their own mother tongue ence to prevent any patriotic man as- 
in their legislature. Had the French mem-|suming the responsibility of giving that 
bers of the Commons voted against the pro-| majority full power to deal as they think 
posal of the Government, this clause which | fit, with this important question of lan- 
is now under discussion would never have | guage ? 
been introduced. It is practically a pro-| 1 know of a gentleman, a ministerial 
posal to repeal the present law, because|member of the other House, who left his 
the majority in the Korth-West have al- | political friends in 1885, convinced that his 
ready expressed their determination to|leaders, the Government, did not deal 
abolish the use of French, so that the pro-|equitably with the French minority of 
ject under discussion, giving to the ma-|the Dominion. Three or four years after, 
jority of the Territories the constitutional | the same member went back to his old 
right, which they do not now possess, to|friends, admitting, according to Dame 
deal with this question, is, in fact, practi-| Rumeur, that time seemed long to him on 
cally dealing with the question itself, and | the left side of the House, that the influence 
giving those people power to do woe they | of a member on that side was rather weak. 
ave already tried to do, in violation of | No prospect of a situation. Nothing could 
the constitution which we are asked to |bedone for one’s county—and so the keeping 
amend in that direction. of a member’s influence with his con- 
I should like to know from those repre-| stituents was a hard case. I would not con- 
sentatives of Quebec how they would like | clude from this case that the same reasons 
to hear that the Imperial Parliament have | have kept together in the case of the present 
amended the British North America Act, | Bill, the majority of the members of my 
by giving to the Federal Parliament of| Province, but I certainly cannot otherwise 
Canada power to deal with this same/|explain how they can have dealt with this 
question of language? If there is any|important question in the way they have 
patriotism in those men, no doubt|done. It was currently rumored, some two 
they would grieve at such a course|or three days before the vote was taken, 
having been followed in England. They|that the Quebec members were against 
would consider such legislation as a deter-| any amendements to the present law in 
mination of the Imperial authorities to| this direction. The vote on the Beausoleil 
deal unjustly with the minority in the| motion shows conclusively that such were 
Dominion and to set aside their solemn|their opinions. It is true Sir John A. 
engagements, They would say that the | Macdonald called a caucus of his supporters 
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before the vote was taken on the Thompson | century! What has become of those grand 
amendment. But even then, surely this! national sentiments which led our fore- 
could not prevent any French member from | fathers to prefer death to humiliation? 
following the dictates of his conscience | Where are those patriotic acts which have 
and voting down the amendment in order | won for them a reputation for all time to 
to give his support to the Blake amend-|come? To those great virtues of old 
ment, which was the best under the cir-| times, have succeeded party spirit, which 
cumstances, and which, probably, would | will blind men to such an extent that they 
have been carried, or, if not, would not | will not see the abyss to which they are 
have put us in a worse position, but, on the hastening. Selfishness has replaced true 
contrary, would have left us in a better) patriotism. Have our people forgotten the 
position, than that which we will now bein, great battles which the Latontaies the 





if the present project becomes law. 

My French friends from Quebec in the 
other House may not see to-day what will 
be the consequence of the vote they have 
given. Lot them wait some time, it may 
be some years, they will see what the| Let them especially remember the strug- 
intention of their leader was in forcing | gles of those patriotic leaders to secure the 


Papineaus, the Morins, the Bedards, the Vi- 
them to give him their support on this | important privilege of using their language 


gers and other patriots fought for the pre- 
servation of these rights and privileges 
which were guaranteed to them by solemn 
treaties between England and France ? 


national question. They will see what|—and then let them put their hands on 
he aims at. To my mind his views are their hearts and say, to-day, when their 
evident. May future events contradict my | leaders are doing their utmost to deprive 
predictions ! J would be most happy, for their compatriots of the North-West of 
the sake of my country, should it be so. | their iri lees: whether this was the pro- 
While I thus protest against the course | per time to banquet supporters of those who 
followed by my countrymen in the other | are doing the mischievous work. 
House, I am in justice bound to add that; A few days ago I had occasion to read 
the course followed by them, it seems, is|in a Montreal French newspaper, a letter 
appreciated in quite another way in some | from Paris, dated on the 26th March last, 
parts of our Province, if I am to judge by|and written by a French gontleman. In 
what is going on in some quarters of our) this letter I found the following advice, 
Province of Quebec. or I should say an expression of strong 
At this very moment, while we the| hopes as to the perseverance of our coun- 
French members of the Senate are denounc- | trymen in Canada, in their attachment to 
ing the act of the Government and express-| their nationality. Let me read a few 
ing our gricf at the eee conduct | lines : 
of our compatriots in the Commons who! ,,.. 
have helped the Government by support. | p,.Ng 4aubt the attacks recently made enn’ the 
ing their views as to the advisability of strengthening in the hearts of all French-Canadians 
granting constitutional power to the peo-| the worship they kept for our language and our 
le of the North-West to deprive the wat 
rench population of those territories of| Far from having had such an effect our 
the privilege they now enjoy, namely, | representatives have sacrificed the rights 
that of speaking French—while, [ say,|of our compatriots in the North-West, and 
we are here expressing our sorrow at|some of our folks in the Province of Que- 
such a course having been followed, we| bec are banqueting the supporters of 
are told by the latest papers from Montreal | those men who did the bad work. 
that in my own little towna great banquet; What a difference in the sentiment of 
was held in honor of the very party whom | our countrymen to-day, compared with 
l am presently criticizing for the unpat-| that of our ancestors ? 
riotic act to which I have just referred. What a difference between the patriot- 
Should our ancestors rise from their|ism of the leaders in old times and the 
graves, and look and hear what is going on | patriotism of the leaders of the Province 
in our times, they certainly could not be-| of Quebec in our days ? 
lieve what their eyes saw and their ears| I have said enough as to the unpatriotic 
heard. Whata cpenee has taken place in | course followed by our public men in our 
some of our people during the last half|days, but I cannot let this occasion pass 
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without establishing the contrast and show- | tion which was accepted and he joined Mr. 
ing wbat our ancestors did to protect their | Lafontaine. | 
rights and privileges. They knew the| Lord Sydenham died in September, 1841, 
people they had to live with and they and was succeeded by Sir Charles Bagot, 
acted accordingly. The character of the! whose reputation had preceded him in 
English, Scotch and Irish is well known | Canada. Honest atall times, a hard-work- 
throughout the universe; weakness, base- ing man, rather inclined to conciliation, he 
ness, servility will never command their| was described, and such he was found, 
admiration. They have respect and for-| Addresses were presented to him, to which 
bearance and even sympathy for a peop he invariably answered that so long as he 
who fight to the-very last for their rights held the high position of trust which Her 
even under circumstances which could give | Majesty had placed in his hands, he would 
them no hopes of success. But they dis- do his best to serve his Queen and country. 
dain a people or individuals who creep or| He would have justice done to every class 
truckle to have their rights recognized and|of Her Majesty’s subjects, to whatever 
justice one tothem. Our political history is; nationality or political party they belonged. 
full of examples showing the truth of this | The Tagielature met on the 8th September, 
assertion. Let me give you one of them.!1842. His Excellency discovered at 
Lord Durham having handed over tothe once that his advisers did not pos- 
Imperial authorities his report wherein | sess the confidence of the Assembly. Ho 
he recommended the union of Upper and | therefore called on Mr. Lafontaine to join 
Lower Canada, in order to give a majority | the Cabinet, Mr. Lafontaine refused. Dur- 
to the English-speaking population and | ing the discussion on the address Mr. Bald- 
so keep the French population under the| win moved a vote of non-confidence which 
rule of an English majority, the Imperial he accompanied with a vigorous speech 
Parliament passed the Union Act in July, against the administration. Mr. Lafon- 
1840. On the 5th February, 1841, Lord | taine followed in French, but was .inter- 
Sydenham issued his proclamation, fixing | rupted by Mr. Dunn asking him to speak 
the 10th as the day when the new consti-| English. Mr. Lafontaine replied in French 
tution would come into force. By this law | in the following words which I have trans- 
French was abolished. The Governor called | lated into English in order that hon. Sena- 
Mr. Draper and Mr. Ogden as his chief- tors who do not know French may under- 
advisers; a Cabinet contuining five mem-| stand what the answer of Mr. Lafontaine 
bers trom Upper Canada and three from | was :— 
Lower Canada was organized. Twenty-four | ‘“SHas the hon. member who has interrupted me, 
Legislative Councillors were appointed, and Shore end pave Rae affirmed was a 
of whom cignt were French. General elec: He eto that wationality which the L ee yi eats 
tions took place and Mr. Lafontaine WAS badly ill-used ? If he has I am sorry for it. The hon. 
urged by the Governor to join the DUREE | rs NUE ee spears iene yen 
administration. He refused, stating that auther tongue. I am not a gy pool English sche: 
he had no confidence in a certain number lar; but let me tell the hon. member, all the members 
of the members of the Cabinet and that| of the House, and the public at large, whose sense of 
he bad no doubt that the Government as| Justice J have no hesttation in apealing ty that 
constituted woald not long agree together. would not, and I could not, make this first speech of 
During the elections, Mr. Lafontaine | mine in any other language than that cf my com- 
: , x ; ‘ patriots of French origin, were it for no other reason 
advised his compatr iots to submit patiently than that of entering my solemn protest against the 
to the great injustice done to them all, but Un 























atrocious injustice of that part of the ion Act 


to elect no man who was not prepared to Te Tor the population of Canada. of the se of 
fight by all constitutional means for their | their mother tongue. lowe to my compatriots to do 


ights. The elections over, Mr. Baldwin, | s0, Lowe it to mysef. 


Yl 
AE inant “The hon. the Attorney-General (Mr. Draper) 
MAGEE pe litical pi inciples were OPP osed to , admits that the co-operation of the French population 


those of Messrs. Draper and Ogden, and | is a necessity, if peace is to be restored and general 
who, in order to carry out the affairs of the ! satisfaction given. It is so. This would not be only 


. - an act of justice, it would be something more ; I sa 
country according to the spirit of the new | it is a necessity. Such a co-operation is an atuolite 


constitution, had accepted a portfolio in necessity, I repeat. The Government cannot do 
the Cabinet, displeased with the conduct | without it.: We are ready to give it to them, upon 


. . . | terms and conditions which will in no way intertere 
of Lord Sydenham and with his colleagues with the honorable stand we have taken, but on the 


in the Government, handed in his resigna- : contrary, will suit our national temper. The Union 
9° 
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Act was prepared with a view to crushing down and | 


annihilating the French population, but it has been 
a mistake. It will never ie a success, The means 
employed to achieve this end will produce no such 
effects. The population of both Upper and Lower 
Canada have about the same interests, so they will 
have tosympathize with each other one day or another. 
Without the active co-operation of the French. The 
Government will not be able toadminister the affairs 
of the country in the only way which would restore 


that peace and that confidence which are essential to : À agers: ae 
the success of all administrations. By the Union Act, | certainly take pride in my origin. 


we have been placed in exceptional situation and in 
a minority.’ It may be that we will succumb, but i 
we do succumb it will not be before we have com- 
manded the respect of our enemies. 

‘There is not a single French name amongst those 
of the members of the Cabinet. Is not this fact alone 
an injustice and a premeditated insult’ Should the 
Government answer that we were offered office but 
that we declined the invitation, my answer would be, 
it is true we refused to enter the Cabinet unless suffi- 
cient guarantees were given to us. But this is no 
excuse. Did not the Government find some French, 
men willing to accept at their hands seats in the 
Legislative Council? Did they not even find some who 
consented to become parties to a martial court ? 
Could they not have found some also who would have 
been willing to join them in the administration ” 


Mr. Lafontaine went on in the same 
strain and concluded by stating that: 


‘while he could have no confidence in the Govern- 

ment taken as a whole therewere Ministers who com- 

ee his respect and who had a right to his confi- 
ence.” 


Now, was not this a manly and patriotic 
speech, especially if you consider the 
position that Mr. Lafontaine occupied, and 
which I have described as well as I could 


patriotic man amongst us to witness the 


| course which some of our countrymen have 


followed in the other House ? Is not the 


| course followed by them an invitation toour 


fellow-countrymen to abandon those ideas, 
to submit to their fate, to cease learning 
French and become English? Were I of 
Euglish, Scotch or Irish parentage, I would 
Those 
races have a renown throughout the civil- 
ized world. But such is not my origin, 
my forefathers came from France. To 
that nationality I cling with all my heart, 


| believing that itis as honorable as that of 


my friends of any other origin. True to our 
good, gracious Queen whose subject I have 
some pride in claiming to be, I love la 
belle France, the motherland whose son I 
am happy to say Iam. The French people 
have their defects, but they have also 
grand virtues. No doubt it is the same 
with every other nationality, since all 
evils and defects spring from the disobed- 
ience of Adam and Eve, of whom we are 
the descendants and the unwilling heirs. 
Let the French population of this coun- 
try be true to their nationality ; let them 
have faith in it as our forefathers had 
Let them be ready to stand by their rights 
or fall with them. If they do 80, I say 
there is no danger. They will always 


in the few words I have spoken on this! have in their struggles, the help of a cer- 


subject? What was the consequence? Did 
this vigorous speech stir up bad feelings 
on the Government side of the House? 
Was an effort made to oppress more and 
more the French Canadians? No; on the 
. contrary, not long after, some thirty 
months after, an address to the Queen 
praying that the use of the French lan- 
guage be restored, was unanimously voted 
AY the Assembly, and such men as Mr. 

offatt and Dr. Dunlop stood up and 
withdrew all harsh words they had uttered 
against the French language, adding that 
it would be a pleasure to them if England 
acceded to their request. England did 


tain class of the English speaking majorit 

who would be ashamed to use that strengt 

which they possess by their numbers, to 
oppress a minority and deprive it of its 
legitimate rights. Let my compatriots 
never forget the history of the past in 
Canada, a history of which I have had 
occasion to say a few words. Let them 
look at what is going on in the different 
States of the great Republic south of 
Canada. Letthem follow our compatriots 
who have gone to that great and prosper- 
ous country. What progress they have 
made! Do we not find them in every 
walk of life in that country ? Some in the 


accede to it, and since that day French|judiciary, others in their legislatures, 


has been, as it had a right to be by the 
Treaty of 1763, one of the two official lan- 
guages of Canada. 

Our rights and privileges were thus ac- 
knowledged and restored, and they have 
stood the test of time, ill-will and bigotry 
through all these years. When such a 
precious heritage has been preserved by 
our forefathers under most trying circum- 
stances, is it not a matter of grief to every 


others in their municipal corporations, 
and so on. Is a nationality which has 
held its ground in its own country for over 
a century under the most difficult circum- 
stances that it is possible to imagine, and 
which could asad at the same time her 
sons to another land to achieve such suc- 
cess—is such a nationality one whose 
futare existence can in any way be a 
matter of doubt ? Certainly not, when it 
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has, as ours has, those qualities which are |rallied to the views of the Government. 
required of a population to become a nation, | [t would not do to contradict in the Senate 
namely, vitality, productiveness and ex-| the course followed by our friends in the 
pansiveness. HAE House. Never mind the French 
I cannot resume my seat without assur- | language—let us save our friends.” Such 
ing this House that while [ hold theviews are politics in our days. Such are the 
I have just now expressed, I am actuated | national sentiments of some of our people. 
by no other motives than those of loyalty; How many have those arguments con- 
towards my nationality, my own country- | vinced ? I could not say how many will 
men and the people of the Dominion at;support my views. I did not enquire, 
large. My conviction is that, if peace and | neither dol know whether my motion will 
harmony are to be restored in our com-|beseconded. | know not how far the efforts 
munity the rights of each hationality made have succeeded. One thing I know, 
should be acknowledged and maintained. and it is this: even if the great cause I 
Our past as well as our present history | here advocate is deserted in this House as it 
shows that it is so. Bear in mind the use | has been deserted in the other, even should 
of the French language is not merely a|I be left aloné to vindicate it, I should not 
privilege. It is a right, as I have already | hesitate to do what I consider a duty, and 
shown. If 80, then it is our pro erty, the | a most solemn duty, failure to fulfil which 
propery. of the minority in the Dominion.|on my part I should consider an act of 
he moment, then, that the majority retuses | treason to my compatriots, nay to the 
to acknowledge this right, it becomes the | whole people of the Dominion. 
duty of the minority so menaced, in the “ Justice brings about peace.” 
enjoyment of what is hers, to vindi- ** Justitia et pus osculatæ sunt.” 
cate the same. Dissatisfaction is shown,| I ask for nothing new, nothing extraor- 
troubles begin, national feelings become | dinary, nothing but what is pertectly just 
excited, war, internal war, is at hand, and; and equitable. Under the present laws, 
the whole country has to suffer for it.; both English and French are official in the 
Look at the agitation in Manitoba. Who| North-West Territories. I ask that the 
can say what will be the end of it? Had/new lhw acknowledge them also. Under 
I not been actuated by such worthy mo-| the present laws the power to abolish those 
tives as those I have just now described, I | official languages is reserved to the federal 
certainly would have felt inclined to remain | authorities in the same way as under the 
silent and live in peace with friend and| British North America Act this same 
foe. Am I not, at this very moment, ex-| power is reserved to the Imperial Parlia- 
pressing my full disagreement with my|ment. I ask that under the new law we 
own compatriots in the other House, whose | are now- discussing this same power be 
course on this very same question I strong- | also reserved to the federal authorities, as 
ly disapprove and condemn? Such a posi-|it is now, and as it has been in the past. 
tion as the one I refer to as being mine, is| Let me relate an incident that I only | 
certainly not an enviable one, iF friendly ' learned on Saturday to show you what fan- 
relations are considered. Much less so if|aticism can do. A meeting of milkmen 
you take into account the strong efforts! took place in Montreal a fortnight ago 
which have been made for some six or| with x view to forming an association for 
seven days past to persuade my country-| mutual protection. The attendance was 
men in this House to vote down my mo-|small. Those present were all English 
tion and prevent me, if possible, from! with the exception of two or three French 
having a seconder, so that my motion|Canadians. They adopted some regula- 
might not be put before the Senate. One| lations for the new association—-after 
could not imagine what were the argu-| which they adjourned the meeting until a 
ments used to convince members of their | week ago last Saturday, at which time 
duty to do so, in this instance. Let me |another meeting was held. Tho secretary 
give you some of those valuable reasons.! was familiar with both the French and 
“The Government had to be supported. Our | Euglish languages, and the minutes of the 
friends from Quebec had voted with the| previous meeting were read in English. 
Government. It would injure them if Sena-| The second meeting was a mixed one, 
tors from Quebec should vote the other way. | English and French. No objection was 
The Opposition in the Commons had|raised to the minutes being read in Eng- 
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“We do not understand English; will you 
be kind enough to tell us what is the 
meaning of these regulations?” Some of 
the milkmen said: “ No; itis not necessary 
that you should know, and you will not 
have them.” When the French members 
of the association saw that their reasonable 
request was refused, although they belong 
to the majority, they left the room. The 
Englishmen who remained elected officers 
and appointed an English gentleman as 
president, and then adjourned the meeting 
until last week. Last Saturday another 
meeting was held. There were present 
nine English speaking persons and no 
French Canadiana, The French had pro- 
tested against the treatment they had 
received and did not come back. Then 
the English speaking members quarrelled 
amongst themselves. Five expressed their 
regret that those men who had always 
been good neighbors, had been refused a 
French version of the regulations. Four 
others said: “It is ail right and we will 
stick to it.” Among the five were the 
chairman, and they said to the other. four: 
“Tt is useless for us to form an associa- 
tion, good-bye, we will join our French 
Canadian friends,” and leftthe room. The 
four others remained. This shows as 
between two classes of the population how 
it comes that the French are always 
ready, at all times through polite- 
ness to give way to the minority. Even 
in Quebee we yive way to the minority 
and grant them concessions to which they 
are not entitled, because we feel that we 
ure strong and when we have to force the 
minority to do what is right we have the 
power to do so; and we like to give them 
what they are entitled to and we ask no 
more for ourselves. But as long as speeches 
are made by menlikeMcCarthy andO’Brien 
they will stir up feelings of race and reli- 
gion and intolerance, because we know 
very well that the French population 
at large will resent hearing themselves 
alluded to, as they have been during the 
last three weeks that [ have referred to. 
You du not hear of us doing that in Quebec. 
On the contrary, Lafontaine, in 1841, 
went through Quebec and said to the 
people: “Be quiet; you are unjustly 
treated ; you have been robbed, but you 
must accept the position calmly and send 
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men to help me, and we will fight it out 
in Parliament.” They did so, and he fought 
it out in Parliament and got justice, and 
since that day we have always received 
justice from the Government on this im- 
portant question. I gave notice that I 
would move an amendment on the third 
reading, but [ believe that the best thing 
I can do is to divide the House in com- 
mittee and also on the third reading; so I 
give notice that I will move my motion 
in committee and that I will renew the 
same motion at the third reading. 


Tae SPEAK ER—Do you withdraw your 
resolution now ? 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I will with- 
draw it for the present, and move in com- 
mittee so that the discussion can now pro- 
ceed on the main motion that the House 
a committee of the whole ou the 

ill. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—You have heard 
an eloquent voice from the east, and have 
had a good deal of information on the 

uestion which is now before the House. 
It would be but fair and just that a voice 
from the west should be heard on this occa- 
sion on behalf of the claim of the French 
people to be allowed the use of their 
anguage in all parts of the Dominion. I 
regret that this question has come before 
Parliament. It is not a popular question, 
and it has been treated so exhaustively in 
another place, that it would be difficult to 
say anything new on the subject. How- 
ever, 1am very glad that my hon. friend 
from Delanaudiére has taken the position 
that he has announced to-day. The French 
| population of Canada have good reason to 
demand the right to use their language 
from one end of this country to the other. 
They are the descendants of those who 
opened up this Dominion to civilization, 
and I cannot conceive on what grounds 
they are to be denied any of the privileges 
or Immunities guaranteed to them over 
a century ago. I think it would have 
been better, when this question had to 
come up at all, to have left it to the Legis- 
lative Council of the North-West to legis- 
late on the subject themselves: then it 
would have come up in a proper shape to 
be dealt with here. I think they have the 
power already to publish their procecdings 
as they like, and if they exercise it no one 
will complain. What we feel, and feel 
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bitterly, is the fact that we are to be de- 
prived of one of our privileges. As I have 
said, we were the first settlers in this 
country; we opened up the North-West, 
and we have been improving the land for 
those who have come after us. It seems 
but reasonable, therefore, that the right to 
maintain our language should be respected 
by the population of this Dominion. We 
have done nothing that would justify the 
majority in depriving us of that privi- 
lege. On all occasions we have shown 
our loyalty and devotion to British in- 
stitutions, and we are not ashamed to 
aes before the De hs of the Dominion 
and ask them if we have ever fuiled 
to respond to the call of duty or te show 
a spirit of patriotism whenever the occa- 
sion required it. The refusal to concede 
to us the use of our language is certainly 
something that we had no reason to expect. 
If only as an act of courtesy, the right 
should not be questioned. We are in the 
minority to-day—why? Because many of 
our friends are now livirg in other parts 
of the world, and especially in the United 
States, spreading their civilization, the 
French language and their customs, and 
wherever they go they are respected. I 
hope that the feeling aroused by the dis- 
cussion of this question will not justify 
anyone in bringing against us a charge of 
disloyalty, but if we are ungenerously 
treated in Canada, there are other parts of 
the world where we will receive assistance 
and where we would be maintained in our 
rights. I do not want to be understood as 
uttering a defiance in this House; in the 
twenty years that I have occupied .a seat 
in the Senate, I have always endeavored 
to show the respect and the loyalty which 
those whom I represent cherish for British 
institutions. I think, therefore, that I 
shall have the sympathy of this House in 
the appeal that I make to-day. We have 
seen stormy times in the past, and the 
storm has been succeeded by calm. I hope 
in this case that the storm will pass over, 
and that feeliugs of friendship and even of 
mutual affection will be restored petween 
the different races that inhabit the Domi- 
nion. It is everywhere conceded that the 
French language is the most magnificent 
language spoken in the world. In the 
various courts of the nations of Europe it 
is used in preference to any other lan- 
guage, and is in most instances the lan- 
guage id courts, of royal households, and 
37 


599 
of the families of noblemen and people 
holding high positions in society. It is a 


language used by the royal family of Eng- 
land and the noblemen of that country. 
That is a consideration which should weigh 
with us when we are asked to abolish the 
use of the French language in our Statute- 
books. In the interest of the British 
Empire we should encourage the use of 
the French language. We are proud of an 
Empire which includes 80 many races, in 
which so many languages are spoken and 
so many forms of religion exist. It is what 
makes England great above all nations, 
and the admiration of the world. Itis des- 
irable that harmony should exist in this 
country and one way to promote it, and 
thereby to promote the prosperity of the 
Dominion, is to avoid such irritating ques- 
tions as the one which has been brought 
before this House. It would be well if we 
could put a stop to this discussion now. 
Although there are a great many people 
in the North-West, who speak the French 
language, the number of French repre- 
sentatives in the Legislature is very 
limited. Last Session the legislation of the 
Assembly was not printed in French, and 
the Governor, although a French Cana- 
dian, delivered the speech from the Throne 
in the English language only. His natu- 
ral feeling, no doubt, was to givea French 
version of it to the people. Another reason 
why we should, in this matter, be treated 
with more consideration is that we, of 
French origin, use the English language — 
very largely. We have to come in contact 
with the English speaking population, and 
we use their language to a very large 
extent in the public business of the coun- 
try. No doubt, in the rural sections, the 
farmers and their families have not gen- 
erally acquired a knowledge of English 
yet, but the language is taught in the vil- 
lage schools, and before long it will be un 
iversally known throughout the Dominion. 
In fact, already in the Eastern Townships 
you will find whole families of French 
origin speaking English. I hope that in 
the family circle their mother tongue will 
be preserved, but there is no doubt that in 
the transaction of business before many 
years the language of the country will be 
English. 

t the same time, if we are influenced 
by the political feelings of the day; if the 
French Canadians are forced to use the 
English language in their families, natur- 
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ally they will resent it; they will be un- whole, but especially of the French Cana- 
willing to have the English language forced ‘dians. I have tried to do my duty by my 
on them. If matters are allowed to people. I do not know what advantage it 
remain as they are, the natural current of has been for the French Canadians, and 
sublic opinion is such that I am sure be-; when I see what we are doing to-day I am 
fore a quarter of a century has elapsed, the. forced to confess that my service has not 
_ English language will be spoken generally ‘ been of great value. However, I rely on 
in all parts of the Province of Quebec, and | the good-will of the majority—the sense of 
I am sure that inside of ten years English fair play and justice of hon. members of 
will be the language spoken in every part this House, and I am sure that they will 
of Manitoba and the North-West. If:always allow me to be heard in my own 
we look back to the early history of the language on any subject in which the in- 
country, we will tind that everything that terests of the North-West and the pros- 
was done in English was communicated to ; perity of its people are to be considered. 
the French people in their own language. | 
All public documents and orders emanat- | tee of the Whol he Bill 
ing from the Gorcmment reno sent out PROD OV DOM ON: Cae aah: 
in both languages. More recently, when . 
Upper Canada was in existence for the cto the Committee:) 
first time, official documents were trans-| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT.—With regard to 
lated into French and published in that/section 3, I propose to make an amend- 
language for the people of Essex. When) ment. It has often struck me, and no 
I arrived in Manitoba in 1870, the Hudson | doubt many of my hon. friends, that the 
Bay Company had a code of laws in English, : name which is applied to these Territories 
because the population was largely an En- is not actually correct. It is incorrect to 
glish speaking people, but that code was | call these Territories the North-West Ter- 
also translated into French for the use of| ritories of Canada, because they do not lie 
the French people living in the country at to the north-west of Canada, and the con- 
the time. At all times the French lan-| sequence of the adoption of this phrase is 
guage bas been recognized in that way, that many defects of temperature or cli- 
and it has been the right of our people from | mate, and many of the convulsions of 
the time of the cession to have their lan-! nature which we read of constantly as 
uage on an equal footing with the English | applicable to the North-West Territories 
anguage. It is unfortunate that now, for|ot the United States are attributed to our 
the first time in a hundred years, this oppo-| North-West Territories, and that is a 
sition to our language is developing itself, serious objection. Only the other day 
when it is only a question of a few years there was a tremendous cyclone in one of 
until it will naturally disappear us an offi-:the North-West Territories of the United 
cial language before the courts and in the! States. That was published and circulated 
legislatures. The English people with their | even in our own papers, a3 a storm in our 
wealth, their spirit of progress, their; North-West Territories, while, asa matter 
enterprise and their intelligence, are cer-|of fact, there was no disturbance of the 
tainly advancing so rapidly that it is more | elements in ourown Territories. Then, in 
than probable the French language will | addition to that, the impression which is 
be forced to go, and for my part I given by the use of the word “ North” is 
shall hail with pleasure the time when in | an erroneous one. People who hear the 
this country we shall all call ourselves! North-West Territories spoken of are apt 
Canadians, and no longer English, [rish,| to connect them with some frigid portion 
Scotch or French. Canada is our home; of the continent north of Canada, and we 
we want to live in Canada, for Canada, know that the portion which is known as 
and to defend Canada and make it pro-| the North-West Territories is by no means 
gressive and prosperous. I shall not oc- an inclement country. As it nears the 
cupy the time of the House any longer, | Pacific Ocean it is much less affected by 
but I thought it my duty on this occasion | cold. 
to express my feelings on this important] The isothermal line in our country is very 
question. When [ first came here from | much north of the boundary line of a por- 
Manitoba, I felt that I was here not only | tion of what is called the North-West 
as a representative of the people as a |Territories. Geographically the Terri- 


The House resolved itself into Commit- 











North-West [APRIL 28, 1890.] Territories Bill. 601 








tories are not North-West at all; they are | Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—Isee a refer- 
directly west of us. Why, then, retain a ence to the Loundary line between Canada 
name which conveys an erroneous impres- and Alaska. Can the leader of the House 
sion thoughout the world of a portion of state whether that boundary line has been 
a territory ues iS want settlers more. agreed upon? 

than in any other efore we acquired ee 

these North West Territories, on aise Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There has been no 
| agreement as yet completed as to how and 


taught to consider them as something 
formi | ve when the verification of that line will be 
Org AURA PAR cor the AS one: proceeded with. The Government are 


and in the region south of us, where they! F'\ have ita 
are not complimentary as a rule, still ANXIOUS to have It done as soon as an agree- 
ment can be arrived at. 


where they believe much they say about 
us, I have myself heard them say that} Won. Me. KAULBACH—It is only a 
question of survey. 


Canada is a country where it is winter for 
seven months of the year and freezes the 

How. Mr. ABBOTT—It will have to be 
by commission. 


other five. If that be the opinion of Canada 
Hon. Mr. POWER—The Government 

















itself, how much more would the mere name 
“North-West” impress intending immi- 
rants with the idea of the country to the| . 
est being,as many people said it was until will wait until some valuable gold discovery 
the last twenty years, unfit to support life [is made there, and then the Americans 
agriculturally speaking? Now to get rid of | will claim it and gobble it up, and there 
this unpleasint phrase I propose to ask will be a commissian, and England will 
the House to call those Territories “The sive it up to the United States. 
Western Territories of Canada,” in lieu of 
the North-West Territories of Canada, and d ays Mr. eR a Ie a 
I move that the clause be amended by Joe te ae bec enna sie 
striking out in the seventeenth line the: ety as far back as ss alae sey hess 
words “continue to” and in the eighteenth pagreed. Upon. between, Hag ang ANNEES 
line the words “ North-West Territories ” | before Alaska fell into the hands of the 
and inseët in lieu. thercot “The Western. United States atall; I presume therefore 
Territories of Canada.” that whatever treaty was in force before the 
; United States got possession will be the 
Hon. Mr. POWER—The amendment one on which that line will be decided. 
seems generally to be a decided improve- 
ment. Ire x that the hon. gentleman | . Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The boundary 
from New Westminster is not here, because itself was not agreed upon, but the prin- 
it would probably occur to him that British | ciple upon which the boundary was to be 
Columbia is very likely to be included by | established was agreed upon. I do not 
the unthinking in the designation “Western "emember the language, but the principle 
Territories.” was defined, and what remains to be done 
is to ascertain by actual survey, where, 
Hon. Mz. MACDONALD—I think the according to that principle, the boundary 





name “The Territories” would do very line will be. That will come up, I hope, 
well without Western at all. before long, and we shall be able to ugiee 
me . 'upon a commission to determine that upon 
' mike Mz. ABBOTT—British Columbia scientific principles without being atfected 
is a Province and there is no more danger |i, any way by the predisposition on the 
a it being Ne ju the one part of the Americans which my hon 
erritories than there is danger of Mani-'+.. : RES DR EE 
toba being confounded with the North. friend from Halifax fears will injure us. 
West Territories. The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Any Acts of! Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I move that a sub- 
Parliament are extended to apply to the section be added to that section which will 


North-West Territories, and some clause form sub-section 2, in these words :— 


covering that should be ineerted. “The words ‘North West Territories’ and the 


Me. ABBOTT— +s word ‘Territories’ wherever they occur in this Act, 
Hon. BO Ihave a Provision oy in any Act amending the same, mean The Western 


to that effect. | Territories of Canada. 
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Hon. Mr. McINNES (Burlington). —At 
resent the sub-divisions of the North-West 
erritories are the Province of Manitoba, 
and the Territories of Assiniboia, Saskat- 
chewan, Alberta, and Athabasca, leaving a 
very lurge tract of country without any 
definition at all, and I think it would be a 

reat advantage if that were sub-divided. 

t is large enough to make five territories 
such as those already carved out of it. 
One acquires knowledge of the respective 
parts ofa country and their relation to each 
other when they appear on the map. It 
would also be convenient for description, in 
case of any event or discovery, and for the 
application of any regulations applied to In- 
dians; for, after all, it is only on the map 
that most people acquire a knowledge of 
that country. [ merely draw the attention 
of the leader of the Government and of the 
House to the fact now, and it is to be 
hoped that at some future time these sub- 
divisions will be made. 


The amendment was agreed to and the 
clause was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Sections 5, 6, 7 
and 9 are the sections which make pro- 
vision for the new Legislature. Hon. 
gentlemen will see that section 2 contains 
all the provisions about the formation of 
the Legislative Assembly. These are now 
changed to sorhe extent and therefore 
these clauses have to be repealed. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEEI—I was going 
to suggest to the leader of the House that 
the provision for three legal experts be 
struck out, and two legal experts be 
inserted in lieu thereof. The present 
court consists of five judges, and three of 
these act as legal er perts in the Assembly. 
Hon. gentlemen will at once perceive that 
there is consequently a majority of the 
court in bane acting as legal experts 
who, when sitting in judgment on tboir 
own acts, will not stultify themselves by 
placing any other interpretation on their 
own legislation than they gave to it at the 
time the Act was passed. That difficulty 
has presented itself on more than one 
occasion, On one occasion a very impor- 
tant suit came before the Court in banc, 
presided over by these five judges, and the 
three judges who were responsible for the 
legislation, placed an interpretation upon 
their own legislation, which was entirely 


it by the other judges, and which, accord- 
ing to a great many lawyers, was not at 
all warranted. So that hon. gentlemen 
will see that that difficulty presents itself 
particularly to lawyers in going before the 
court, if they urge that a statute does not 
bear the interpretation which one of those 
legal experts may choose to give to it. So 
far as legislation in the North-West Coun- 
cil is concerned, two of those judges would 
be ample to act as experts; there cer- 
tainly should be a majority of the court 
whose hands would not be tied by having 
taken an active part in making the legis- 
lation. I submit that the Bench should 
not be handicapped, the way it is at pre- 
sent, by having a majority of the court as 
legal experts in the North-West Council. 


Hon. MR. GIRARD—I must admit that 
the Bill before us is not much of an im- 
provement on the existing law. It will 
certainly create great confusion, and I 
would say, most respectfully, that it would 
have been a great deal better if the Gov- 
ernment had codified the different laws 
relating to the North-West, and in doing 
so had omitted the provision for legal 
experts in the Asseritly. I do not see 
how it is possible that in any legislature 
proper harmony will be maintained be- 
tween such experts and the representa- 
tives of the people. The experts will be 
chosen from the judges, and their legal 
experience and education will certainly 
assist greatly in perfecting the laws; at 
the same time, 1 do not see why the Gov- 
ernment hesitate so much in completing 
the. organization of the North-West. 
We should have responsible government 
there, as we had in Manitoba in 1870, 
when the population numbered only 
twelve thousand. It was easy at that time 
to conduct the affairs of the Province 
under responsible government; but the 
2 is increasing in the North- 

est, and though I would prefer to see 
Manitoba settled first, the movement is 
westward, and many intelligent, enter- 

rising people have settled in the North- 

est and will be satisfied only with re- 
de government of their own. I 
think the duties of legal experts should 
be such as those of the Supreme Court 
here—to give their opinion on all difficult 
questions of legislation submitted to them 
by the House of Assembly. Bnt togive 


contrary to the interpretation placed upou | them power to take part in the discus- 





North-West [APRIL 28, 1890.] Territories Bill. 


ce i ae 


sions, I do not think is prudent or desir- 
able. There will be a clashing between 
the representatives of the people, and 
these experts, and under such circum- 
stances I think it will be better for the 
Government to reconsider the matter, and 
complete the organization of that vast 
territory. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—This Bill goes 
very far in the direction of localself-govern- 
ment, but certainly we could not give the 
Local Government control over many 
things that we have hitherto reserved to 
ourselves until the country is more ma- 
tured, and more experienced in self-gov- 
ernment. At the same time, the sooner 
we get rid of some of those questions 
which agitate Manitoba, such as education, 
and give the North-West Territories the 
right to legislate for themselves on such 


purely local matters, the better. ! 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I agree in the 
remarks of my hon. colleague. When this 
Bill was before the House a few years 
ago, when I had the honor of a seat in the 
Commons, my idea was that it would be 
necessary to have gentlemen in the Local 
Assembly who would be more conversant 


with the making of the laws, and better, 


qualified for legislation than ordinary 
members, and I suggested on that occa- 
sion that there should be a law clerk, 
well learned in the law, who should 
dratt all the Bills, and who would know 
when they conflicted with other laws of 
the country. I think it would bave been 
better had my suggestion been taken 
on that occasion; but the Government 


proposed that there should be three legal : 


experts. They hud power to discuss with 
and inform the Council on all matters that 
came under their jurisdiction, but had no 
powes to vote. They were simply there 
as an advisory council. I still think it is 
well to have some arrangement of that 
kind, because although the North-West 
Territory is being settled by an intelligent 


population, and amongst them a yood | 


many clever mon, there are few lawyers 
in the Council, and I find thateven common 
lawyers are not pertect in making laws, 
and that it is necessary to have more skill 
than the ordinary lawyer possesses in that 
respect. Ido think it is unwise to have 
men assisting to make the laws that they 
themselves have to administer, as the 
jadges do. I can understand quite well 
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that it is a difficulty, and I have heard it 
spoken of more than once, though not as 
reflecting in any way upon our judges, 
because we have a good class of judges in 
the North-West, still this will be a difficul- 
ty as long as such a state of things exists, 
I think if the Government would con- 
sent to make the nuinber two, instead of 
three, it would be just as well. There 
might be some exception, and hon. mem- 
bers here who have exhibited a great 
deal of feeling might think that a national 
uestion would arise; there is only one 
rench judge in that country, the other 
three are English speaking judges. For 
my part I am quite content that one of 
these two should be the French judge. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—L[ think the better - 
way would be not to cut down the number 
of these experts, but to do away with 
them altogether. It is something quite 
unparalleled in the construction of Legis- 
latures that there should be experts put 
on the floor of an elected assembly with 
poe not merely to udvise, but to speak. 

hey have no power to vote, but they can 
take part in adiscussion. The better way, 
I think, would be to omit this provision, 
and insert the provision which exists with 
respect to our own Parliament here, and 





‘also exists in several of the Provinces, 


authorizing the Legislative Assembly to 
pica the opinions of the judges on any 
egal questions that arise in connection 
with measures going through the House. 
I think that is the better way, and to 
allow the law clerk to act as the legal 
advisor of the Assembly in its ordinury 
business. We can tell from the samples 
of the lawyers of the North-West, that we 
have on the floor of this House, that they 
have gentlemen out there quite competent 
to give advice with respect to the con- 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am sorry that I 
cannot agiee with my hon. friends on this 
subject. These experts seem to me to be 
rendered obviously necessary by the 
system of government which is adopted in 
the N orth: W est. Ifthe suggestion of my 
hon, friend from Winnipeg were adopted, 
and they were given responsible govern- 
ment, all necessity fur there experts in the 
House would probably cease, because if 
they had responsible govetnment they 
would have, as we have, and as every 
legislature in the Dominion has, respon- 
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sible law officers of the Crown, and in 
addition another law officer, or quasi 
officer, who would be ambitious to be a 
law officer of the Crown. They would 
have two professional critics of legislation, 
men, who, from their official position, 
would be the guardians of correct legisla- 
tion in the House. Now, as it stands 
there are no such officials in the Legis- 
lature of the North-West Territories. The 
legislation must be prepared and must be 
discussed and altered in the House to suit 
the views of the members, and in order to 
enable them to do that intelligently, it is 
absolutely essential, it appears to me, not 
only that there should be legal advice as to 
the form of drawing Bills, which is very 
necessary indeed, but as to the amend. 
ments and additions which may be pro- 
posed to those Bills. The law clerk cannot 
come into the House and discuss there any 
proposition to amend the law or to enact 
new legislation. And as weall know, laws 
are shaped by being introduced ina certain 
form which, of course, could easily be a 
legal form to be prepared by the law clerk, 
but once introduced they are then at the 
disposal of the members of the House; 
they make what changes they like in 
them, such changes as they may think on 
the spur of the moment are necessary or 
proper. Now, what more wise or satisfac- 
tory arrangement could there be, than to 
have in the House gentlemen who are 
selected for their skill in such matters, 
who have the power of discussing them in 
the House, and, therefore, of explaining to 
members who desire a change or addition, 
exactly what that change or addition may 
be, or object to it if it is objectionable, and 


rience for changing. My hon. friend from 
Calgary spoke of reducing the number of 
these experts for the reason that they, be- 
ing judges, constitute the majority of the 
Bench. My hon. friend appeared to think 
that that :vas cbjectionable. Now it does 
not appear to me to be an objectionable 
feature, and for this reason: these gentle- 
men are engaged in the making of the 
law which they are called upon to in- 
terpret. Who so well as they would 
know what the law was intended to 
mean? If anybody understood the law 
it must surely be the men who made it, 
and it seems to me more likely that the 
very men whotook an active part in making 
the law, who took part in the discussions 
from which the law arose, are better fitted 
and more capable of interpreting that law 
than other men who had nothing to do 
with its formation, and who get their ideas 
from the judgment which they may form 
upon its interpretation without being 
aware of all the circumstances under which 
the law was passed. Now this system is 
not unique as far as that goes. It is the 
system which prevails in England at this 
moment. The ultimate Court of Appeal in 
England is the House of Lords, which is a 
branch of the Legislature, and the very 
men who assist in making the laws — the 
Law Lords—are the very men who decide 
in the last resort what the meaning of 
those laws is. So I think we have theory 
and experience both in favor of the present 
system of having three experts, ides 
the convenience, in case of a difference of 
opinion amongst these experts, of having 
an unequal number, so that the majority 
may decide. Now as respects responsible 


show why it is objectionable in point of government, hon. gentlemen must see 


law, or show the reasons for supporting 
it if it is desirable. 
any arrangement short of one which would 


I cannot conceive of 


that the Territories, like every other 
portion of the Dominion, must in the end 
come to have responsible governmerft, and 


give them an elaborate and expensive; no doubt will be as well fitted for it asany 


government, with official law officers 


other portion of the Dominion when the 


entitled to speak in the House—no ar-| time comes; but they have as yet but a 


rangement short of that would apparently 
answer the purpose so well as to have 
those gentlemen there without the power 
to vote, but with the power to explain 
their views on the questions of law which 
arise, and to shape the legislation, as far 
as the law is concerned, in such a way as 
to make it effective. That seemsto me to 
be an admirable arrangement, and so far 
as I know it has worked exceedingly well. 
There is no reason on the ground of expe- 


small population. The expense which the 
officials needed for responsible govern- 
ment, the official ceremonies and disburse- 
ments, would entail upon these Territories 
with their present small income, would be 
very large indeed in proportion to the 
population, and the elaborate and costly 
machinery of responsible government 
would seem to be misplaced when it is 
applied to so small a number of people. 
Again, public opinion in the Territories, 
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where the population is sparse, and where | proper drafting of the same. Now, in the 
there are few newspapers and few meet-| House of Lords I do not understand that 
ings of the people of the country in large! responsibility is cast on the Law lords for 
numbers to discuss public matters, is not|tho drafting of those Bills, and conse- 
so strong as it is in the older Peers quently they are at liberty to place any 
where a position the reverse of that pre- | construction upon them that they may see 
vails, and there would be more danger in ! fit while sitting in a judicial capacity. But 
a country with so sparse a population and | here are three legal experts holding a posi- 
with so few indicators of public opinion,|tion analagous to that of the Attorney 
of imprudent measures, which might) General, who revises all legislation, who 
hamper and injure the progress and pros-| drafts all Bills, and consequently I submit 
perity of the Territories for all time.|to this House that the Attorney general of 

hey might run themselves into debt.|a Province could not give a disinterested 
It is one of the most natural and most| judicial opinion upon the construction ofa 
dangerous tendencies of young constituen-| statute. Again, in answer to my hon. 
cies, wanting improvements in every | friend when he says that there are no judges 
direction, to run themselves in debt for! better qualified to state what the mean- 
such improvements beyond their means.| ing of an Act is, or what was meant by the 
They would have the entire control of such | Legislature in passing it than the three 
subjects under responsible government. | legal experts who framed the legislation, 
Our sister country, which certainly has} I may say there is no better defined rule for 
great jadyment in the way of settling her | the interpretation of a statute than to take 
new Territories, never thinks of giving |it for what it is on the face of it. We have 
the privileges of a state to one of its Ter-| to take the Actas it is drawn: otherwise it 
ritories until it reaches a very considerable | would be obvious that the greatest injue- 
population indeed. Their ideas on that| tice would arise because a statute passed 
subject are immenscly larger than any |in the public interest would be read by the 
which have yet prevailed in the Dominion | public without a knowledge of the discus- 
of Canada. So that in abstaining from|sion that took place upon it when it was 
granting the elaborate machinery of res-| before the Legislature or what opinions 

nsible government to a small community | may have existed in the Legislature when 
ike this, we are following their example |the statute was passed. We must take an 
and acting on what I think is à sound | Act as we find it, we must read it and in- 
principle. ‘There is not the least doubt|terpretit as we find it coming from the 
that when any Territory becomes so set-| hand of the printer. without regard at all 
tled, when it comes to have such a popu-|to what took place in the Legislature. As 
lation and such an amount of business to |I said before, dissatisfaction has been ex- 
udminister, that responsible government is | pressed in the legal profession and prevails | 
necessary for it, it will than receive it; !to-day, that by reason of a majority of the 
but I think, and my colleagues think, that | Court en banc being placed on the board of 
it would be premature to talk of giving! legal experts, they are handicapped in the 
them responsible government at -this|way [ have referred to while sitting en 
moment. banc, in necessarily standing together in 


Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—In answer to | 8aying what was intended at the time the 
the leader of the House I may say, with | statute was passed, that ithad such a mean. 
all due deference to the precedent referred |ing and was directed towards a certain end. 
to, namely, the House of Lords, as being a | One of the most important cases yet tried 

recedent for the appointment of those |in the Territories, in which the other two 
legal experts, it differs from the proposi- | judges (very able men who were entirely 
tion here in some respects. In am not talk-|disinterested) differed entirely from the 
ing in any respect against the system of| three legal experts, they stated that from 
appointing legal experts ; so far as I have | the Act as drawn the meaning placed upon 
heard the system has given satisfaction ; ; it by the three legal experts was not justi- 
but the difference between the House of | fied under the circumstances, I therefore 
Lords and the North-West Council in this ee that the hon. leader of the House 
respect is hero, that three legal experts are | Will give some further consideration to this 
appointed who are specially responsible | point and allow it to stand for further con- 
for the preparation of all Bills and for the | sideration. 
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Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—The very 
effect of the presonce of these legal experts 
in the Assembly will practically defeat the 
object in view. They are there because it 
is assumed that the members are as yet 
inexperienced in drafting amendments and 
in framing laws, and consequently the 
assistance of these expert judges is required 
to fill up that gap. It seems to me that to 
call upon a body of men to depend upon 
three experts to do work that they ought 
to do themselves is to keep them in a cons- 
tant pupilage. That is the first idea that 
occurs to my mind when I hear the pur- 
pee for which these three experts are to 

placed in the Western Parliament. Itis 
not to be assamed—and [ submit it with 
all due deference to professional gentle- 
men—that difficulties of the same kind 
have not been experienced in other young 
colonies. I remember 
lawyers.were very few in Prince Edward 
Island, and we always had in our Legis- 
lature what were called law clerks attached 
to each House. Sometimes the same gentle- 
men performed the same office for both 
Houses. Only the other day I saw the 
portrait of one of the first Liberal attor- 
neys general that did duty for the Liberal 
party in Prince Edward Island, in one of 
the Montreal illustrated papers, but I do 
not think there was another legal gentle- 
men at that time in practice in Prince 
Edward Island of an age to take public 
officeof the importance of Attorney General, 
and he filled it with credit to himself and 
satisfaction to his party. Notwithstand- 
ing that we had so young a Legislature and 
such a scarcity of lawyers, the predica- 
ment which itis intended to provide tor 
by the presence of these three experts was 
never experienced disadvantageously, as 
far as I am aware, in our Province. Long 
before my time Bills were passed there 
and sent home tothe Imperial Govern- 
ment for confirmation which were re- 
jected by the Crown, and years and years 
afterwards adopted by the Imperial Parlia- 
ment and carried into effect for that part 
of her Majesty’s dominions called Ireland, 
and thereupon in our Province, Prince 
Edward Island, we were enabled to reintro- 
duce measures of the same type which 
had been rejected many years before. For 
these reasons I should say it would be 
rather unwise to stick to this plan of legal 
experts. If you wish to develop capacity 
for carrying out the business of a Session 


the time when, 


and to prepare the legislators of a y 
Province for the important position whic 
they are afterwards to occupy when they 
receive responsible government, I think 
the way to do is to let them alone as soon 
us possible to their own legislative work. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD have spoken on 
the subject of responsible government 
because I have read in the papers that the 
subject is receiving a good deal of attention. 
Large sums of money are annually ex- 
pended inthe North-West Territories di- 
rectly by the Federal Government which, 
under responsible government, would be 
entrusted to local authorities who would 
be responsible to the people. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—With regard 
to law clerks. we had them in the Legis- 
lature of Nova Scotia in 1856 and 1857. 
They sat at the Table of the House and 
they were considered necessary for the 
better framing of the measures that came 
before the House. That system was after- 
wards abandoned; but in a new country 
like the North-West I think a Law Clerk 
would be more effective than the experts 
proposed. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
from Calgary insists upon a very well 


|understood principle in the construction 


of statutes, that we are not to endeavor to 
find out what the laws mean from any out- 
side interpretation of what the law givers 
meant, and my hon. friend gave one 
reason himself when he was speaking— 
because we are unuble to find out, in 
practising before a court, the motives 
which governed the legislators in passing 
any particular law. We have not the 
advantage in ordinary cases, of having 
actually the very men who made the laws 
before us. Under the plan which is 
adopted for the North-West Territories we 
ure not obliged to seek out the motives of 
the legislators from newspapers or speeches 
or any other source, which would be the case 
if we allowed the principle to operate 
ordinarily. But in the North-West we 


| have the men on the Bench who took an 


active part in the making of the laws, and 
who must be presumed to know what the 
object in making the laws was, as much or 
more than anyone else can. Of course it 
is not intended that these men should have 
the right to put a construction on a statute 
passed by the Legislature which its lan- 
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guage will not carry out, but in the 
nature of things a ditference of opinion 
such as my hon. friend described, must 
arise, when there is apparent ambiguity in 
the meaning of a clause under discussion. 
If it is plain, nobody can attempt to 
ut a forced construction upon it. 
f it is ambiguous on its face, then 
surely the knowledge of the men 
who made it, who took part in the 
discussion upon it, who knew why it was 
ut on the Statute-book, must be valuable 
in determining what it means. My hon. 
friend would rather seem to assume, that 
the decision which two judges would give 
on the Bench would be better than the 
decision whick three judges gave. Ifso, the 
two judges must know better what tl:e mean- 
ing of the law was, than the three judges 
who made it. That does not seem to me 
to be a tenable proposition. It is truemy 
hon. friend does not put it on that ground; 
he puts it on the ground that they are re- 
pone bie in some way for the framing of 
the law, and therefore will feel bound to 
give it a particular construction, but I do 
not see that such a responsibility exists at 
all. They may draft the law; they do not 
necessarily frame it, it is the Legislature 
which passes it. The Legislature heard 
their advice in the discussion which took 
place upon it, but it is not they who are re- 
sponsible for the law. They are not bound 
to put a forced construction on it which it 
will not bear, in order to sustain their 
position as experts in the Legislature. I 
do not see that the argument bears very 
strongly on the question in any way. I 
am glad to hear my hon. friend’s state- 
ment that these men have given satisfac- 
tion in the work which they have done, 
and I do not think that this House can 
consider the fact that they joined in differ- 
ing from the minority as to the construc- 
tion of a statute is any proof, or any 
presumption that they are wrong in that 
construction, but, on the contrary, I think 
every presumption must be in favor of 
their being right. My hon. friend from 
Prince Edward Island appears to think 
that the appointment of those experts 
leaves the Legislature in a kind of tutelage 
—that they are not acquiring any confi- 
dence in themselves, and can have no 
confidence in themselves until this assist- 
ance is withdrawn. My hon. friend must 
perceive that every Legislature is in exact- 
J 
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always call these specialists legal experts. 
The House of Commons does not call my 
hon. friend the Minister of Justice and 
his distinguished opponent on the other 
side of the House, the hon. Mr. 
Blake, legal exper‘s, but they are just as 
much under the tutelage of those gentle- 
men as this small legislative assembly is- 
under the tutelage of the experts. These 
gentlemen are the men who speak with 
confidence, and who are listened to with 
confidence, on cvery subject involving ques- 
tions of law in legislation, as a matter of 
course, and they perform in the House all 
the functions which legal experts perform 
in this small Legislature and many more, 
no doubt, because they vote. Of course I 
do not mean that only those two gentle- 
men perform such duties: all the mem- 
bers of the House who areskilled lawyers 
are performing the same duties as the 
experts perform in the North-West As- 
sembly. There is no difference in the 
two systems at all in principle: the only 
difference is in form. e desire that they 
may have skilled lawyers to assist in their 
deliberations and in making the laws: 
three skilled lawyers are put there lest 
they might by chance not have enough 
skilled lawyers in the Legislature to enable 
them to put the legislation in the form 
that they desiro to have it. I see that 
itworks well, and the only complaint isthat 
these three men have on some occasions 
interpreted the law differently from the 
other two members of the Court. I am 
not prepared to think that that is a serious 
objection. ‘The subject has received the 
most careful consideration that we could 
give it, and we are all of opinion, from the 
experience of what has passed in the North- 
West with reference to these experts, that 
for the moment it is the best system that 
we can devise for having their laws put in 
a sensible and proper form. 


The clause was adopted. 
Hon. Mr. READ, from the Committee, 


reported that they had made some pro- 
gress and asked leave to sit again. 


At 6 o’clock the Speaker left the Chair. 
After Recess. 


The Committee resumed. 


On section 6, 
Hon. Mr. POWER—Originally the 


the same position, only it does not|term of the Legislature was two years, I 
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understand. Now it is three years, and 
it occurs to me that, unless there is some- 
thing special in the circumstances of the 
country, it would be better to make the 
term four years. One of the most potent 
reasons why the State Legislatures and the 
Federal House of Representatives in the 
United States are not filled by better men 
than do fill them is that the term of office 
is too short. I think that once in four 
years is quite often enough to run elec- 
tions, and when a member is elected for a 
shorter term it takes him a year or two to 
learn his business fairly well, and then it 
is time for him to go out. The tendency 
is either to induce a man, while in the 
Legislature, to devote himself to securing 
his own re-election, or to make the most 
he can out of the position during the short 
time he has it. 


Hon. MR. PERLEY—The first. Council 
had only a two years’ term, and I had 
something to do with the recommendation 
of the two years’ term, and it was for this: 
reason: it was a new country, settling 
rapidly, and there were changes made from 
year to year by this Parliament which 
would necessitate frequent elections. In 
the present Council, for instance, circum- 
stances have occurred which render it de- 
sirable to have an election this summer, 
although the three years’ term bas not 
expired. 

The clause was agreed to. 





On section 10, 


Hon.Mr. POW ER—I do not see that sec- 
tion 10 contains any provision with respect 
to the franchise, and it seems to me that a 
representative assembly should have a 
right to decide as to the franchise that is 
to prevail in their own territory. I donot 
think that the franchise ought to be settled 
at Ottawa, it ought to be settled by the 
peor =: and the Legislature for whose mem- 

ers the electors are to vote. That issuch 
a self-evident proposition, that some rea- 
son ought to be given for it not being done. 
We have been giving year after year ad- 
ditional powers to the people of' the Terri- 
tories, but we have never given them 
enough to reasonably satisfy them. It must 
be remembered that people in the North- 
West Territories are, generally speaking, 
poop’ who have been in the habit of legis- 
ating for themselves. They are most of 
them from Ontario, where they have been 


accustomed to self-government, and they 
do not need to be treated as children ; it is 
a remarkable thing that the people are not 
to have the right t6 decide on the qualifi- 
cation of voters, and it is for the Govern- 
ment to explain the reason why. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It would be some- 
thing new for me to abstain from answer- 
ing any question that I was asked in the 
House, The fact is that the franchise is 
established by the Act we are amending, 
and established on the one-man-one-vote 
pee The Government and this House 

ave hitherto thought proper that every 
resident for 12 months in the Territories 
should have a vote, and they are not 
willing that that franchise should be res- 
tricted. It cannot be extended, and they 
think it better to leave it as it is. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would suggest 
to the hon. leader of the House that in the 
interpretation clause a definition should 
be placed upon the meaning of the word 
“householder.” Considerable difficulty has 
arisen there, as to the interpretation to be 
given to it, some going so far as to hold 
thata man living in a tent is a householder. 
The decisions in our own courts are very 
conflicting indeed, and I think it desirable 
that some specific definition should be put 
upon that word. I refer my hon. friend to 
section 20. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I will consider 
that point by the time we take up the Bill 
again and see whether we can make a 
definition that will suit, or whether, on 
reflection, we think it necessary to propose 
one. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—My intention was 
to call the attention of the Minister to the 
last provision in sec. 6, sub-sec. 2: “ Until 
the Legislative Assembly otherwise pro- 
vides, as it may do, the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor shall by proclamation prescribe and 
declare for use at all or any elections rales 
for, &c.,” then follow the sub-sections 
respecting elections. The Lieutenant 
Governor appears to be alone authorized 
to make regulations and all that is neces- 
sary for the organization of an election, 
and preparing the lists of electors under 
the system provided by this Act. Some 
assistance should be given in that case to 
the Lieutenant Governor. Some of the 
judges should be there to assist him in 
these difficult duties. He appears to be 
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alone, and it seems to me to be a very 
serious matter to leave all that authority 
in the hands of one man. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend] Hon, Mr. MASSON—The hon. gentle- 
will see this is only until the Legislature! man, after his explanation, had better let 
meets, If there should be an election be- his amendment drop. 


tween now and themeeting of theAssembly, Hon. Me PERLEY__If th 
nN. Mr. —If we carry the 


the Lieutenant Governor is to make these UNE 
regulations—that is to say for a by-elec- | #mendment here, it will be opposed below, 
and perhaps defeated ; and I have consulted 


tion—the election of one member, because : 
for the general election the rules will be Mr. Charlton and Mr. McCarthy and they 
think it better to move it in the Commons 


ade by the Legislature at its meeting. I 
da Born, land if it is adopted there, the probabilities 


section 10 we require to make an altera- ee 
tion, and I propose to suggest an additional , Te that it will be adopted by this House. 


clause. In the 15th line the words “ North- 
West Territories,” are to be found, and I 
propose to alter that by placing the name 
which we decided apon before dinner. It 
is proposed to give further power to the 
Legislature with reference to the expendi- 
ture of money. At present the money in- 
tended to be expended in the North-West 
is appropriated here and sent to the Lieu- 
tenant Governor with instructions what is 
to be done with it; but it is proposed to 
send instructions to the Lieutenant Gov- 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—If you move it 
here now the Bill may not have to come 
back again. 








On section 13, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I propose to ask 
to make a small addition to section 13. It 
appears that there is some doubt about the 
jurisdiction of the courts to decree 
alimony to a wife who would be entitled 
to alimony by the law of England, and I 
propose to add the following amendment: 

**3. The court shall have jurisdiction to decree 
alimony to any wife who would be entitled to alimony 


by the law of England, or to any wife who would be 


: entitled by the law of England to a divorce and to 
ernor to expend a portion of the money, | ali 


except what is required for routine work, 
such as salaries, &c., under the advice of 
the Legislative Assembly. The proposal 
is to add to this section another sub-section 
which will be called 11, and which will 
be in these terms : 

‘11. The expenditure of such portion of any mon 


imony as incident thereto, or to any wife whose 
husband lives separate from her without any sufficient 
cause and under circumstances which would entitle 
her, by the law of England, to a decree for restitution 
of conjugal rights, and alimony when decreed shall 
continue until the further order of the court.” 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I was about to 

suggest that the same clause that is to be 

appropriated by Parliament for the Territories as he found in the Ontario Judicature Act and 
Governor in Council may instruct the Lieutenant also in the Manitoba Queen's Bench Act 
Governor to expend by and with the advice ofthe | might be inserted here, inasmuch as most 
Legislative Assembly. of our judicial ordinances are based on the 
Hon. Mr. GIRARD—That is the begin-! Ontario Act, and the decisions which have 
ning of the responsibility. been arrived at there would be very service- 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—Yes; we are going able to assist us in the judgments of our 
slowly, but all the time in that direction. Courte; 


Hon. MR. PERLEY—I would say here 
that it was my intention after section 10 
of the Bill to propose another clause as 
clause a, but I have changed my mind, 
and will not now move my amendment. 
I intended to move it, but for the fact 
that Mr. Charlton and Mr. McCarthy pro- 

e to bring the matter up in the other 
ouse, 80 that whatever time we would 
spend on it here might be lost. I will 
simply read it to let the House know 
what it is: 


‘ The Legislative Assembly shall have power to 
make all necessary ordinances in respect to education, 
but such power shall not be exercised until after the 
next ensuing general election for the said Assembly.” 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I understand that 
this clause has been prepared by the 
Minister of Justice with a view to assimi- 
lating the jurisdiction of the court to the 
Ontario jurisdiction. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would direct 
the attention of the leader of the House 
to a peculiar feature in the latter part of 
sub-section 2. The sub-section reads : 


‘2. But no court or judge in the Territories shall 
have jurisdiction in respect of any action for a 
Rem bling cent or for the price of any intoxicating 
iquor or intoxicant, or of any action by any person 
on any promissory note, bill of exchange, cheque, 


draft, or other document or writing whatsoever, the 
<onsideration or any of the consideration for 
which was a gambling debt or any intoxicating liquor 
or intoxicant,” 
I was about to suggest that the qualifica- 
tion should be inserted, that such notes 
should be good in the hands of a bon@ fide 


holder without notice. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—I think my hon. 
friend is quite right. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Hon. gentle- 
mon can readily understand that a note of 
this kind might circulate as good 
commercial paper, and would in the ordi- 
nary state of business affairs pass into the 
hands of innocent parties, who should be 
protected by that qualification. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If my hon. friend 
will allow the matter to stand, I willhave 
_ & proviso carefully drawn, and put inon 

the third reading. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—L observe that 
clause 12 repeals entirely the Act re- 
lating to personal property of married 
women. fl 
it is intended that we sball fall back on the 
ordinance passed by the Legislative As- 
sembly last Session with respect to the 
personal property of married women ? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—It is intended to 
refer that to the Legislative Assembly 
entirely. It is one of the subjects pro- 
vided by this Acc. 


Hon. MR. LOUGHEED-—Then I would 
ask that a proviso be inserted that this 
clause shall not come into operation until 
the Legislative Assembly deals with the 
matter. Very considerable difficulty might 
arise in the interval, inasmuch as all pro- 
tection of the personal earnings and per- 
sonal property of married women would 
be repealed by this Act. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I was informed 
that an ordinance had already been passed 
on this subject. 


Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—Yes; but Iam 
of opinion it was only intended to act in 
conjunction with the legislation which 
already existed, and I do not think it con- 
templated so sweeping an abolition of the 
law as is now proposed, and if my hon. 
triend would allow it to stand until I could 
look further into the matter it might be 
better. 
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Hon. Me. ABBOTT—AII that would be 
required would be simply to enact in the 
preamble that from and after the termina- 
tion of the next Session of the Assembly it 
shall come into force. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On the 14th section, 


Hon. MR. LOUGHEED—I would like 
to ask the leader of the Honse the mean- 
ing of subsection 2: “Subject to any 
statute prohibiting or restricting proceed- 
ings by way of certiorari, a single judge 
shall, in addition to his other powers, have 
all the powers usually exercised by a court 
in banc as to proceedings by way of cer- 
tiorari over the proceedings, orders, con- 
victions and udjudications had, taken and 
made by justices of the peace, and in addi- 
tion thereto shall have the power of re- 
vising, amending, modifying, or otherwise 
dealing with the same, &c.” 

If my hon. friend will look at the Sum- 
mary Convictions Act he will see that this 
may be the subject of considerable am- 


ask the leader of the House if| biguity owing to the provision in the be- 


ginning of the clause. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is not the inten- 
tion to extend the form of certiorari beyond 
the Summary Convictions Act, but this 
clause does really extend the power of the 
judge very much ; the idea was that very 
frequently it would appear upon the face 
of the proceedings that a proper judgment 
could be rendered on those proceedings 
without quashing it merely for informal- 
ity. 

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED — The only 
apprehension is, if any hon. gentleman 
will refer to section 90 of the Summary 
Convictions Act, cap. 178, he will there 
find that there is ground for the opinion 
that that section would refer to every case 
being finally brought before a full court as 
distinguished from the court of a single 
judge, and that this qualifying clause in 
the first line of sub-section 2 might there- 
fore nullify the intention. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I do not under- 
stand it so. This clause is not designed to 
increase the number of cases in which cer- 
tiorari may issue, but when it issues it is 
to be dealt with in the manner prescribed 
by this section. Such cases are all dealt 
with on their own merits; in some cases 





ae —— 








they prohibit the certiorari ; in other cases | new body with legislative powers on those 


they grant it. 
The clause was agreed to. 


On sub-section 15, 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would sug- 
Seek that instead of leaving it to the Legis- 
ative Assembly to determine as to the 
appointment of districts for deputy sheriffs 
and deputy clerks, that it would be better 
to leave it to the judges of the respective 
districts in which they are to be made. It 
might be very desirable to have appoint- 
ments made promptly, inasmuch as settle- 
ments grow rapidly in the North-West, 
and I think the judges in all probability 
would be better qualified to determine 
where the appointments should be made. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not like ex- 
tending legislative functions to judges any 
more than can be helped. 


Hon. Mr. LOYGHEED—It is the loss of 
time that I principally object to before such 
an appointment could be made. The diffi- 
culty I see in the way is that a year may 
elapse before a very necessary appointment 
can be made. [ think it would be better 
to leave the power to the judges or to the 


Lieutenant Governor and his Advisory 
Board. 


Hon. Me. PERLE Y—I concur in the sug- 
gestion that has been made by my colleague, 
only I go farther. I take exception to 
this clause altogether. I think the judges 
would be very proper authorities to deter- 
mine where such appointments are neces- 
sary, and not leave the matter to be decided 
on political grounds. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It appears to me 
that it would be an unprecedented thing 
to allow the judges to divide up the judi. 
cial districts and make appointmeuts. If 
the Legislative Assembly make an injadi- 
cious arrangement, it can be amended 
afterwards whenever the public think it 
necessary. Ifa judge makes an appoint- 
ment, who is to constrain him to amend 
or alter it or make another regulation with 
regard to it? In fact it is a kind of func- 
tion not usually entrusted to judges. There 
may be some little delay underthis:rrange- 
ment, but it would be better to let these 
matters wait until the Legislature meets 
and exercises the powers which we are 
going to confer upon it, than to create a 


subjects. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED— What does 
the bon. gentleman think of leaving the 
appointment to the Lieutenant Governor 
and the Advisory Board ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have not con- 
sidered it or consulted my colleagues about 
it, However, I will take a note of the sug- 
gestion and submit it to them. 


The clause was adopted. 
On clause 21, 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED suggested that, 
in the absence of the grand jury system in 
the North-West, provision should be made 
giving a judge power to look over the evi- 
dence taken at a preliminary trial to see 
if it is sufficient to put an accused person 
or trial, and in case it is not, to discharge 

im. 


Hon. Mr, ABBOTT said he would take 
a note of it and consult with his colleague 
the Minister of Justice on the subject. 


The clause was adopted. 


On clause 28, 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED said: A very 
considerable amount of dissatisfaction pre- 
vails to any alteration in this particular 
section. It looks very harmless but yet it 
may be made a means of oppressing the 
public. The law of the Territories now 
with regard to liquor is this: that if liquor 
is brought into the Territories under the 
special permission of the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor, it is there lawfully and can be given 
away lawfully. If A brings in a dozen 
bottles of brandy under the special per- 
mission of the Lieutenant Governor he can 
give a bottle euch to B, C and D. But 
under this proposed section B would have 
to get a special permission from the Lieu- 
tenant Governor to receive this bottle of 
brandy from A, and so would each of the 
others. This law has been made very 
oppressive and tyrannical up to the present 
time and has given rise to a great deal of 
dissatisfaction. It has not been promotive 
of temperance or good order by an 
means. If hon. gentlemen will look at the 
various reports that have been submitted 
here, year after year, by the Mounted Po- 
lice, they can see that this law, the most 
stringent that we have on our Statute- 
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books against the liquor traffic, is almost | law more unjustly rigorous and despotic 
inoperative. The people consider it tyran-! than it has hitherto been. 


nical and oppressive, and the tendency of 

public opined has been, up to the present| Hon. Mr. VIDAL —As the hon. entle- 

time, rather to relax the law than to in-| Man is à representative from the North- 
West, I suppose we are bound to accept 


crease its stringency. If hon. gentlemen | : : 
will look at this Bill, they will see that it! What he gives as an explanation of this 


is contemplated to give the Legislative | large sale of liquor which is taking place 
Assembly power to deal with the liquor '!" algary. The information that comes 
question hereafter. I do not think, there- | to me is that it is entirely _owing to tho 
fore, in view of this fact, that they should ! Y°TY reckless manner in which permission 
proceed to make this law more strict and | Hea es by we hewmen Governor to 
oppressive in form than it has been, and | Pring liquor into that country. 


thus create greater dissatisfaction than) j}fon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The permits 
that which has prevailed up to the present ' only represent a very small portion indeed 
time. Ido not stand here by any means’ of the douce that is brought into the 
as an advocate of the liquor traffic, or of Territories. Illicit liquor is brought into 
widening the doors for the purpose of! the country in all manners, Every device 
assisting this traffic to be carried on. I’ and scheme are resorted to for the purpose 
have always been a strong advocate! of bringing in liquor,and it keeps the North- 
of temperance legislation, but when Ii West Mounted Police busy from sunrise to 
see legislation of this kind, which has! sunset examinin every train of cars pass- 
roved _ worse than a farce, In the ing through the Territories endeavoring to 
erritories—because I say it advised-, carry out this law, which they find they 
ly—in the town of Calgary alone Ij cannot do. But the best answer I can give 
know of twenty places where liquor can jthe hon. gentlemen from Sarnia is this, 
be purchased openly notwithstanding the that the North-West Mounted Police from 
fact that we are surrounded by a police | year to year in their reports published in 
force for the purpose of enforcing this | the blue books have stated that it is utter- 
law—I do not wish to see it made more jy impossible to enforce this law: that the 
stringent. Owing to the disregard and | Pegislative Assembly from year to year has 
disrespect that the people of the Territories , protested most emphatically against it, 
have for this law it is not observed. Any and that every representative vuice that 
further restrictive legislation of this kind | can be raised from the Territories up to 
would only increase the difficulty under the present time has been protesting 
which we at present labor, The disregard to | against this law. In the teeth of all these 
this particular law is spreadin; to such | facts I do not think that the tendency of 
an extent that it is creating a disregard | the legislation should be to increase the 
of more salutary laws for the preservation : restrictions which have been placed around 
of order and morality. Hon. gentle-| the people of the Territories to a greater 
men should take into their consideration | extent than those which already exist. 
the fact that year after year the Legisla- 
tive Assembly have protested most; Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The reports which 
emphatically against this law. It has|I learn have been made on this subject 
been made an engine for the greatest) tend to show that this privilege which a 
oppression. Let me point out the fact | person now holds,under the law asit stands, 
that this proposed clause is calculated to|of possessing any quantity of liquor, is a 
have this effect : that if liquor is brought cover and shield for those who bring 
in for medicinal purposes and A finds liquor into the Territories without a right 
that B is suffering from some complaint | to do so—such a cover and such a shield 
which could be relieved by liquor and | that it is almost impossible to stop such 
gives it to him medicinally, B, in receiving | importation. And one of the great causes 
it, even for necessary medicinal purposes, | of the prevalence of liquor throughout the 
becomes subject toa fine of $200 and costs. | Territories, notwithstanding all the pre- 
I assert it to be an arbitrary law, and as a| cautions taken to prevent it, has been the 
representative of the North-West Terri-| fact that the moment it can be passed into 
tories I protest against the passage of | the hands of a third party, that party can 
sumptuary laws and the making of this|be in possession of it without incurring 
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any penalty, or exhibiting any permis- 
sion. My hon. friend’s statement, it seems 
to me, cuts both ways. Surely it is desir- 
able that this trade in liquor should be 
checked as far as it can possibly be by law 
—and that I understood was the opinion 
of everybody throughout the whole conti- 
nent. 
intoxication which prevails in the North- 
West Territories—it is news to me that 
the people are opposed to the restriction 
of the liquor traffic in the Territories. 
I never heard that view taken of the 
liquor law in the North-West; on the con- 
trary, I have heard them praised as being 
the cause of our being able to maintain 
such order in those vast territories at so 
small an expenditure. I am bound to 
believe that it is necessary that there 
should be improvement in the legislation 
with reference to the admission of liquor, 
from my hon, friend’s own argument, 
when he insists upon the great quantity 
and abundance of liquor to be found there. 
Even that indicates to me that there is 
some necessity for improving the law, 
and this proposed legislation, the Govern- 
ment have been informed, would serve as 
a check, an appropriate check, on the 
introduction of liquor into the Territories, 
inasmuch as it would take away the 
facility with which liquor is received and 
retained after it is brought into the country 
illegally. I hope the Senate wiil adopt 
the clause, and after the next election, the 
Assembly may deal with the subject 
itself, and make such arrangements as it 
thinks proper. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—If we pass section 
34 it gives the Legislative Assembly power 
to do away with these restrictions. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—It gives them power 
to deal with the subject after an appeal to 
the people, and I am satisfied that when 
the people are given a chance to express 
an opinion on the subject they will not 
consent to have this law removed from the 
Statute-book. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Hazs this 


clause been prepared to meet the result of 
a judicial decision? I have a distinct re 
collection of a report having been brought 
down here from the Commissioner of the 


Mounted Police which resulted in advanced 


legislation of this kind, in which it was 
stated that Judge Rouleau had rendered 
38 


They admired the freedom from, 
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a jadgment under this Act in a manner 
which was unanimously condemned by this 
House in last year’s debate upon the North- 
West Police Act. When the debate in 
question was brought to the knowledge of 
Judge Rouleau he at once denied having 
made such a decision and stated that such 
a question for decision had never come 
before him—that the representation was 
entirely incorreet, and the officer making 
it was altogether in error. I hope that 
this clause is not the result of a similar 
incorrect report made to the Government, 
based on a alleged decision ofa court which 
was never rendered, and in fact never had 
an existence. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
drew my attention to the question respec- 
ting Judge Rouleau’s decision, and.I also 
had a letter from the Judge on the subject, 
in which he stated that he had never rend- 
ered such a judgment as that mentioned 
in the debate in this House to which my 
hon. friend has referred. It was reported 
that the Judge had held that the Mounted 
Police had no power to search for liquor 
unless they actually saw the liquor—that 
they could not be held to have reason to 
suspect that there was liquor anywhere, 
unless they saw it. Judge Rouleau assures 
me that he never gave such a decision. 
The legislation has done no harm, but it 
was mortifying to Judge Rouleau to have 
a decision attributed to him which he 
never rendered. | 


On clause 32, 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved that 
the proviso contained in the last three 
lines be struck out. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—This clause has 
given cause for a good deal of considera- 
tion from the Government, and I observe 
that my hon. friend objects to the proviso 
at the end of the clause on the ground that 
it is agitating the question—lI will use his 
own language :— 

‘ It is not in the interest of this country to agitate 
the question of Caneine such provisions of the con- 
stitutional laws of the North-West Territories as now 
proposed to be amended, and which gives to the 

ple of those Territories the free use of both the 

nglish and the French language in the proceedings 
of the pars Assembly, and in the recording 
and publishing the same.” 

I presume that my hon. friend is well 
aware the introduction of this proviso into 
this clause is not really agitating the ques- 
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with a very few exceptions the other House 
agreed to submit this question as to the use 
of the French and English languages to 
the Legislature itself—to leave it to the 
decision of the Legislature itself after its 
hext election, to decide in what manner its 
proceedings should be published, and so 
. far from agitating the question by the 
insertion of this proviso, in point of fact 
we are adopting the principle which was 
agreed to almost unanimously by the 
representatives of the people, and which 
has met with the almost unanimous sanc- 
tion of the press throughout the country, 
as a moderate, sensible and constitutional 
mode of settling this difficulty. Of course 
it is not my intention to enter upon the 
history of this question, or to discuss it at 
length. I find before me a problem which 
appears to me to be practically solved. 
While on the one hand certain parties who 
press the English ideas very far—much fur- 
ther than Ido, much further than the leaders 
of politics on both sides of the House do, 
desire to make a positive exclusion of the 
French language trom the proceedings of 
the Legislature there ; and I judge from the 
preamble of the Bill which was introduced 
in another place that they desire to extent 
that exclusion a good deal further than the 
North-West Territories ; I think the great 
majority of the people and of their repre- 
sentatives are opposed to any such exclu- 
sion; but with regard to the North-West 
Territories they appear to have arrived at 
the deliberate conclusion that this is a 
subject, like most other subjects, that the 
people themselves can deal with, and this 
proviso simply gives it to the people to 
deal with as they can deal with other 
matters affecting their rights and privi- 
leges. There is nothing new in this resolu- 
tion. In Lower Canada where they are as 
anxious to preserve their nationality as 
they are in any other part ofthe world, and 
if there is to be any restriction there, the 
restriction would be in another direction, 
I um glad to say that no such idea has 
ever possessed the mind of any public man 
as to exclude either language. So far from 
that there is a provision in the municipal 
laws of Lower Canada which makes 
exactly the same proviso respecting the 
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French language, as this proviso makes 
with respect to it in the North-West Ter- 
ritories, with this exception, that the law 
of Lower Canada provides for the promal- 
gation of the decisions of municipalities by 
a proclamation, which this law does not. 
Now, in order that there may not be a 
shadow ot objection, or any excuse for any 
Lower Canadian to oppose this clause, I 
am going to propose an amendment to 
this proviso itself, which will place the 
North-West Territories in exactly the same 
position as the Province of Lower Canada 
is. For instance, as in Lower Canada, any 
municipal council can pass a resolution to 
the effect that only one language shall be 
used in all its proceedings, whether Eng- 
lish or French, that only English shall be 
used in all their proceedings, and public 
notices and everything of that description, 
or they may pass a resolution that French 
only shall be used. The law places both 
languages exactly in the same position ; 
and upon the council so resolving, and 
upon their communicating that determina- 
tion to the Lieutenant Governor he issues 
a proclamation. And from that moment 
the resolution constitutes the law of that 
locality. There are counties which contain 
as many inhabitants in any one of them, 
as the North-West Territories, and the 
resolution becomes the law of that county 
until they alter it themselves. Now, in 
order to assimilate this proviso in section 
32, to that in the law of Lower Canada 
which we are accustomed to and under- 
stand, I propose to add to the sub-clause 
the following words : — 

‘ And the regulations so made shall be embodied 
in a proclamation which shall be forthwith made and 
published by the Lieutenant Governor in conformity 


with the law, and thereafter shall have full force and 
effect.” 


Hon. MR. BELLEROSE—I find a good 
deal of difference in the two cases, because 
in Lower Canada it is in the different mu- 
nicipalities that the majority can decide 
that their municipal proceedings shall be 
published only in one language; but in 
this case it is the entire Province. Ifthe 
leader of the House could find some means 
of putting it on the same footing as 
Quebec, I should not once it, because I 
see it is the law of my own Prov- 
ince. It is not the same in Lower Canada 
as in the North-West. In our Province 
there is no immigration, and to impose 
such a law on the North-West Territories, 
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as is now proposed, would be shutting the|this were a very valuable or important 
door to the immigration of French Cana | privilege which was about to be taken 
dians into that part of Canada, so that there | away from any large section of the people 
is nO comparison between the two cases. | of the Western Territories I should be as 
I do not see why, because there may be a | ready as anyone to support the hon. gen- 
majority of English-speaking people in the | tleman, but I do not think it is; I do not 
North-West, that territory should be shut| think itis well to be too logical in politics. 
against emigrants from Lower Canada, | The reason why we have got along in this 
because it is very well known that when | country, even as well as we have, is that 
the people find that their language cannot | we have compromised. The difficulties of 
be used in that part of the country they| governing Canada are immense. When 
will not go there. one looks at this country stretching from 
Cape Breton un the east across the 

Hon. Mr. POWER— While I do not dif-|continent in a narrow fringe north 
fer in principle from the hon. gentleman|of the United States to British Co- 
from Delanaudiére, 1 do not quite agree|lumbia, and having in addition to that 
with him with respect to emigration from | two races in almost all of these Provinces, 
the Province of Guebes: At the present | it is perfectly clear that unless there is a 
time, and for a number of years there has disposition to give and take we cannot 
been a very large emigration from Quebec | carry on the government of this country 
to the United States; there is certainly successfully. The gentlemen in Parlia- 
no protection for the French language and | ment and outside who have raised the ques- 
no provision for it in the Legislatures, or in tion about the use of the French language 
the public business of the United States;|in the North-West Territories, are, to 
and yet the fact of their not being allowed | my mind, much more unreasonable than 
to use their own language officially does the hon. gentleman from Delanaudière, 
not seem to deter the people of Quebec | and those who agree with him. We-had 
from going to the United States; so that | been getting along in peace and harmony, 
I do not think there is a great deal of| and when the matter came to be enquired 
weight in that argument, ‘f the hon. gen-|into it was found that the expense of 
tleman will excuse me for putting it so | French printing in the North-West Terri- 
bluntly. This is an important question, | tories amounted to $400 a year. The de- 
and one perhaps that is almost too impor-| bate which took place on that subject in 
tant to talk about in Committee of the| another place has already cost more than 
Whole. The hon. gentlemen from Dela-|the French printing would have cost the 
naudière and St. Boniface both speak of this | country for a number of years, and it has 
clause of the Bill as though it involved | set a great many people in the Dominion 
some reflection upon the character of the | by the ears: so that I think the people 
French ianguage. Both gentlemen speak | who have raised the question and under- 
of the French language as being the lan-| taken to set the heather on fire have been 
guage of courtiers, statesmen and literary} much more guilty, if there is any guilt in 
men. That is very true, and I may say, al-| the matter, than those who desire to keep 
though it is not the language Ispeak,I think | things as they are. But my view is that, 
that for purposes of parliamentary debate | even though the persons who raised the 
or for purposes of legislation, wherever | question raised it without any substantial 
clear and precise phraseology is required, | reason, as it is a matter of very little con- 
the French language is infinitely superior |sequence to the French people, as the 
to the English. But that is not the ques-| carrying out of the amendment embodied 
tion here. It is not the question which is|in this new section will do really no harm 
the better language in itself, the English | to the French people or to those who are 
or French, but whether or not the Legis-| friends of the French language, it is not 
lature of the Western Territories of Can-| well to make a fight over this particular 
ada shall be allowed to decide for them-| question. It is a matter of very little conse- 
selves which language they shall use.| quence either way. Some hon. gentlemen 
Although | agree with the hon. gentleman | have spoken of the change made by the 
from Delanaudière in principle, I do not| 32nd clause, as though it put an end to the 
think that this is an occasion as to which | French language in the North-West Terri- 
one Pr Vu fight for that principle. If|tories; but a careful reading of the clause 
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shows that it does not. It provides 
that “either the English or the French 
language may be used in the debates of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
and in the proceedings before the courts, 
&c.; and both those languages shall be 
used in the records and journals of such 
assembly.” That is the present law. The 
proviso is :— 





‘** Provided, however, that after the next general 
election of the Legislative Assembly, such td 
may, by ordinance or otherwise, regulate its proceed- 
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no ground for reopening the question. If 
we do not, it means that there will be 
another acrimonious discussion when the 
measure goes to another place, and we shall 
probably be kept here some considerable 
time waiting for that discussion to close. I 
feel satisfied with respect to the North-West 
Legislature that, after the existing feeling, 
which is only a temporary excitement, 
subsides, if the French population of 
the western territories increases, and if 
the number of French members in the 


ings, and the manner of recording and publishing the Legislature increases, within ten years, 


same.” 


when this feeling will have blown over 


Now, what does that do? It simply|and reason will have resumed her sway, 


gives the Legislative Assembly a 
which it practically exercises ay, of 
carrying on the debates in the English 
language and not recognizing the French 
language. Ifthe Legislature should choose 
they can bave their journals printed in 
English and not in French, and their re- 


ports in English and not in French. On 
the other hand, the ordinances to be made ; that the Province from which 


under this Act will continue to be printed 
in both languages and the proceedings 





wer, | the Legislature will be quite prepared— 


if it is desirable or necessary—to intro- 
duce the use of the French language in 
their proceedings. We had better trust 
to their common sense and good-will; and 
do what we can to allay the feeling 
which unfortunately now exists in some 
parts of the country. I am happy to say 
come is 
not disturbed by this question in the 
slightest degree. We have a considerable 


before the courts may still continue to be! French population in Nova Scotia; but 


conducted in both languages. As I am in- 


we have not had the slightest difficulty 


formed, there is not a man in the Council| with them, and I suppose it is because 
or Legislature in the North-West Terri-| Nova Scotia has always done what is 


tories who is not as much at home speak- 
ing English as French; and I”fail to see, 
that being the case, while there is no one 
hurt by the cessation of the use of French 
in the proceedings of the Assembly, why 
we should make any special difficulty 
about accepting this enactment. Hon. 
gentlemen know that in this House, al- 
though both languages are recognized as 
equal before the law, practically it is not 
the case. Practically English is the language 
of the Senate. Our debates are reported 
in the English language, and almost ever 
French gentleman speaks in the Englis 
language. He has the right to speak in his 
own language, but he does not exercise 
that right. I think this unfortunate excite- 
ment which has had no reasonable ground 
for its being, had better be allowed to die 
out—that is, if we are to live together in 
this country for any length of time; and 
in order to help it to die out we must 
make allowances for those unreasonable 
people, and give them as little ground as 
posse for quarrelling. This clause em- 
ies a sort of compromise which was 
reached after a great deal of discussion in 
another place. If we accept it, we give 








reasonable by the French people. For 
instance, we have provided bi-lingual 
readers for the French schools; and the 
French people do not ask that the pro- 
ceedings of the Legislature be translated 
into French. If this was a matter of any 
consequence I should unite most cordially 
with the hon. gentleman from Delanau- 
diére; and when a matter of any conse- 
quence does come up the hon. gentleman 
will find plenty of members of all races 
and denominations in this House ready to 
support him; but I really do not think 
that this is an occasion when we should 
make a fight. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I propose to support 
the amendment of the leader of the House 
on this occasion. I cannot, however, re- 
frain from making the remark that the 
hon. gentlemen from Delanaudiére and St. 
Boniface have made their speeches under 
a misapprehension of the facts. Had it 
been that we were attempting to enact a 
law which would prohibit the use of 
French they could not have spoken more 
strongly. ut there is nothing of the 
kind in the proposed legislation. There 
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is no cpoiuer whatever to prevent the 
use of the French language, to drive it 
from the schools or prevent the people 
from learning it. The French language is 
admitted to be a splendid language—even 
ra: ge people are obliged to go to it to 
find a single word to express an idea that 
we could not express in less than half a 
dozen words in English. I do not think 
there is anything in the clause to warrant 
any feeling of this kind being manifested. 
We have no desire to annoy or to en- 
<roach upon the rights of our French 
fellow-citizens or to cast any slur or slight 
upon their language at all. It would be 
impossible for us, even if we wished to do 
such a thing, to lower the general 
estimate of the French language through-' 
out the world. It stands on a pedestal, 
whence it cannot be displaced. It seems to 
me, however, that the people do not want 
French as an official language in the 
North-West. We are a practical people, 
and do not allow sentiment to interfere 
with anything that is required as a benefit 
to the country. Inour Western Territories 
there is a growing population, who feel 
that they have not been quite properly 
treated by this Legislature in having the 
French language forced upon them. For 
my own part, while it may be expedient, 
and probably the only thing that can be 
done at present, to accept the proposed 
roviso and amendment which we have 
fore us added to the section, I must 
honestly confess that my desire would 
have been to move in amendment to strike 
out the whole of the latter compulsory 
part of the clause, and leave it simply 
enacting either the English or French lan- 
guage may be used in the debates of the 
Assembly and before the courts. The fact 
is, the mistake was made by this Parlia- 
ment when we undertook to say ‘ You 
shall use the French language.” There is 
where the mistake was. It was in forcing 
upon the people a language that they did 
not want. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The Act does not 
say “they shall.” 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—It says “ Both those 
languages shall be used, and the proceed- 
ings and records shall be printed in both 
languages.” Surely that is positive enough, 
and that is the point where I find fault with 
our legislation undertaking to force upon ! 
the people a requirement of that nature. It | 
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should be left to themselves, as we propose 
now, and instead of putting it off toa future 
day I would prefer taking off the Statute- 
book an injunction which I consider has 
no right there. Still, it is possible that the 
proposed method may bea better way, more 
agreeable to those who are affected by it, 
and I do not wish to stand in the way of 
effecting a compromise, although I cannot 
see the propriety of insisting upon main- 
tulning a condition of things which is not 
adapted to the circumstances of the people. 
As far as the necessity for dual language 
is concerned, I believe there is no disputing 
the fact that there are very few of those 
who use the French language in the North- 
West Territories and who are able to read 
and write, who do not read, write and 
ag the English language as freely as 
the French, so that they do not need that 
change. Then, if we admit the right of 
the people to have the proceedings carried 
on in their own tongue, it appears to me 
quite as proper to say that those proceed- 
ings should be published in the Cree 
language ; for J am under the impression 
that there is more of the Cree language 
spoken there than French. On these 
grounds, therefore, there is no necessity 
whatever for imposing that requirement 
aoe them, that they should use the 

rench language, and [ do not think 
that our French-speaking fellow citizens 
should feel so sore upon the matter, when 
there is no intention on our part to en- 
croach upon their rights or privileges. My 
name indicates that my own forefathers 
were French or Spanish, and I must say 
that I have felt no great violence has been 
done to me in making me learn the Eng- 
lish language and adopt English sentiments. 
While I do not think the French language 
should die out, still, in time it will be found 
that this is an English Dominion, and that 
the English language must be of necessity 
both the common and official language of 
the people. It is already noted thata large 
number of French Canadian people have 
moved over tothe New England States, but 
we do not find any alterations of the lan- 
guage used in the records of legislative 

roceedings or in the courts in consequence. 

here is no official recognition of the 
French language there, and there is no 
necessity felt forit. We find inother places 
under British rule a great many people 
who speak a different Nenpaage from the 
English, yet there never was any demand 
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to have their proceedings recorded in 
Scotch or German, or other tongue. It 
is found that people very naturally fall 
into the way of adopting what is the com- 
mon language of the country. 

It has been strongly asserted that 
French is the language of this country as 
much as English. I do not accept that 
proposition, nor do I accept the proposition 
that the hon. gentleman from Delanau- 
dière has set before us, that the Treaty of 
Cession guaranteed the French language. 
It is erroneous to say that the mainten- 
ance of the French language formed a 
condition of the cession, and I do not think 
that any claim could be based on a state- 
ment of that kind. I know many English- 
ps people that have just us great 
respect for the great men of the old Prov- 
ince of Quebec as for the great men of the 
other Provinces of the Dominion, and 
when we think of Wolfe and Montcalm, we 
are just as proud of one as we are of the 
other. We look upon them both as heroes 
and respect their memory equally. There 
exists no prejudice among English-speak- 
ing people against our French fellow citi- 
zens or their language. We have worked 
in harmony for many years—and I trust 
will continue to do so in future. 


Hon. Me. GIRARD—Allow me to thank 
the hon. gentleman for all the sympathy 
and good feeling he has expressed towards 
the people of the North-West; at the same 
time, there is certainly a difficulty in 
adopting the clause as it is. It seems to 
me that we have an acquired right. [fit 
is an acquired right there is no petition 
before us coming from the people of the 
North-West asking for this change. The 
part of the clause to which I object is the 
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roviso, I know very well that when the 
ouncil of the North-West will be consti- 
tuted by the electors it will be the death 


blow of the French language in the North- 
West Legislature. The hon. gentleman 
from Sarnia suggests that the French lan- 
language is not much used in the North- 
West, and that the Cree language has a 
better right to be legally recognized. It 
is very true that the Cree language is 
‘gag there, but it is not the language of 
the poe In all trading transactions 
the French is the language of the people. 
They speak Cree in some families, as in 
some families theyspeak Gaelic, but French 
is the language of the people, and there is 
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no doubt that after the new election the 
French language will be abolished in the 
Legislature. All the business is transacted 
in the English language. We do not com- 
plain of it. We would not claim any more 
there than we do here in respect to our 
debates, which are published in English 
only. It would be right enough to ask 
for the publication of them in both lan- 
guages, but we do not demand it; we wish 
to save the expense. At the same time, it 
would be but justice to the people of that 
country that no legislation should take 
place which would deprive them of the 
use of their language, as guaranteed to 
them by the Act which established the 
North-West Council. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I regret that 
I cannot be convinced by the arguments of 
those who have spoken on this amend- 
ment. I cannot be convinced, because I 
cannot admit the basis of their arguments. 
The hon. gentleman from Halifax makes a 
comparison between emigrants from Can- 
ada to the United States and settlers from 
Quebcc in our North-West, but there is a 
difference between the two. When a man 
goes to a foreign country he must conform 
to the customs of the people with whom 
he has to live; but it is a different matter 
when a subject of Her Majesty in one part 
of the Dominion goes to settle in another 
part of Canada. The North-West Terri- 
toiies belong to the whole of the Provinces 
and the Federal Parliament has to make 
laws for them. As the Territorics are the 
property of all the Provinces it follows 
that settlers from any of the older Pro- 
vinces in that country have a right to the 
use of the language which was official in 
the Provinces from which they came. The 
hon. gentleman from Sarnia says that the 
do not recognize that right. t do not as 
them to recognize it, but I have cited an 
English authority for saying that by the 
treaty of 1763 our nationality, our lan- 
uage and our institutions were guaran- 
teed by the British Crown. Suppose the 
word “language” were not there, what dif- 
ference would that make? So long as the 
word “nationality ” is there it implies the 
right to use the language of that nation- 
ality. 
Hon. Me. VIDAL—Nobody proposes to 
interefere with your speaking it. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE — That is 
another argument, to which I will come 
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presently. I want to show that the argu- 
ments are not based on what is true. To 
make a br which is of any value 
there must be some common basis for it. 
The hon. gentleman from Sarnia says that 
there is no intention to prevent the people 


in this country speaking French, but if} America, except a small 
every day you encroach upon the rights of | belonged to 


the minority who can predict bow far 
those encroachments may go? If we 
accede to this to-day, we give you an 
excuse for going further to-morrow. Mani- 
toba has recently legislated in this same 
direction. If we assent to this proviso it 
will give the Government of the day 

wer to deal with the legislation of the 
Manitoba Legislature in the same way as 
they are now dealing with the question in 
the North-West. Itis the same thing—the 
same Territories—only Manitoba has been 
erected into a Province. That, however, 
do *s not change the power of the Govern- 
ment, so that in dealing with this matter, 
which is said to be so very trifling, we 
are empowering the Government to give 
effect to a law of Manitoba which is not con- 
stitutional to-day. We will next be usked 
to amend the constitutional law, and 
recognize the right of the Manitoba Legis- 
lature to abolish the use of the French lan- 
guage in that Province. In such an im- 
portant matter as this we should look at the 
consequences that are likely to ensue from 
what we are asked todo, If this proviso 
did not lead to other and more serious 
consequences, | would say that there was 
nothing extraordinary about it, because 
the population in the Territories is yet 
very small. But the principle is the same, 
and I should not be surprised, if we accede 
to these amendments to-day, to find in the 
near future that there will be other and 
more serious encroachments upon our 
rights. The hon. gentleman from Halifax 
spoke of his Province. If England had done 
with Lower Canada as it did with Acadia 
—banish all the French pecple in one 
night—they could have established Eng- 
lish in Lower Canada forever; and we, like 
the poor Acadians, coming back a century 
later, would have to adapt ourselves to 
the conditions then existing. But Eng. 
land did not dare to do that with Lower 
Canada. The French population have re- 
mained there all this time, and have taken 
good care, even when England oppressed 
them, to conduct themselves in such a 
manner that their rights would be acknow- 
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ledged, as they have been by England. 
Since they have been thus recognized, we 
want them to be maintained throughout 
this Dominion. Those who know any- 
thing about the history of this continent 
are aware that the whole of North 
part of it, 
rance at one time; the 
cession of the French territories to 
England was, therefore, the cession of the 
greater part of the continent. So that even 
in that far western country we have 
always possessed rights which I claim 
should not be taken from us. We have 
been true to the British flag. We have 
done our part. Even when we were ill- 
treated, we fought for England and refused 
to join the States. There is not a member 
of this House that is ignorant of those 
facts. Having done our duty as loyal 
citizens, are we to be rewarded by being 
deprived of our rights, and are we to be 
asked to accede tosuch a proposition? No; 
that cannot be donc by any man who has 
a heart in his bosom. I know that some 
have done it: I suppose they were misled. 
If they had known our history they would 
have done better. Holding those views, I 
cannot accept the amendment. I protest 
against it, and I hope that the stand which 
I have taken will arouse my compatriots, 
who seem to be less patriotic than their 
fathers were halfa century ago. They are 
asleep now, but perhaps at the next 
election they will be awakened to the fact 
that they have neglected their duty. If 
they are once aroused I have no donbt 
that they will now, near the close of the 
nineteenth century, follow the example of 
those who fought for the preservation of 
the rights which we now enjoy. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I am exceedingly 
sorry to hear such language from a mem- 
ber of this House, because it will do a 
great deal of harm. If Canada is ever to 
become a great country we must discour- 
age such feelings. Why the hon. gentle- 
man brings up the question of the conquest 
of the French I cannot conceive, except it 
is to show the weakness of the French and 
the strength of the English. No man in 
this House would go further than I would 
to sustain our French fellow citizens in 
their rights. In fact, I would not hold a 
seat in this House if I thought that they 
would be insulted by the Senate. But there 
is no such feeling is this House. On the 


contrary, there is a desire to place them 
on the same fonting as those who speak 
English; but do they imagine that this 
country is to remain a French Province 
forever. It is perfectly futile. Every 
thinking man muet see thut the Eng- 
lish race and the English language will 
dominate this Dominion. We know that 
the vast Territories of this country must 
be populated by immigrants. Where are 
those immigrants to come from? Surely 
not from France: and surely the Province 
of Quebec cannot imagine that it will 
monopolize all the unoccupied lands of 
this country. Our French friends, who are 
able, clever and thoughtful men, must seo 
the necessity of meeting us on a fair level, 
and if they want to stand side by side with 
us they must expect to be equal with us 
by keeping pace with us, by seeping up 
with the necessities of a commercial people. 
It cannot be denied that the English lan- 
guage to-day is the language of commerce 
all the world over. It is true that French 
is the polite language, which we are all 

lad to have taught to our sons and 

aughters, but it is the language of the 
drawing-room rather than the language of 
commerce. 


Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—Oh, no. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Oh, yes. Who are 
the commercial men of the day? Who 
monopolize the commerce of the world ? 
The English-speaking races. It is just as 
well that we should recognize this fact 
and end this continual bickering and fight- 
ing in this House. It is absurd to think 
of putting one race above another—it 
cannot be done. It should he recognized 
at once that if people get fair play and 
perfect equality in this country that is all 
that they should expect. I think the 
idea of having more than one language 


) 


and that the language of the majority, | But 


should be abandoned. For my part, I 
certainly would not allow myself to hold 
a seat here if I thought that my French 
fellow citizens would be injured in the 
slightest degree, either in their language 
or their religion; but nothing of that kind 
is thought of, and until it is thought of 
there is no necessity to raise the objec- 
tions to which we have listened. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I apprehend 
we are permitting this debate to diverge 
from the practical to the sentimental, 
but we must not lose sight of the fact 








that we are now providing for the 
first wants of new states in western 
Canada, and it certainly ought to be 
the first object of this House to avoid 
burdoning those new communities with 
any unnecessary expense or complication 
in their legislative, in their judicial or 
other proceedings. For that reason, I 
should be disposed to adopt the proviso 
with the amendment of which the leader 
has given notice, but I declare to you that 
I would not take that course if I thought 
that the interests of those who speak the 
French anges would thereby be injured 
in any way. If I thought they would I 
should vote with them. What I believe 
is this: That in the future, when a con- 
siderable number of French-speaking men, 
whether from Old France, or the Province 
of Quebec, or anywhere else, assemble in 
any one of the new Provinces in such num- 
bers that they return French-speaking 
representatives to the Legislature, they 
have no reason to apprehend any unfair 
treatment, because the importance of a 
third party in the Legislature in any con- 
siderable number will certainly induce the 
majority to do everything in their power 
to attract their support. That very cir- 
cumstance ought, in my opinion, to be 
sufficient to reassure the minds of our 
French colleagues that no attempt at either 
indignity to their language or encroach- 
ment on their privileges, or any such 
thing, would be likely to happen. they 
can support a party in any of the western 
Canadian Legislatures in sufficient num— 
bers to influence the carriage of any 
great measure, they might be quite sure 


ithat any such party would be only too 


glad of their enpport and ready to use 
their influence in that Legislature to give 
due importance to their language and 
everything else they desire in that way. 
think it would be very unwise and 


| unjust to saddle a new community, which 
lis just rising up, takin 
| political life, with any of the unnecessary 
|expense or complication which would be 
|involved in using two languages in the 


its first step in 


Legislature, and publishing all the public 
documents in two languages at an early 


| period in their existence, when it is im- 


portant to them to economize their re- 
sources in every possible way. As for 
Old France, I do not believo we are likely 
to receive large numbers of immigrants 
from there, because it is well known that 
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the population of France is rather declin- 
ing, if anything. Some say it is stationary ; 
others, that it is declining. Under these 
circumstances, it is not likely that any 
large influx of settlers will take place from 
Old France; and if, as I suggest, in any of 
the Territories the French race should set- 
tle in considerable numbers and become u 
wer in the Province, they may be per- 
ectly certain that their interests will be 
immediately taken into consideration, and 
their views adopted in that Province. 


The amendment was declared carried on 
a division, and the clause, as amended, was 
ad opted. 


On clause 34,— 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD— When the Act was 
passed there was to be no sale of liquor in 
the North-West. Some modifications have 
been made since then—such, for instance, as 
permitting the beer trade, and abuses have 
arisen under that. At all events, that 
clause has been a protection for a great 
number of people who went there to avoid 
the temptation of liquor, and I am person- 
ally aware of the fact that many families 
have benefited by that legislation. My 
expectation was that in the course of time 
we would make those Territories a sort of 
refuge, where people addicted to drinking 
would go to reform, so that they might 
return to their families better men. I am 
afraid that under the latter part of this 
clause, before many yeurs liquor will be 
sold in the Territories as it is in other 
parts of Canada. Under existing laws a 
stranger arriving in the country is not 
subjected to temptation by having liquor 
procurable, and I protest with all my 
strength against this clause, which is con- 
trary to the true interest of the people of 
the North-West, and especially of those 
who have gone there to escape from the 
temptation of liquor. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would like 
to know in what way it is contemplated to 
obtain an expression of opinion under 
clause 34 from the people of the North- 
West. No provision is made, no machinery 


provided, for obtaining an expression of 


opinion on the liquor question. In che 
first place, there is no provision made for 
the manner in which the expression of 
opinion of the people is to be obtained ; and, 
in the second place, if obtained, there is 
no way of carrying that expression of 
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opinion into operation, At the next elec- 
tion no doubt this question will be one of 
the planks of those seeking election, and 
the opinion of the people should be ex- 
pressed through their duly elected repre- 
sentatives. I think, therefore, the clause 
should be amended to read that the ad a 
through their representatives, shal] have 
an opportunity to express an opinion on 
the liquor question. 

Hon. Me. ABBOT l'i-It is not consistent 
with the prnerpies of our constitution to 
have a plebiscite. The way in which po- 
pular opinion is expressed is by the elec- 
tion ofa set of men who profess certain 
Opinions in opposition to another set of 
men who profess opposing opinions. Ifa 
majority of the people of the North-West 
approve of the existing prohibitory law 
they will elect a majority of represent- 
atives who favor that view. I do not 
know anything that could be more formal 
and decisive than that. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Why not so 
express it ? 

Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—It is the decision 
of the people themselves that is wanted, 
as expressed at the polls, by returning a 
majority of men who either oppose or favor 
the liquor law. If the people return a 
majority in favor of the law that will be 
the test of their desire in the matter. I do 
not think any machinery is neded. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I did not 
contemplate the providing of any elaborate 
machinery, except the mention of the fact 
that it should be through that particular 
channel. I would suggest again that should 
the Assembly pronounce in favor of the 
abolition of hose prohibitory laws it 
should be provided that on an expression 
of opinion by the Legislature to that 
affect, the Governor General should repeal 
the prohibitory clause. Otherwise, we 
should have to wait until a subsequent 
session of the Parliament of Canada before 
the necessary legislation could be obtained. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—By the constitution 
which we now give them they will have 
entire control over all licenses. This clause 
simply prevents them using that power 
until they bave an expression of opinion 
from the people. I will look at the clause 
carefully, to see if it requires anything 
further to make it clear. 


The clause was adopted. 
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Hon. MR. GIRARD— Before the com- 
mittee rises I wish to refer to the amend- 
ment of which I have given notice, pro- 
posing a change in the division of the new 
electoral districts. That vast part of the 
Dominion is divided into a number of dis- 
tricts, some of which elect one member 
each and others two members. I am de- 
sirous of having justice done to a portion 
of the population in that country who are 
good citizens. In the Assembly there are 
22 members, not one of whom is a French 
Half-breed. That is unfortunate, and I 
hope that the Bill will be amended in such 
a way us to give them at least one member. 
It would enable the Council to legrn the 
needs and position of an interesting part 
of the population of the country. I should 
like to read a letter addressed by one of 
the principal men of Edmonton to the 
Speaker of the House of Commons on the 
subject. It will explain the position of 
those people a greut deal better that I can. 
It is a long letter, and is written in French. 
The following is a translation of portion 
of it :— 

“THE DIVISION OF ELECTORAL DIS- 

TRICTS. 


“We are not represented. This complaint was 
made and formulated by the electors of St. Albert in 
the winter of 1888, when the Legislature of the North- 
West, by peuition to the Governor General in Council, 
demanded his sanction to a project of re-uniting the 
electoral division of St. Albert and Edmonton. The 
following is a brief history of that innovation, and I 
leave you to judge of the motives by the results which 
it has produced. Up to the Session of 1887 of the 
Legislative Assembly, St. Albert formed a distinct 
electoral division, represented then by Mr. Samuel 
Cunningham, a Catholic Half-breed of St. Albert. 
At the sitting of the 19th November, Session of 1887 
(see pages 73, 74, 75, 76 and 77 of the Journals of the 
Assembly for the Session of 1887), the Assembly, pre- 
viously formed into Committee of the Whole to prepare 
the desired changes or projects, made a report. An 
extraordinary thing in that report was that it attack- 
ed, above all, divisions where formerly Catholic repre- 
sentatives had been elected. With respect to St. Albert 
alone, they dismembered the division by annexing all 
the Half-breed settlements of the Battle River to 
the Red Deer division, while they included the rest 
with Edmonton and gave to that t country two 
representatives. The election of June, 1888, arrived, 
and the results of the vote proved that our fears were 
only too well founded. The Catholics of St. Albert 
were not only left without representation, but our 
friends, the Protestants, became stronger by sending, 
in consequence of the change, two representatives. 
You have not forgotten that while the Governor 
General in Council asked to sanction this change in 
the divisions, we petitioned and protested against it, 
but without success. Since, at present, you wish to 
interest yourself in us, we ask you at once to exert 
yourself to re-establish the electoral division of St. 
Albert ; and we ask, to meet the views of the Catholic 
population that district, that the division shall com- 

rise all that part of Alberta having the following 
undaries, viz. : that it be bounded on the north by 
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the northern limit of Alberta, on the east by the 
11th Range, inclusive, to Township 66, inclusive, on 
the west of the Fourth Meridian ; of the part of 
Township 66, inclusive, in Ranges 11, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20, west of the Fourth 
Meridian ; towards the south by the 2ist Range, inclu- 
sive, west of the Fourth Meridian, to the waters of 
the North Saskatchewan ; towards the south-west by 
the said North Saskatchewan River to the south-east 
corner, inclusive, of Section 4, Township 54, Range 23, 
west of the Fouth Meridian; tothe south from the 
division of the waters of the said North Saskatche- 
wan by Township 54, inclusive, in Ranges 23 and 24, 
west of the Fourth Meridian ; of a part of Sections 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 and 18, inclusive, of Township 53, in 
Ranges 25, 26 ahd 27, west of the Fourth Meridian, of 
a part of Township 54, inclusive, in Ranges 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 
and 6, west of the Fifth Meridian ; to the west, a part 
of Township 54, inclusive, by the 6th Range, inclu- 
sive, west of the Fifth Meridian, to the under- 
wp eae limit of North Seni ie pac 

‘I send you a to} ical map, on which you 
will see a line in rea ink, which will enable you 
to understand more easily the boundaries which are 
herein described. In these limits are comprised St. 
Albert, Lake St. Ann, Fort Saskatchewan (on the 
north side of the River Saskatchewan), the settlement 
of Sturgeon River and Lac la Biche, which are, next 
to the village of Edmonton, the most important 
centres of the north. The settlement of Sturgeon 
River is composed in great part of English and Scotch 
Protestants, who may possibly prefer toebe in the 
Edmonton district ; but as you will see by the map, 
in order to acquire Fort Saskatchewan we must in- 
clude them. On the other hand, it is well that we 
should have amongst us some English and Protestant 
citizens, with whom we live, thank God, on the best 
terms in the world. Edmonton will have, on its side, 
the French Canadians and Half-breeds of the Battle 
River settlement and of Edmonton. Our pasion 
has considerably increased since 1887, and I have no 
doubt that a district, as above projected, will contain 
at the next elections a population of nearly 800 voters, 
of whom at least three-quarters are Catholic. You 
see that it is just that they should reckon a little with 
us. It is needless to say to you that Bishop Grandin 
and the principal citizens of this place, to whom I 
have submitted the project, approve of it in its en- 
tirety. The bishop, besides, ought to write to you 
himself on the subject.” 


We are not represented. In the session 
of the Legislative Assembly in 1887 St. 
Albert was formed into an electoral divi- 
sion representedthen by agentleman named 
Cunningham, a Catholic, of St. Albert. I 
have read to the House the opinions ex- 
pressed by a correspondent from that sec- 
tion of the country. The reason 1 read 
this letter is to call the attention of this 
honorable House to the subject, and to let 
them understand that there is at the pre- 
sent time a considerable population in that 
district, which is rapidly increasing, and 
contributing to the greatness, progress and 
prosperity of the Dominion. The following 
are the divisions that are suggested : 

‘*35. Sections 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19 of the schedule of 
the said amending Act are hereby repealed, and the 
following substituted therefor :— 


“15. e electoral district of St. Albert shall consist 
of that portion of the provisional district of Alberta 
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bounded on the north by the northern boundary of 
the said provisional district of Alberta, thence on the 
east by a line between ranges ten and eleven, west of 
of the Fourth Initial Meridian in the Dominion lands 
system of survey, from said northern boundary of the 
provisional district of Alberta, to the line between 
townships sixty-five and sixty-six ; thence westerly 
following the line between said townships sixty-five 
and sixty-six to the intersection of the line between 
twenty and twenty-first ranges, west of the Fourth 
Initial Meridian ; thence southerly following the line 
between ranges twenty and twenty-one, west of the 
said Fourth Initial Meridian, to the point where the 
north branch of the Saskatchewan River crosses that 
line ; thence in a south-westerly direction, following 
the course of said north branch of the Saskatchewan 
River to a point where it intersects the line between 
twnships fifty-three and fifty-four ; thence westerly 
following the line between townships fifty-three and 
fifty-four to the line between ranges twenty-four and 
twenty-five, west of the Fourth Initial Meridian; thence 
southerly to the intersection of the line between 
townshi nity we and fifty-three ; thence westerly 
from said line between ranges twenty-four and twenty- 
five, west of the Fourth Initial Mendian, to the Fifth 
Initial Meridian ; thence northerly following the line 
of the Fifth Initial Meridian to the line between town- 
ships fifty-three and fifty-four ; thence westerly from 
the said Fifth Initial Meridian following the line 
between townships fifty-three and fifty-four to 
the intersection of the line between ranges six 
and seven, west of the Fifth Initial Meridian ; thence 
northerly from the latter point by the line between 
ra 81x and seven, west of the Fifth Initial Meridian 
to the northern boundary of the provisional district 
of Saskatchewan—and such electoral district shall 
return one member. 


‘16. The electoral district of Edmonton shall con- 
sist of that portion of the provisional district of 
Alberta bounded on the north by the northern bound- 
ary of the said provisional district, and on the south 
by the twelfth correction line in the Dominion lands 
system of survey, excepting that portion of the said 
povonal district before described as the electoral 

istrict of St. Albert—-and such electoral district of 
Edmonton shall return one member. 


17. The electoral district of Batoche shall consist 
of that portion of the provisional district of Saskat- 
chewan bounded on the west by the line between 
ranges eleven and twelve, west of the Third Initial 
Meridian in the Dominion lands system of survey, on 
the north by the northern boundary of the provisional 
district of Saskatchewan, on the south by the south- 
ern boundary of the same provisional district, and on 
the east by the Third Initial Meridian, from the north- 
ern boundary of the said provisional district of 
Saskatchewan to asoutherly point where the southern 
branch of the Saskatchewan River crosses said Third 
Initial Meridian ; thence after following eastwardly 
said south branch of Saskatchewan River, from the 

int of intersection of said southern branch of said 

saskatchewan River, the line between ranges twenty- 
six and twenty-seven, west of the Second Initial 
Meridian, to the southern boundary of the said pro- 
visional district of Saskatchewan—and such electoral 
district shall return one member. 


**18. The electoral district of Prince Albert shall 
consist of that portion of the provisional district of 
Saskatchewan bounded on the west by the eastern 
boundary of the electoral district of Batoche, on the 
north by the northern boundary of the provisional 
district of Saskatchewan, on the south by the line 
between townships forty-seven and forty-eight, from 
the eastern boundary of said electoral district of 
Batoche to the eastern boundary of the aforesaid 

visional district of Saskatchewan, and on the east 

y the eastern boundary of the provisional district of 
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Saskatchewan—and such electoral district shall re- 
turn two members. 

**19, The electoral district of Kiniston shall con- 
sist of all that portion of the provisional district of 
Saskatchewan lying to east of the eastern boundary 
of the electoral district of Batoche, and bounded on 
the south by the southern boundary of the electoral 
district of Prince Albert before described, and such 
electoral district shall return one member.” 


Hon. gentlemen will find in the Statute- 
book that the electoral district of Edmon- 
ton has a right to elect two members. 
What I ask now is a division of that 
district into two, in such a way that it 
will, as much as possible, keep the people 
together. Such a division would afford 
representation for the Roman Catholics, 
French, Irish and Half-breeds, and elections 
would be conducted with more harmony. 
Then, in the division of Batoche the pro- 
position is to take a part of the district: 
and form another district, in such a way 
as to afford the same privileges. There 
would be only two divisions in it, and each 
division “ol have a chance of “eue 
a member sympathising in religion an 
nationality with the majority of the 
electors. It would be satistactory to have 
the divisions as I suggest them here, and 
I am sure it will not Le necessary for me 
to go any further than to ask the leader 
of the House what the Government have 
decided to do for that portion of the 
country ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
spoke to me on the subject of this pro- 
posed change in the boundaries of some 
constituencies in the North-West, and 
more particularly as to the point in which 
he and his frieuds are particularly inter- 
ested—that isgthe division of Edmonton 
into two districts, At present Edmonton 
is a large district and sends two members, 
but the vote is taken indiscriminately for 
the two; and the proposal is to divide it, 
so that there should be two separate dis- 
tricts. That proposition appeared to me 
and to my collesgues to be reasonable ; 
but it appears that the division which was 
made and which was in force was made 
after consultation with the members of the 
North-West Council, and very considerable 
discussion took place with them at the 
time the change was made. It was there- 
fore thought expedient to have the matter 
referred to such public men in that neigh- 
borhood as could be reached by telegraph, 
and the Minister of the Interior was de- 
puted to ascertain their views. He tele- 
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graphed, and received communications 
strongly protesting against the pro- 
posed division—some protesting against 
it altogether, others taking the ground 
that if there was a change made 
there ought at least to be three members 
for theconstituency,and that would involve 
an additional member to the North-West 
Council, and perhaps more for other dis- 
tricts, in order to equalize the representa- 
tion. All of those who communicated with 
us protested against the change without 
consultation with the people, on whose 
advice it had been made; and it was 
apparent that any change made without 
such consultation would be exceedingly 
unpopular, and would be SR er A 
received by the people. And we were 
finally obliged to give up the idea of going 
any turther with the matter this Session. 
With evory desire to meet the hon. gentle- 
man’s views in respect to Edmonton, we 
felt we could not reasonably do so without 
giving just offence to those who had been 
consulted about the distribution of these 
districts in the first place, and on whose 
advice we had acted in distributing them 
before. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—I would ask the 
leader of the House if the Government, in 
making those enquiries, informed them- 
selves generally from those who might 
have held the opinions expressed by the 
hon. gentleman trom St. Boniface, or wore 
they all one-sided opinions? Is the leader 
of the opinion, after the consultation that 
he had, that it is almost the unanimous 
opinion of the people that the constitu- 
encies should remain as they are? He 
could only have obtained full information 
by enquiring of people on both sides of 
the question, but it appears to me that he 
only consulted persons who want things to 
remain as they are. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I cannot say who 
the pounce were who were questioned 
by the Minister of the Interior. He was 
asked to make enquiry, and did so. He 
received telegrams from different people, 
and received different answers. Some de- 
sired to make the change by a larger 
division; some desired to make no change 
at all; and all agreed that no change should 
be made without first consulting those 
people on whose advice the division was 

rst made. I am satisfied that the Minis- 
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ter of the Interior did his best to find out 
in the short space of time he had—for it 
was only within the last ten days that we 
were informed of this movement—what 
the views of the people were. 


Hon. Me. GIRARD—It may be that the 
Minister has only consulted persons on 
one side of the question, because I have 
here the opinion of Mr. Prieur, an advo- 
cate, of Edmonton, who wrote a long letter 
to the Speaker of the Commons, who was 
very popular amongst the people in the 
North-West in consequence of the course 
he followed in the difficulties in 1885, 
while on duty up there. I have got that 
letter, and all that Mr. Prieur wrote in it 


was written after consulting the people of 
Edmonton ata public meeting. I have at 
the same time a letter from Bishop Gran- 


din, the bishop of St. Albert, on the ques- 
tion, and they all agree. The fact is well 
established that there must be something 
wrong somewhere, because there is nu one 
in the Council representing the Half-breed 
party—the Catholic party. The bishop, 
in his letter, speaks of four as not being 
too great a representation if the division 
was a right one. I do not understand 
how itis, but it seems to me that if it is 
in our power to adopt some provision by 
which justice may be rendered to the mi- 
nority we should do it. Every one has a 
right to be represented in the councils of 
the nation, and if by the division that has 
been made an injustice is done to any part 
of the people, chan it is the duty of the 
Government to correct the error if they 
are assured that an error has been made. 
I dare say that the Minister of the Interior 
has made a correct report of what he saw 
on his visit, but I am sure that he has not 
been in communication with the Half- 
breeds and Catholics of the North- 
West. There is now a conflict between 
the English-speaking population and the 
French population of those districts, I 
am sorry to say, although generally 
speaking they have lived on good terms 
with each other ; but I fear that the hon. 
entleman has received his information 
rom one party. However, I do not think 
the information he has obtained is reliable. 
For my part, I rely on the statement of 
Bishop Grandin and the French people of 
the country as much as on any of the 
representations made to the hon. gentle- 
man. 
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Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—As this subject| Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I propose to ask : 


somewhat touches upon the district of|the committee to sit again to-morrow, as 


country from which I come, I may say 
that I have been in communication with 
prominent men in that district, and they 
all object strongly to any such proposition 
as that of the hon. gentleman from St. 
Boniface. The consensus of opinion in 
that district amongst the leaders of the 
people I know to be opposed to any such 
change. I think tho principle enunciated 
by the hon. gentleman is entirely wrong 
and should not be adopted by this Cham- 
ber. The idea of carving out a constitu- 
ency for the avowed purpose of electing a 
person of a particular nationality or creed 
to send to the Local Assembly is a prin- 
ciple which, I think, should not be enter- 
tained. I think the entering into the 
consideration of such a principle is ex- 
tremely dangerous. Furthermore, I have 
had communication with parties there who 
are representative men, and they protest 
strongly against it. A degree of dissatis- 
faction exists on the principle of the Federal 
Government carving out districts for the 
North-West. The feeling is that they 
themselves should have control of this 
division of electoral districts, and such 
action as that proposed by the hon. gontle- 
man from St. Boniface would be provoca- 
tive of mischief and dissatisfaction. 


Hon. Ms. GIRARD—I intended to pro- 
pose a division of the district of Edmonton 
into two—one known as the electoral dis- 
trict of St. Albert and the other as the 
electoral district of Edmonton—with a 
member for each electoral district. 


Hon. MR. DEVER—Does not the hon. 
gentleman see that this is a grave reflec- 
tion on his own representatives in the 
Cabinet. There are three French gentle- 
men in the Cabinet, and there are other 
gentlemen who would not stand idly by 
and see French interests neglected. That 
being the case, and seeing that the Billwas 
prepared by the Government, I do not 
think any hon. gentleman should set up 
his opinion against the opinion of those 
who represent him in the Cabinet. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I move that the 
electoral districts of the North West-Ter- 
ritory be in accordance with the lists I 
have submitted to the House. 


there are three or four clauses which have 
to stand, and I would suggest to my hon. 
friend to have his amendment prepared 
and move it in committee to-morrow. 


Hon. Mr. READ, from the committee, 
reported that they had made some pro- 
gress, and asked leave to sit again, to-mor- 
row. , 


The report was adopted. 
THE COMBINES BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon.Mr. McCALLUM moved the second 
reading of Bill (77) “ An Act to amend 
the Act for the prevention and suppres- 
sion of Combinations formed in restrain of 
trade,” 


He said: This is a Bill to amend the 
Act passed through this House last year, 
and | do not wish to make any remarks 
on it; but I desire that it should be given 
a stage now, and refer it to committee, 
where it can be discussed in detail. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—Is this the 
same Bill that was up here last Session 
and was thrown out by this House? If it 
is, 1 do not think we should admit the 
principle of the Bill by allowing it to be 
read the second time without debate. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—There will be 
plenty of opportunity for gentlemen to 
speak on this Bill. Thereare deputations 
coming from the east and west who are 
interested in it, and it is not desirable to 
keep them waiting when they do come, and 
I propose to refer it to the Committee on 
Banking and Commerce. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (136) “An Act further to amend 
the Revised Statutes, Chapter 5, respectin 
the Electoral Franchise.” (Mr. Abbott. 


The Senate adjourned at 11 p.m. 
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un, on 
rreat Britain, rkey, 
Ottawa, Tuesday, April 29th, 1890. Guaten Venezuela, 
Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3| ars A tata 
-0'clock. ‘ The conference see for a month, and with 
‘ ‘ t unanimity, passed resolutions recommending 
Prayers and Routine Proceedings. the leadi principle upon which a common time- 
reckoning for the whole world is based. 
RECKONING OF TIME BILL. 66 WHAT IS STANDARD TIME. 
WITHDRAWN. “The system of reckoning time which came into 


; . use in Canada and the United States six years ago 
Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Commitee | has been designated Standard Time. It is in com- 


on Railways Telegraphs and Harbors, | Pete harmony, with therevolutions of the Washington 


reported Bill (Y) “An Act respecting passing through the observatory at Greenwich and the 
the Reckoning of Time,” with a recom- reckoning is practically the sate as civil pue at 

: : “ Greenwich. To-day the pendulum everywhere in 
mendation that OWIRE to the late an iod of Canada beats with the pendulum in Great Britain, 
this session the Senator having charge Of | the minutes are simultaneous. When the cluck of the 


the Bill be allowed to withdraw it. Astronomer Royal at Greenwich strikes an hour, 
" every well regulated clock on this side of the Atlantic 


ry : __| strikes at the same moment. There is but one 
Hon. Mr. MacINNES eg on) exception to complete agreement, and that is in the 

With the permission of the ouse, | should p the hours are distinguished. 

like to offera few observations on the Bill. 

Although this measure only seeks to; | ve 7 

establish the practice which has been in!, “Themeridians which are the mulitiple of 15 degrees 
| 5 à . from the Greenwhich meridian are selected as sub- 

existence since 1883, yet the subject of 


; ' : : | standards for our meridian. By these sub-standards 
standard time is a new one—its discussion | the hours are numbered as following :— 


numbers by whic 


‘ How ARE THE Hotrs NUMBERED. 


‘ ; FR . Hour Meridian. 

1 ews and I think it IR TOY 1mp9 rtant 60 degrees W. deduct from Greenwich time 4 hours 

subject, and that the discussion of it will} 75 degrees W.  “ “ hours 

tend to do good. The mode of reckoning | 90 degrees W.  * ‘ 6 hours 

time is uniform over a very wide area, | 105 degrees W. © : 7 hours 
: J NIUE ATOR: 199 degrees W. pi 7 8 hours 


‘The old modo varied with every few miles 
Oflongitude. For example, in the Province 
of Ontario the old reckoning differed from 
the new 10 minutesat Kingston, 18 minutes 
at Toronto, 24 minutes at London and 32 
minutes at Windsor. Every one will admit 
that it would be exceedingly inconvenient 
to return to the old mode of reckoning 
time. The establishment of long lines of 
railway and telegraphs created new con- 
ditions in the matter of time reckoning, 
and it became imperativety necessary to 
supersede the complicated variety of local 
time reckoning. Efforts commenced to be 
made fourteen years ago to meet the new 
requirements of the age in the matter of time 
reckoning. International gatherings took 
pace, which culminated in the conference 

eld at Washington in 1884, I will take 
the liberty of reading a few extracts from 
a memorandum concerning that confe- 
rence. It is as follows :— 

“This conference was held at Washington in 1884, at 


which the following nations were represented, by in 
some cases two, three or four delegates duly appointed : 


“By the simple expedient the number of the hours 
by the new reckoning approximate the numbers with 
which habit has familiarized our mind, and thus with- 
out any apparent great departure from old usages the 
whole community has accepted the new system. 
There must necessarily be an arbitrary time between 
districts using a common number; this line may be 
midway or indeed anywhere between the hour meri- 
dian. The principle of the system is in no way 
affected by the position of the dividing line. It has 
been found convenient in most places in Canada and 
the United States to adopt geographical boundaries, 
such as the boundaries of States or Provinces as the 
limits of hour districts. 

‘The Bill before Parliament defines the hour dis- 
tricts by Provinces, and clause 5 provides for any 


changes in this respect which the people may desire.” 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I rise to a 
question of order. There is no motion be- 
fore the House which has entitled the 
hon. gentleman to read such a lengthy 
statement as he is making before the 
House. The committee have reported on 
the Bill, and there is no motion respecting 
it. I would not have risen to a point of 
order had it not been for the fact that the 
other day I thought the hon. gentleman's 
remarks were not only inaccurate, but 


Austria-Hungary, Japan, very vague. I rose to ask a question of 
Brazil Sipat some other hon. gentleman, and I was 
il, exICO, ; 
Colunbis, The Netherlands, stopped by the order of the House, saying 


Costa Rica, Paraguay, that I had spoken before. I gave the hon. 
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gentleman from Burlington notice then, 
that when he would violate the rule of 
this House in this way again I would call 
him to order. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL--It is a common 
practice in this House to introduce a mo- 
tion by a few remarks. The hon. gentle- 
man said he would introduce his motion 
for the adoption of the report by a few re- 
marks, 


Tue SPEAKER—The chairman of the 
committee reported that the hon. gentle- 
man have leave to withdraw his Bill, and 
I understood when the hon. gentleman 
from Burlington got up that he was about 
to move that the House concur in the re- 
port of the committee. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I 
would be very sorry indeed to do any- 
thing contrary to the rules of the House, 
or that would be unbecoming ito the 
dignity of this House, or anything that is 
due to myself. The hon. gentleman I hope 
will be equally careful of his conduct in 
this House. I simply ask permission of 
the House to make a few remarks before 
withdrawing the Bill, and I also ask per- 
mission to read frum a memorandum a 
short extract which is placed in my hand. 
If that is against the rules of the House, 
of course I must submit and sit down; but 
it appears to.me that it is not contrary to 
our rules. It is in accordance with the 
common practice of the House to read ex- 
tracts from a parer This is a complicated 
subject, and I thought a few well con- 
sidered remarks by a gentleman who has 
made a study of the question would con- 
vey to the House a much better idea of it, 
and in much more terse language, than I, or 
perhaps any other gentleman in this 

hamber, could command, and I do 
not think there is anything out of 
the way in what I have done. I 
am doing it really for the sake of con- 
veying information, not only to the 
House, but to myself as well. I think it is 
very desirable that the information con- 
cerning this important subject should be 
disseminated as much as possible. I would 
just like to finish the extract which I began 
to read when the hon. gentleman inter- 
rupted me. The Bill before the House de- 
fines the hour districts of Provinces, but 
there is a clause in the Bill which provides 
for any change in these districts which 
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the people may require. The memo. con- 
tinues :— 

‘“‘Thus we have throughout Canada to-day one 
reckoning of time, that determined at the observatory 
at Greenwich, in common use. It has been brought 


about by a silent revolution and has been effected 
purely in the interest of the whole community.” 


Owing to the late period of the Session, 
and to give hon. gentlemen more time for 
the consideration of this imporiant Bill 
with a view to its introduction next 
Session, I ask permission to withdraw it. 
I, therefore, move that the report of the 
Committee be concurred in. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Me. MacINNES (Burlington)—In 
pursuance of the recommendation of the 
report, I beg leave to withdraw the Bill. 


The Bill was withdrawn. 


RAILWAYS BIULL. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee 
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, 
reported Bill (Z) “ An Act respecting 
Railways,” with certain amendments. 


He said: The first amendment is to 
strike out the sub-section s of the first 
clause of the Bill and substitute another in 
its place, which is reported. The first clause 
gave uurestricted power to railway com- 
panies to acquire and sell and dispose of 
lands. This was thought to be too general, 
and put it in the power of railway Com- 
panies to speculate in lands, but the 
amended clause restricts this power en- 
tirely to lands acquired from the Govern- 
ment in the way of subsidies. The two 
clauses that are struck out, clauses 2 and 
3, relate to the subject of fire guards upon 
which it was thought by the promoter of 
the Bill and the leader of the Government 
that it was desirous to get further inform- - 
ation from countries in which laws on the 
subject existed before legislating on it 
here. These are the only amendments to 
the Bill, and I see no objection to them at 
all. On the contrary I think they remove 
all the objection that could have been 
taken to the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that 
report be concurred in. 


The motion was agreed to. The Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


the 
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NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (V) “ An Act 
to amend the Act respecting the North- 
West Territories.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: There were 
certain points to which my attention was 
specially directed yesterday, with which 
I propose to deal to-day. Clause 12 of the 
Bill was not one of the clauses reserved, 
but it was one respecting which I pro- 
mised my hon. friend from Calgary that I 
would make some enquiry, and [ think 
that the House is indebted to him for the 
suggestion be made, as it appears that the 
clause is not exactly what was intended. 
Sections 36 to 40 which are repealed by 
this Bill, are sections applicable to the 
rights of married women, and as my hon. 
friend remarked yesterday, if those sections 
were repealed now there would be no pro- 
visions with respect to the rights of 
married women until the Assembly should 
make the requisite laws. The most con- 
venient mode of meetiug that difficulty 
obviously would be to leave the laws in 
force, and to give the Local Assembly 
power to repeal them, and that is the 
course which I have determined to pro- 
pose to the House, I intend to do it in 
the first place by asking the House to 
strike out clause 12 of the Bill alto- 
gether. I, therefore, meve that clause 12 be 
struck out. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—Towards the end 
of the Bill I shall ask the House to put in 
a clause which I can see will furnish the 
desired remedy. In clause 20, in re-copy- 
ing the section, the words “ of six” were 
left out. The provisions respecting juries 

which we all thought existed, would not 
have applied to this particular case, ard it 
was intended as is necessary in order to 
make the law consistent, that there should 
be a jury of six as in the former Act. I 
therefore, move that the words “of six” be 
inserted after “jury” in the 23rd line of 
clause 20. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—The next clause 
which was reserved for our consideration 
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yesterday is the 25th—the clause which 
enables the magistrate to send an offender 
to the custody of the North-West Mounted 
Police Force, and the Police guard-house 
is made a substitute for a penitentiary or 
place of confinement. My hon. friend 
from Calgary suggested that there were 
cases where this would create considerable 
hardship, inasmuch as there are some 
municipalities which have no lock-up ; and 
he suggested that some arrangement 
might be made by the municipality with 
the Government for the maintenance of 
the prisoner while under conviction, the 
cost of maintenance being really the main 
objection to extending this law to persons 
convicted of municipal offences. That 
suggestion has been accepted by us, and I 
propose to add to section 79, as included 
In clause 25, these words :— 

“* Page 7, line 17.— After “law ” insert ‘* But if any 
Municipality shall make arrangements with the 
Commissioner of the Mounted Police for the mainten- 
ance of persons convicted of a breach of any By-law 
of such Municipality during the period of their sen- 
tence, the provisions of this section shall th 
apply to such persons in like manner as to other 
offenders.” 

The motion was agreed to, and the 
clause, as amended, was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—lIn clause 26, sec- 
tion 81 is the section to which our atten- 
tion was directed yesterday. That is pro- 
vided for by the Summary Convictions Act, 
and is, therefore, no longer necessary in 
the Act, so I move that clause 26 be adopted. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The amendment 
which I will now propose applies not only 
to these sections which have regard to the 
rights of married women, but also to the 
objection which my hon. friend from Cal- 
gary made yesterday, that it was not suffi- 
ciently clear in what way, or by what 
process, the Legislative Assembly was to 
exercise the powers with regard to intoxi- 
cating liquors, with which it might be 
vested by the fact that the people gave 
their verdict in favor of a chango. I pro- 
pose to put as a preamble or sort of preli- 
minary clause to the 34th clause the fol- 
lowing, which embodies all that is needed, 
not only with reference to the rights of 
married women, but also with reference 
to the subject of intoxicating liquors :— 

“34. No change shall be made by the Legislative 


Assembly in the existing law as to intoxicating liq- 
uors in the Territories, nor shal] any such alain 
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as is provided in this Act in relation to the granting 
of licenses for the sale of intoxicating liquors, or to 
the importation, manufacture, ion, barter, sale 
or disposal thereof, be passed, until the dissolution of 
the present Legislative Assembly has afforded the 


inhabitants of the Territories an opportunity to 


express their opinion as to the nature of the legisla- 
tion on this subject which shall thereafter have 
effect. ” 

The motion was agreed to, and the 


-clause as amended was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. GFRARD—I called attention 
esterday to the electoral districts of the 

North-West, with the intention of endeav- 
oring to have some amendments made to 
the divisions created by the statute of 
1888. There is certainly an injustice some- 
where. There is no representative for an 
important section of the people living in 
that country. Of the 22 members of the 
North-West Council there is not a repre- 
sentative of the French or Half-breed ele- 
ment. We think that there is an oppor- 
tunity now presented to create a district 
which will return a representative of the 
French and Half-breed element. I con- 
sider it a simple matter of justice to that 
population and at the same time it would 
put an end to trouble and divisions which 
exist there. The English party who have 
control of public affairs must necessarily 
wish for some such modification. It would 
put an end to a great deal of uneasiness 
and anxiety, and complaints which we 
think do not receive justice. 

The time has arrived when the Govern- 
ment should delay no longer in doing jus- 
tice to the Half-breeds of the Territories. I 
have here a map showing the divisions 
which I propose and which, if not an im- 
provement, will at all events make no great 
difference in the existing divisions. The 
only change that we ask for is in one place 
where two members are elected for one 
district. We want to have that district 
divided, the northern portion to be known 
hereafter as the St. Albert electoral dis- 
trict and the other to continue to be known 
as the Edmonton district. At the same 
time, I would ask as a favor to have a divi- 
sion made of the electoral district of Bato- 
che, by adding two ranges to it, which 
would give the F rench and Half-breed popu- 
lation a chance to elect a representative of 
their own. I claim this as a right, and at 
the same time I would direct the attention 
of the House to the false position in which 
those people stand, a position which can- 
not be maintained, because there is unea- 

39 





siness and dissatisfaction, and where such 
feelings prevail there can be no progress. 
If the committee do not approve of every- 
thing that I propose in this amendment 
they can at all events grant part of it, and 
it is better that justice should be rendered to 
these people here, where there is no bitter 
feeling, such as often exists in another 
place. Here we are calm, and always dis- 
posed to do justice to those who seek it. 
I move that the following be added to the 
Bill :— 


‘35. Sections, 15, 16, 18 and 19 of the schedule of 
the said amended Act are hereby repealed, and the 
following substituted therefor :—” 


15. The electoral district of St. Albert shall 
consist of that portion of the provisional district of 
Alberta bounded on the north by the northern 
boundary of the said provisional district of Alberta, 
thence on the east by a line between ranges ten and 
eleven, west of the Fourth Initial Meridian, in the 
Dominion Lands system of survey, from said 
northern boundary of the provisional district of 
Alberta to the line between townships sixty-five and 
sixty-six ; thence westerly, following the line between 
said townships sixty-five and sixty-six to the intersec- 
tion of the line between twenty and twenty-first 
ranges, west of the Fourth Initial Meridian ; thence 
southerly, following the line between ranges twent 
and twenty-one, west of the said Fourth Initial Meri- 
dian to the point where the north branch of the 
Saskatchewan River crosses that line; thence ina 
south-westerly direction, following the course of the 
said north branch of the Saskatchewan River, toa 
point where it intersects the line between townships 
fifty-three and fifty-four; thence westerly following 
the line between townships fifty-three and fifty-four, 
to the line between ranges twenty-four and twenty- 
five, west of the Fourth Initial Meridian; thence 
southerly, to the intersection of the line between 
townships fifty-two and fifty-three ; thence westerly 
from said line between ranges twenty-four an 
twenty-five, west of the Fourth Initial Meridian, to 
the Fifth Initial Meridian ; thence northerly, following 
the line of the Fifth Initial Meridian, to the line bet- 
ween townships fifty-three and fifty-four; thence 
westerly, from the said Fifth Initial Meridian following 
the line between towships fifty-three and fifty-four, 
to the intersection of the line between ranges six and 
seven, west of the Fifth Initial Meridian; thence 
northerly, from the latter point by the line between 
ranges 81x and seven, west of the Fifth Initial Meridian, 
to the northern boundary of the provisional district 
of Saskatchewan,—and such electoral district shall 
return one member.” 

‘*16. The electoral district of Edmonton shall 
consist of that portion of the provisional district of 
Alberta bounded on the north by the northern 
boundary of the said provisional] district and on the 
south by the Twelfth Correction Line in the Dominion 
Lands system of survey, excepting that portion of 
the said provisional district before described as the 
electoral district of St. Alberta—and such electoral 
district of Edmonton shall return one member.” 

‘*17. The electoral district of Batoche shall con- 
sist of that portion of the provisional district of 
Saskatchewan bounded on the west by the line bet- 
ween ranges eleven and twelve, west of the Third 
Initial Meridian in the Dominion Lands system of 
survey, on the north by the northern boundary of the 
provisional district of Saskatchewan, on the south by 
the southern boundary of the same provisionad dis- 
trict, and on the east by the Third Initial Meridian 
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‘Second Initial Meridian, to t 
‘of the said provisional district of Saskatchewan—and 
such electoral district shall return one member.” 


630 





from the northern boundary of the said provi-ional 
district of Saskachewan to a southerly point where 
the southern branch of the Saskatchewan River 
crosses said Third Initial Meridian ; thence after fol- 
lowing eastwardly said south branch of Saskatchewan 
River, from the point of intersection of said southern 
branch of the Saskatchewan River, the line between 
ranges twenty-six and twenty-seven, west of the 
e southern boundary 





‘18. The electoral district of Prince Albert shall 


‘consist of that portion of the provisional district of 


‘Saskatchewan bounded on the west by the eastern 
boundary of the electoral district of Batoche, on the 
north by the northern boundary of the provisional 
district of Saskatchewan, on the south by the line 
between townships forty-seven and forty-eight, from 
the eastern boundary of said electoral district of 
Batoche to the eastern boundary of the aforesaid 
provisional district of Saskatchewan, and on the 
east by the eastern onary of the provisional dis- 
trict of Saskatchewan,—and such electoral district 
shall return two members.” 

19. The electoral district of Kinistino shall con- 
sist of that portion of the provisional district of 
Saskatchewan lying to east of the eastern boundary 
of the electoral district of Batoche, and bounded on 
the south by the southern boundary of the electoral 
district of Prince Albert before described, and such 
electoral district shal] return one member.” 


I think that with these changes it will 


render justice to a portion of the people 
who are suffering greatly. It is not 


necessary for me to call the attention of 


this House again to the division proposed. 
It is a question of justice, and f think I 
may leave it in your hands, assured in 
advance that the people of that part of the 
North-West would receive that justice to 
which they are entitled. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I sympathize 
with my hon. friend in his laudable efforts 


for his race and nationality in the North- 
West, but I must say that I consider it a 
vicious principle to introduce here if we 
adopt, the principle of carving out consti- 
tutenties in the North-West to suit the 


interest of any creed or nationality. 


Besides that, I think it would be rather 
hasty for us to make this sub-division for 
that country in the manner the hon. gen- 


tleman now proposes. Further information 
is necessary from the North-West Council 
with regard to this matter. 
generally ask Provinces for information in 


dividing up constitutencies, but more 
information on this matter should be ob- 


tained. The hon.gentleman lives a thousand 


miles away from the district which he 
proposes to divide, and we have two gen- 
tlemen from those districts in the House 
who have given their attention to the 
subject and I shall be guided largely by 


their views on the matter, whether this 







We do not 
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carving up of constitutencies in order to 
give votes to a creed or nationality is wise, 
and whether it could be done under the 
principe on which we sub-divided the 

orth West-Territories for electoral pur- 
poses. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I made up my 
mind yesterday that, as far as possible, I 
would refrain from having anything to 
say on the subject introduced by the hon. 
gentleman who opened the debate on 
this question, and the hon. gentleman 
from St. Boniface. I can «assure the 
House that there is no hon. member 
in this Chamber that I would be more 
loath to take a stand against than my 
hon. friend from St. Boniface, because 
I respect his opinions, and it is only under 
a sense of duty that I now rise to express 
my own on this subject. He demands jus- 
tice for the French in the North-West, I 
say, hon. gentlemen, there is no part of 
the British Empire where there is more 
justice done to the French and to the 
Roman Catholic portion of the population 
than in the North-West Territories. We 
have one French judge, and an Irish Roman 
Catholic judge out of five ; so that one-half 
of the judiciary of the Territories is con- 
trolled by men of thatreligion. You will 
find also that in all the offices of the coun- 
try they have far more than justice entitles 
them to in proportion to the rest of the 
population. e have been liberal, and 
generous to a fault even, in that respect. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Were those officials 
appointed by the North-West Territories 
or by the Government at Ottawa ? 


Hon. Mra. PERLEY—They were ap- 
‘ete by the Government at Ottawa; 
ut so far as the people of the North-West 
Territories are concerned, I may say that 
ever since I have lived in that country I 
have found the Protestant people disposed 
to grant every measure of justice and fair 
play to the Roman Catholic portion of the 
community. The great cause of all the 
trouble about the dual language originated 
with Lieutenant Governor Royal. When 
it was proposed that he should be ap- 
pointed Lieutenant Governor I was a 
member of the other branch of Parliament, 
and when I understood it was the desire 
of the Government that Mr. Royal should 
be appointed, a French gentleman, a 
genial, pleasant man, a man with whom I 
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have no fault to find, a man with whom 
all my relations have been of the most 
pleasant character, I acquiesced in it, 
though the peope in my country were 
opposed to the appointment. They were 
opposed to having a French Governor ap- 

inted to that important position, possess- 
ing the powers that such a Governor 
possessed, because they did not think it 
was an appointment that the importance 
of the French population of that country 
warranted. The press was not silent. 
The people were expressing that opinion, 
and, when I was a member of the North. 
West Council, | heard the same opinion 
expressed. I ut once undertook to allay 
the feelings that existed in the country, 
and wrote letters to my constitutents, 
right and left. telling them that 
they would find Mr. Royal to be a man 
who would administer the laws of the 
country with entire satisfaction; and no 
man could do more than I then did to 
make Mr. Royal’s installation into office 
pleasant and comfortable; and no man 
could have been more pleased with the 
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interpreter, and undertook to put the 
whole French system into operation in the 
North-West; and then it was that the 
agitation commenced by the people declar- 
ng that they did not want French as an 
official language. We in the North-West 
prior to that time mapped out those 
districts, We had considerable trouble in 
doing so. I was a member of the Council 
at the time, and know all aboutit. We had 
a great deal of difficulty to arrange the 
number of representatives for the districts 
of Alberta, Assiniboia and Saskatchewan. 
We finally arranged that twenty-two 
would be a fair representation of the 
different parts of the Territory. We went 
to work in the Commons with the advice 
and consent of my former colleagues, the 

entlemen whom [ had left in the North- 

est Council, because it was the same 
Council in which I had resigned my posi- 
tion to run for the Dominion—and with 
the advice and consent of these men we 
framed the electoral divisions as they 
now are in that country. They were 
so framed by these men with a due and 


reception that he got from the people of| just regard for the interests of the people. 


these Territories when he came into office. 
The people felt that no wrong had been 
done to them in appointing a Frenchman 
to that important office, but when he 
opened the Assembly he was himself 
responsible largely for the change in the 
condition of things. When I was a member 
of the Assembly I never heard any fault 
found about the dual language. There was 
no question about it at all; I hardly knew 
that it was on the Statute-book, and there 
would not have been any fault found with 
it had it not been that Mr. Royal under- 
took to force the French language on the 
people of that country. There were 22 
elected members representing the North- 
West Territories, and not one of them 
could speak the French language at all. 
Mr. Royal was conversant with that 
fact, yet he read his speech in French. 
Not one of the members of the House 
understood him, and the ceremony was 
neither edifying nor amusing. During the 
four years we had Mr. Forget as Clerk 
of the Council no fault was found with the 
French language. We did not say we 
should have an English clerk as well as a 
French clerk. Mr. Forget was a satisfac- 
tory officer. But Mr. Royal not only read 
his speech in French, but he brought up a 
cl gentleman from Quebec to act as 


My hon. friend made reference yester- 
day in his remarks to Mr. Cunning- 
ham. Mr. Cunningham is a nice man, an 
Irish Half-breed, who lives at St. Albert. 
He is the gentleman who would probably 
represent that section of the country if it 
were sub-divided as my hon. friend de- 
sires; but he is not a scholarly man in 
any respect. During all the time he was 
in the North-West Assembly he never took 
any active part in the proceedings; he is 
not that kind of man. This same district 
is now represented by an able, intelligent 
man: I refer to Mr. Oliver. The French 
people voted for him. He was the candi- 
date of their choice, and they elected him 
in preference to Mr. Cunningham, because 
they believed he would be a better man to 
look after their rights and interests than 
a man who would simply go there and vote, 
and had not the ability to look after the 
interests ofthedistrict. The hon. gentleman 
says the Half-breeds have 800 votes in 
that district. If they have, they will be able 
to elect two representatives of their own 
as the district now stands. It would not 
be right for me to remain in my seat and 
listen to any gentleman making reflections 
on the progress of the North-West, and 
declaring that there is a want of justice 
towards the Half-breeds in those districts, 
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I say in my place that no class of citizens | there was a revolt inthe North-West some 
in the North-West—notwithstanding the! years ago, and it will also be remembered 
memorials that have been sent down here | that it was the conduct of some one that 
since 1883—have attracted more attention | brought about that revolt, and when 
from the English representatives in that|it is publicly known that some of 
Council than the Half-breeds did. Ifthe, those who brought about that revolt 
Council had been entirely composed of have since been rewarded, that alone 
Half-breeds that class of the community ,is sufficient to prove that the ‘North- 
could not have had more justice from the: West affairs have not always been what 
representatives than they have had up to! they ought to have been. The hon. gentle- 
the present day—not only in reference to | man says that this Bill, as it nowis, is just 
representation, but in every matter per-; and equitable. The hon. gentleman from 
taining to the interests of the people, they | St. Boniface asserts that it is all wrong— 
have had the very best of friends in the | that it is unjust to a certain class of the 
North-West Council. | community. Which of these two gentle- 

We have never been slow in the As- | men are we to believe ? I believe that the 
sembly to do what we thought was in the | hon. member from St. Boniface is better 
interests of the country, and we did it informed on the subject, because that hon. 


specialfy bocause we felt that the Half.;gentleman shows that by this Bill the 
breeds had not friends amongst them- rrench population is mixed up amongst 
selves who could advocate their interests, the English population, so that they can 
and we never spared time or pains since [| have no hope of ever having a represent- 
had anything to do with public affairs in | ative vote in the North-West Assembly or 
the North-West to see that these people; Council. Ifthat is equity, according to 
had every fair play. I do not wish to say | the hon. gentleman and those of his 
anything hard or unkind against my hon. | nationality, it is not equity in my opinion, 
friend’s proposition, but I think the and it is not the way that we have treated 
_ divisions that we mapped out on the advice the minority in Quebec. In our opinion 
of the people are fair and equitable. Ilit would not be justice ; it would 1n- 
think it is a division in the interests ofthe! justice, and that is the reason why 
people themselves. I am sure of it, from | we cunnot/submit to it except we are 
what I know myself of the circumstances forced to submit. We are here to protest 
of those people. I say it is their interest ! against such a course until the people see 
to have an intelligent man to represent! how they are treated in our part of the 
them in the Council, as they will have under | country, and then it may be that they will 
the present division. It is in the power of | go to such extremes that justice will have 
those people—I have it upon the authority , £0 come from headquarters, because we 


of the hon. gentleman from St. Boniface cannot submit to it. The newspapers of 
himself—to turn out their representative if! the North-West reach this part of Canada. 


they do not want him; but I am informed | We have seen in them letters of influential 
that they themselves went ina body and citizens of the North-West. I have seen 
voted for Mr, Oliver last year in preference | more than that : I have seen a letter from 
to anyone of their own people. The dis-| Biship Grandin, who must know some- 
tribution of the seats in the North-West|thing of the North West; and he com- 
now is just and equitable to all sections of | plains that the whole arrangment is unjust 
the country, and I believe that the results | —that the Roman Catholic and the F rench 


will be satisfactory to the people. people are ill-treated, and they appeal to 


those of our nationality to help them in 
Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—It is not my their struggle for justice. <A letter signed 
intention to follow the hon. gentleman in 


by such a gentlemen is RL that 
the remarks he has made on the North- 


deserves the attention of every honest 
West. I feel happy to hear that the people 





man—every man who is not influenced by 
of the Territories are as liberal as the hon. 


gentleman has just stated. If I contradicted 
his statement it would be only my denial 
against his assertions, which is not suffi- 
cient for proof on either side. I will merely 
say this, that we can all remember that 


fanaticism—every man who believes that 
British fair play should be extended to 
every citizen of the Dominion, be he 
English, Irish or French. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—What 
about the poor Scotchmen up there. 
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How. Mr. BELLEROSE—I suppose they 
have some Scotchmen there; they are 
everywhere in the world. I would not 
like to say all that is there, but it is well 
known that everything is not right, and 
the Bill itself shows that things are not 
right. The hon. gentleman opposite asks— 
“Why is this agitation to-day ? It is be- 
cause we agitated there since Governor 
Royal came to the North-West.” That is 
it. A French Covernor was sent to them— 
and the agitation began at once, because 
a Frenchman will not be allowed to lead 
them. That is the statement of the hon. 
gentleman now. That is why the agita- 
tion began. Before that it was always 
quiet. I will not say any more, because it 
may stir up ill feelings. For my own part, 
though rather violent, I believe it is better 
to protest civilly and wait for better times. 
If the time becomes serious I have great 
fear that the peace and harmony that the 
Government desire to see in that country 
will not last, because things cannot con- 
tinue to go on as they seem to be going on 
at present. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—I will admit that 
that prediction might be true if the hon. 
gentleman from Delanaudière was at the 
head of affairs, but fortunately he is not. 
The hon. gentleman opened this subject in 
a spirit that was very unkind and tended 
to do harm. He has spoken of revolt, but 
I will take the opportunity of giving my 
DIN as to the cause of that revolt. 

hen the revglt took place in 1885, in 
the North-West, I heard a great many 
men all over the country condemn Sir 
John Macdonald for having sent Riel out 
of the country at the time of the first 
rebellion. Every man in the country 
found fault with him for doing so. I 
enquired into the matter, and knowing 
the condition of the North- West, the great 
plains uninhabited, except by savage bands 
of Indians, with no settled abode, expert 
hunters and horsemen, it was the wisest 
pres of statesmanship ‘that ever was exhi- 

ited in the Dominion to give Riel 
$1.000 to induce him to leave the country. 
If the Government had given him ten 
times that amount it would have been a 
wise piece of statesmanship to get rid of 
him at that time, for no force, not even 
the British ar my; could have penetrated 
into those plains and carried on a 
fight eee are with the Indians and 
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Half-breeds. The next rebellion came on, 
and 1 know a little about that. How did 
it originate? The members of the North- 

West Council, before that time, had memo- 
rialized the Government at the instance of 
the white settlers in the country to give 
the Half-breeds their scrip. The Govern- 
ment refused to give the Half-breeds the 
scrip, because they were so advised by a 
gentleman who knew a thousand times 
more than my hon. friend who has taken his 
seat-—a gentleman actuated by motives 
that were a thousand times higher than 
those of the hon. gentleman—I refer to 
Archbishop Taché. His advise was not to 
give the Half-breeds their scrip. Tho 
buffalo, their principal means of subsis- 
tence, had become extinct ; freighting was 
cut short by the construction of the rail- 
ways; their ponies were fast being sold, 

and these Half-breeds found themselves in 
more strailened circumstances. The white 
people. were anxious that the scrip 
should be issued to the Half-breeds, because 
they could convert it at once into money, 
and the result was, they urged the Half- 
breeds on to press their claims for the 
issue of scrip, which, I do not hesitate to 
say, with my knowledge of the country, 
was à most unwise thing to do, and the - 
clerical gentlemen who advised the Gov- 
ernment not to issue the scrip, exhibited 
great wisdom in doing so. When the 
scrip was issued I was at Fort Qu'Apelle, 
then running a campaign for a seat in the 
North-West Council. I found hundreds of 
these men down there at the Catholic 
mission, where the scrip was being issued, 

and there were at least twenty speculators 
from Toronto and all parts of the country 
buying the scrip at one-half or two-thirds 
of its value, and next day you could see 
these Half-breeds at Fort Qu’Apelle throw- 
ing away their money, drinking and pool- 
playing, and in buying things that were 
not worth one-half what they paid for 
them. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It appcars to me 
that my hon. friend is opening up a very 
wide field of discussion, which goes consi- 
derably beyond the subject which we are 
now discussing in committee, and [ think 
it is to be deprecated, because 1 should 
like myself to hear my hon. friend’s views 
as to the disastrous period that he speaks 
of. It is quite clear, however, that his 
views would not be shared by all the gen 





tlemen in the House, and we should have 
a discussion on the causes of the rebellion 
which would be quite foreign to the ques- 
tion before the House, and which might 
lead us very far, and might disturb that 
harmony which has characterized our 
discussions hitherto on this North-West 
Bill. I might, perhaps, take the excep- 
tion that my hon. friend was out of order 
as speaking beyond the question before the 
committee. I do not wish to take that 
step, but I would saggest to my hon. friend 
that it would be better not to extend his 
reminiscences into these regions, because 
it might lead to very long, animated, if not 
warm speeches, in which there are 
undoubtedly two strong opinions, both in 
this House and in the other House. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I have no desire 
to do anything such as the hon. gen- 
tlemen has suggested, but the circum- 
tances of the case necessitated my refer- 
ring to this question. When he said these 
people were unfairly dealt with I wanted 
to show that they were not—that they 
had wasted their substance improvidently 
and that now, if they are poor and have 
become wards of the Government almost, 
itis their own fault, and not the fault of 
the Government. These men got their 
scrip, and if they cannot live, whose fault is 
it? Is it the fault of the Government or 
of the other settlers of the North-West ? 
Ts it the fault of the people of the North- 
West? I say, no. ess they are fairly 
dealt with, and it was a wise policy to 
withhold scrip from them. The idea was 
to keep this scrip until the priests had 
educated those men to the value of it, and 
I say it was a most commendable idea. 
They had more reasonable means of living 
then than they have now, but the traders 
and others wanted this scrip. The idea 
was to keep the scrip until the worthy 
missionaries, who were doing everything 
in their power—more than one would 
think ordinary men could do, sacrificing 
their comfort and running the risk of their 
lives—could educate them; but the sharks, 
as I call them, wanted to get hold of the 
scrip, and they persuaded the Half-breeds 
to get Riel back and raise a rebellion. An 
hon, gentleman says that there is danger 
of further trouble, but I tell this House 
that you cannot create another rebellion 
among the Half-breeds, no matter what in- 
fluence or power is exerted. The party who 
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tries to excite another rebellion in the 
North-West will regret it more than the 
last one did, and he regretted it very 
badly. To-day the man who makes the 
charge that the Half-breeds have any just 
grievances against the Government or the 
people of the North-West makes a charge 
that cannot possible be sustained by the 
facts of the case. I want to say here, as 
I stated before, that at very every meeting 
of the Assembly when grievances were 
brought to their notice, or demands that 
were fair, the Assembly redressed the 
grievances and granted supplies, and in 
every way did what they could for the 
comfort of those people. When ever there 
has been any distress amongst those people 
the Government have always gone to their 
relief. I do not think, therefore, that it is 
fair for the hon. gentleman to make such 
a charge against the people of that coun- 
try when the Half-breeds are being 80 
fairly, liberally and honorably dealt with, 
and that is why I have risen to make the 
statement which I have made to-day. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I will not fol- 
low the hon. gentleman. I approve of the 
remark of the leader of the House : this is 
not a subject to be discussed here, because 
it is one which gives rise to a good deal 
of feeling and the use of harsh words that 
will not be pleasant to the House. Ano- 
ther reason is, that there are members of 
this House who will no accept those ex- 
planations, because it is well known that 
on other occasions replies have been given 
which were not correct. Here, in my 
place, I asked when Sir David Macpherson 
was present, before the rebellion, whether 
there were any grievances, and the answer 
was that there was not a word of com- 
plaint in the North-West. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I would ask the 
hon. gentleman was he ever in the North- 
West. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—I am mention- 
ing this because I want to show that while 
there were proofs in the Department of 
grievances in the North-West, I was told 
in this House that there were no com- 
plaints. There is a speech in the volume 
of the Senate Debates which I hold in my 
hands—a speech covering fifty pages, and 
containing a statement of facts which no- 
body will venture to contradict. It ex- 
plains the whole trouble in the North- 
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West. I would only have to read that 
speech to prove what I say, because it is 
taken from public documents. 


How. Me. PERLEY—Whose speech is 
it 


Half-breed representatives would render 
great service in explaining the views of 
their friends, and thus enabling the 
Assembly to make such laws as would 
give satisfaction to the whole population 
of the North-West. At the present time 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—A speech of there is dissatisfaction there. I suppose 


the late Senator Trudel. When I was 
told by the Government that there were 
no documents I mentioned to Mr. Trudel 
that there were documents, and suggested 
to him to put a motion on the Paper call- 
ing for a document dated January the 
16th, to show the Government that we 
knew something about it. Then the 
answer came: “We have documents.” 
Was that just, reasonable or equitable? I 
think not. Certainly I have never been 
accustomed to treat others that way. 
Then, the hon. gentleman says there are 
no difficulties in the nature of a rebellion 
in the North-West. I never said there 
were; what I did say was, that it would 
arouse the people and that it would inter- 
fere with the prosperity of the country. 
Even now, although the agitation is only 
beginning, it is already affecting the pros- 
perity of the North-West. A country to 

e progressive must live in peace and 
harmony; tho people must live together 
.as brothers, wishing to do what is right. 
That is the only answer necessary to the 
hon. gentleman, because I wish to avoid 
anything calculated to stir up a bad feeling. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I am sorry that 
such a warm discussion has arisen; it 
certainly was not my intention to ex- 
cite it and I did not expect it. My only 
purpose was to speak in the interest of 
the North-West itself. I have called at- 
tention to the fact that there is not a soli- 
tary Half-breed, French or Catholic mem- 
ber of the North-West Assembly, and I 
argue from this that there must be some- 
thing wrong somewhere. My intention 
was to submit a statement of the facts and 
ask if a remedy could not be found—to 
ascertain if we could not have one or two 
members elected to the Assembly as repre- 
sentatives of those people. The French 
and Half-breeds are good people, and cer- 
tainly if they had representatives in the 
Assembly they would do their duty to 
their Queen and country. If there were 
two of them elected there would still be 
twenty members representing the English- 
speaking majority. I think that these 


the people represented by the hon. gentle- 
man himself are quite satisfied, but in other 
uarters there is dissatisfaction, to which 
the Government should endeavor to putan 
end. Ifthe proposition which I make to- 
day is accepted it will be the first step 
towards doing justice to those people and 
restoring harmony to the country. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Will the hon. 
gentleman be kind enough to give the 
House some idea as to the relative num- 
bers of the French and English-speaking 
population in the district of Edmonton ? 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I do not live there 
myself, and I would not like to give figures 
which were not absolutely correct, but I 
have information from people living there, 
who state that at the next election in the 
district of Edmonton alone there will be 
no less than 800 voters. The letter in 
which I get this information is from one 
of the leading citizens of Edmouton, and 
before the letter was written a meeting of 
the people was held, and Bishop Grandin 
gave his full approbation to what was de- 
cided upon at that meeting. The writer 
says that the district, as outlined in the 
letter, will contain, at the next election, 
800 voters, of whom at least three-fourths 
are Catholics. I think you will find 
throughout the North-West considerable 
numbers of French Half-breeds,-Irish Ca- 
tholics and French Catholics. Not long 
ago the Territories were entirely in the 
hands of the Half-breeds, Since then a po- 
pulation, better acquainted with business 
and more enterprising, have come into 
that country, and the Half-breeds are now 
in the minority, but they have not been 
expelled from the country yet. You will 
find them throughout the North-West, re- 
taining their customs and exerting them- 
selves to make a living'as best they can. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—I was out of the . 
House for a few minutes, and cannot say 
if the hon. gentlemen who represent those 
Territories explained to the House the 
reasons which induced the North-West 
Council to take the advice which they 
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followed According to the ordinary divi-| ject by the members of the North-West 
sions of the country, one member iselected ; Council and the representatives in the 


for each district. 
some twenty districts in the North-West 
three of them elect two members each? 
Now, what objection can there be, on the 
face of the thing itself, to dividing those 
three counties, so as to make six consti- 
tuencies electing one member each? I, 
who am not at the bottom of this affair, 
think that if there are not very grave 
objections those counties might be divided. 
A wood reason for doing so is that a por- 
tion of the population living in those coun- 
ties feel aggrieved because they are not 
represented, and it would be advisable to 
divide those counties, if for nothing else 
then to remove this grievance. I have not 
heard a single reason why the division 
should not be made. We have here to-day 
peu nen who were present when the 

ivision was made, and could tell us the 
reasons which influenced those who decided 
the matter, and also why the ordinary rule 
relating to constituencies should not be 
followed in this case. I think the hon. 
gentleman should give to the House some 
good reason why the constituencies have 
been divided as they are, and why no 
further change should be made in their 
boundaries. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I took occa- 
sion last evening to express disapproval of 
the p-oposition of the hon. gentleman from 
St. Boniface to divide the districts in ques- 
tion, and I reiterate whatI then stated. 
In the first place, the proposition is not 
based upon any representations made by 
representative men in the Territories, not 
that I cast the least reflection on the let- 
ters produced by the hon. gentleman from 
St. Boniface and read by him. In all re- 
presentative institutions we must take 
thisinto our consideration,that where there 
are representative men elected by the peo- 

le, not only for the North-West Assembly, 

ut for the House of Commons, and appoin- 
ted by the Government in this Chamber, 
then [ take it, and I submit to the House, 
the representations of the people’s repre- 
sentatives and of those appointed by the 
Government should certainly prevail over 
representations from private parties, and 
made possibly from interested sources. 
The divisions in question were made atter 
a consultation, and a very great deal of 
consideration had been given to the sub- 


How is it that out of. 


Commons of the Territories and those 
who then represented those Territories in 
the Senate. I ask hon. gentlemen present 
if a more equitable mode or a more 
advisable course could have been pur- 
sued than was followed at that time 
in arriving at the conclusion which the 
Government reached in making a dis- 
tribution of the electoral divisions in the 
North-West Territories ? Hon. gentle- 
men may say that an injustice is done to 
a certain nationality in those Territories. 
We have to take it for granted, when there 
is nothing to show to the contrary, that 
those men who dictated the policy pur- 
sued in this division were the representa- 
tives of that people quite as much as of 
the English-speaking population. We 
cannot assume here that, because there 
may not be Half-breed or French repre- 
sentatives in the Local Assembly or in the 
Parliament of Canada that, therefore, 
those who do represent that country are 
not as much representatives of those par- 
ticular classes as of any other classes in 
the community. We know that under our 
representative institutions it is taken for 
granted that those who represent certain 
districts represent the whole population 
of their constituency ; consequently, I say- 
this argument should appeal to hon. 
gentlemen, and should be thoroughly satis- 
factory in reconciling them to the state of 
affairs which has arisen and at present pre- 
vails, There is another very strong 
reason why I take exception to the 
proposition advanced by the hon. gentle- 
man from St. Boniface, and that is, 
that there bas been no dissatisfaction 
expressed up to the present time relative 
to these divisions. I may say, and I say 
it advisedly, that I am in a much better 
position to be aware of what public opinion 
is in the Territories than the hon. gentle- 
man. I say it with all due deference to 
him. I am almost directly in contact 
with one of the divisions referred to: I 
live almost contiguous to the Edmonton 
division, which it is now proposed to 
divide, and I say here, and say it conscien- 
tiously, that although I am constantly in 
contact with the representative men from 
that electoral district I have never yet 
heard a word of dissatisfaction expressed 
relative to the division made by the Gov- 
ernment two years ago. Iam not aware 
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of any agitation or dissatisfaction prevail- 
ing throughout the Territories in respect 
to any of those divisions. I take it for 

anted that if there had been any 
issatisfaction of such a nature as 
hon. gentlemen could place in a tan- 
gible shape they would have submitted 
it to this House. We know it is a very 
easy matter, if the public generally are 
dissatisfied with some particular mode of 
government or some injustice which they 
think they labor under, to present peti- 
tions, notonly from representative men but 
from the mass of the people, setting forth 
tho abuses under which they consider they 
labor, but this has not been done inthis case. 
Has any case been made out to this honor- 
able House why any change should take 
pes in reference to this particular matter ? 

submit there has not, and I say further 
that it would create the greatest dissatis- 
faction and would be reprobated by the 
people.of the Territories and by those re- 
presentative men who represent the whole 
of the Territories in the North-West Coun- 
cil if this Parliament, without any such 
mode of expression as that which I have 
referred to, by petition or otherwise, 
should udertaks to interfere with those 
divisions which had been established after 
such careful and deliberate consideration. 


Hon. Mr. POWER--Would the hon. 
gentleman be kind enough to indicate what 
serious objection there could be to divide 


the district of Edmonton into two dis- 


tricts ? 


Hon. Mz. LOUGHEED—Yes; I will 
have pleasure in stating them. The 
representatives of the North-West Terri- 
tories, upon the proposition of the hon 
gentleman from St. Boniface being made 
known, objected—— 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not refer to 
the division which the hon. gentleman 
from St. Boniface proposes—I say any 
division. 

Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—There was 
the greatest dissatisfaction expressed by 
those in a representative capacity at this 
Parliament interfering with the divisions 
in the manner proposed, and that i3 the 
only way of ascertaining public opinion, 
namely, the views of those elected to 
represent the people. If those men cannot 
express public opinion I for one am not 
aware of how we can obtain an opinion 
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that we can rely upon. I refer to the 
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly, to 

r. Oliver, who represents that consti- 
tuency in the Local Assembly—these men 
have expressed themselves unhesitatingly 
against the proposed division of the 
hon. gentleman from St. Boniface. And 
now permit me to say further that if 
the hon. gentleman from St. Boniface 
is right in the figures submitted by 
him as to the number of French voters, 
there is nothing to prevent those people 
who desire to have special representation 
in the North-West Assembly from electing 
two representatives from that district. 
So far as my memory now serves me, 
there were not more than about 800 
votes polled for each of those gentlemen 
at the last Local Assembly elections, and 
if those 800 votes are controlled by that 
particular race referred to by the hon. 
gentleman there is nothing to prevent 
them having a greater advantage than he 
proposes—namely, the advantage of select- 
ing two members for that particular 
constituency. I would also say, with 
reference to Batoche, that the French Half- 
breeds there are sufficiently numerous to 
elect a representative of their own. At 
the last election for the North-West 
Assembly the French Half-breed who 
represented his race in the contest in 
Batoche was, I am informed, placed at the 
head of the polls, but owing to a French 
Canadian returning officer declaring that 
he was not duly elected, owing to some 
technical difficulty, he was therefore de- 
clared not elected. This fact proves in 
itself that the French Half-breeds in 
that constituency are sufficiently numer- 
ous to place their candidate at the head 
of the poll. Therefore, under the cir- 
cumstances it is not justifiable, but en- 
tirely indefensible, that this step should 
be taken as proposed by the hon. gentle- 
man. Furthermore, I assert that if such a 
step were taken it would create not only 
great dissatisfaction, but a sense of insecu- 
rity amongs the members of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly if their electoral districts. 
are to be carved up at the instance of 
every whim and caprice that may seize 
some few dissatisfied individuals. Permit 
me to say, in answer to the question asked 
by some hon, gentlemen, and particularly 
the hon. member from Mille Isles that the 
reason that two of the constituencies in 
the North-West are allowed to return two 
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members each is owing to the fact that the | 


have been well represented there and have 


members for the House of Commons received greater consideration than the 


approved of it, as did also the member in 
the Senate at that time, and I think I can 
say it advisedly, that there was no greater 
friend of the Half-breed population of the 
North-West Territories than the late 
and lamented Senator who was my prede- 
cessor, and whol am very sorry is not now 
living to occupy his seat in this Chamber. 
It was on the recommendation of that hon. 
gentleman, together with the recommen- 
dation of the member for Alberta in the 
House of Commons, that the representation 
was fixed as it stands to-day; and, as I 
before stated, if the French Half-breeds of 
that district wished to take advantage 
of their present opportunities there 
is nothing to prevent them returning 
two members for that northern consti- 
tuency if they so desire. If they do not 
exercise their discretion in that particular 
matter that is no reason why we should 
make other arrangements to see if they 
will exercise their discretion by another 
mode, We cannot nourish such designs. 
We have to leave it to themselves to exer- 
vise their franchise in the best manner 
they see fit. At the last Local election for 
the Assembly they chose to elect two 
English-Speaking representatives, and two 
better representatives they could not have 
obtained. The French Half-breeds then 
know and to-day know that they cannot be 
so well represented in the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territories than by the men 
who represent those constituencies now. 
Year after year those members have paid 
the greatest attention and the most delicate 
consideration to the desires and wishes of 
the Half-breeds of that constituency, and 
we find on the records of this House and 
of the North-West Assembly petition after 
pou asking that the claims of the 

alf-breeds should be dealt with, showing 
the very energetic and commendable 
manner and the very considerate way in 
which the representatives of those consti- 
tuencies have dealt with the Half-breed 
population. I hold at this moment a 
memorial from that Assembly, asking 
for further consideration from this Parlia- 
ment as to certain claims of the Half- 
breeds. Those who are familiar with the 
history of that country, particularly those 
who have been representatives in the 
Local Assembly, will come to the conclu- 
sion unhesitatingly that the Half-breeds 


white residents who are represented in 
our various representative institutions. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man has not answered the simple question 
that I asked him. I asked him if he could 
mention any fair objection to a division of 
the district of Edmonton ? 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—TI answered if 
by saying that it was objected to by repre- 
sentative men in the North-West, includ- 
ing the representatives of the district. 


’ Hon. Me. MASSON—That is no objec- 
tion. 


Hon. Me. LOUGHEED—If the hon. 
gentlemen from Mille Isles, St. Boniface 
and Halifax had intimated to me before I 
came down here, nearly three thousand 
miles from the place in question, that they 
wanted this information, I should have 
ascertained for them more specific rea- 
sons. I stated that the division was made 
in the first place at the instance of the 
representatives of the Territories. We 
did not receive hotice until to-day of the 
limits which the hon. member from St. 
Boniface desired to have established, and 
it would be utterly impossible to give 
proper consideration to a matter where s0 
many and euch intricate metes and 
bounds are to be considered as in the pro- 
position of the hon. gentleman. This I 
advance as a further fact why this 
proposition should not be considered at 
the present time, and why the Bill should 
pass in its present form. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not think there 
is a great deal of force in the auswer given 
by the hon. gentleman from Calgary. He 
told us that he was, to use an expression 
which we have heard here before this 
evening, in touch with the people of Ed- 
monton district. If that is the case, if he 
is perfectly familiar with what is going on 
in the Edmonton district and with the 
feelings of the people there, he ought to be 
in à position to give a substantial reason, 
if there is one to be furnished, why this 
district should not be divided. The hon. 
gentleman has confessed his inability to do 
it. How does the hon. gentleman in the 
House of Commons know more about the 
district than the hon. gentleman from St. 
Boniface ? 
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Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I can tell you the 
reason exactly, if you want to know it. As 
I stated at the outset, I was two years in 
the Council with the member representing 
that district. _e is not an educated man; 
naturally, that class of people have never 
had the advantages to fit them for public 
positions, and for that reason the people 
thought it advisable to make a district, so 
that they could get a good man to repre- 
sent them. 


Hon, Mr. POWER—They could im- 
port a good man if they wished it. At 
all events, they could import a school- 
master, and the character of the represen- 
tation would improve ; so there is no sub- 
stantial reason against dividing the dis- 
trict. There is a feeling that the Half- 
breeds are not quite good enough to sit in 
poe ets Assembly with the whites—that 
is all. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—No, that is not 
the fact. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man from Calgary objected to this 
Parliament interfering with the division 
of the district. It was this Parliament 
which made the division in the first 
instance—this Parliament which alone has 
the authority to make a division—and we 
are dealing with that very matter now. If 
any change is to be made, now is the time 
to make it, and here is the place to do it. 
Then the hon. gentleman from Calgary 
told us also that he was familiar with the 
sentiment of that section, and that there 
was no dissatisfaction with the existing 
state of things; but a little later on he 
admitted that he did not know the senti- 
ment of this particular region. I do not 
think it at all probable that the Half-breed 
population of St. Albert, if they did feel 
dissatisfied with the present state of 
things, would carry their griefs to the 
hon. gentleman who lives four hundred 
miles away from them, and from whom 
they would not expect a great deal 
of sympathy. They sent their repre- 
sentations to the hon. gentleman from St. 
Boniface, who, in a certain sense, repre- 
sents that element in the whole of the Ter. 
ritories. It has been contended with a 
good deal of force that these people are 
represented by members in the House of 
Commons. In one sense that is true; in 
another it is not. The point taken here is 
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that there is a minority, which is a mino- 
rity in every electoral district, and that 
minority is not represented. We simply 
get the voice of the majority under our 
system: that is the only voice that we can 
get here directly. I am not going to say 
that is a defect, but I say the minority are 
entitled to be heard. If they are endur- 
ing what they feel are grievances they 
have a right to be heard, and we have a 
right to consider their grievances if igcan 
be shown that thev are substantial. Then 
the hon. gentlemansays that they are repre- 
sented in the Legislative Assembly and 
have no right to come here. But the very 
thing that they complain of is that they 
are not represented in the Legislative As- 
sembly. The compiaint is that when we 
were arranging the divisions in the North- 
West they were not able to secure repre- 
sentation. If that complaint is well foun- 
ded, then the answer given by the hon. 
gentleman from Calgary is not an answer 
at all. This is one of those questions as 
to which it is very difficult for a member 
of this House to say how he ought to vote 
or feel. I certainly do not think that, 
with the information before us, we are called 
upon to make such a division as that pro- 
posed by the hon. gentleman from St. Boni- 
face. [believe myself that a division could 
be made of that Edmonton district which 
would give one member to each division, 
and which would probably satisfy people 
who are said to be dissatisfied: but I think 
the boundary line should be one less 
difficult to follow than the one indicated 
to the committee by the hon. gentleman 
from St. Boniface. As to the Batoche 
district, [do not think there is very much 
in that, because Batoche now only returns 
one member. It is possible that some 
slight change in the boundary between 
Batoche and the adjoining districts might 
satisfy the Half-breeds there better, but I 
do not think there is much in that, parti- 
cularly as the hon. gentleman from Cal- 
gary told us that the Half-breed can- 
didate was at the head of the poll. I 
think it is the duty of the Government to 
lo k back at the history of the North 
West and at the evils that grew out of 
our own self-sufficiency when we our- 
selves supposed we knew everything—to 
look back at the errors we committed in 
the past, through ignoring grievances 
complained of from those Territories. It 
is therefore the duty of the Government 
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to give this proposition made by the 
hon, gentlernan from St. Boniface some 
reasonable consideration. I do not say to 
grant it, but to take a few hours to think 
over it,and consider it and see whether 
they cannot make such a division of the 
Edmonton district as will satisfy every- 
body. I do not see why Edmonton should 
not be divided into two districts, and then 
let the result be what it may. If it be 
diviged fairly in respect of population and 
size no one can complain, and I presume 
that a fair and equitable division would 
give the people represented by the hon. 
gentleman from St. Boniface a fair repre- 
sentation in the Local Assembly. I 
do not say that they are not now getting 
fair play; but they have no representative 
in the Assembly, and because of it they 
claim they have a grievance, and that 
grievance should be removed. No matter 
how fairly you are dealing with a class 
of the people, if those people are 
not given a chance to be heard they 
imagine they have a grievance and they 
will be dissatisfied. It is easior and cheaper 
to divide this district, and let the Half: 
breeds have one representative, and be done 
with it. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Why not 
divide all the constituencies returning two 
members for the House of Commons on 
the same principle? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—As far as I am con- 
cerned, I should have no objection. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Here is 
the city cf Ottawa as an example, return- 
ing two members, and there are constitu- 
encies in British Columbia. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think that under 
the system that has been adopted through- 
out this Province it is a better way to 
have only one representative for each dis- 
trict, and if there was any representation 
on the part of the city of Ottawa that it 
should ie divided into two districts I dare 
say it would be divided,and I think myself 
it would be better to have it divided. It 
would be better to try and remove 
this sense of injustice. I do uot say there 
is an injustice, but there is a sense of 
injustice, and if that can be done away 
with without outraging common sense or 
fair play it is the duty of the Government 
to do it. 


North-West [SENATE] Territories Bill. 


Hon. Mz. DEVER—Can we be led to 
believe that there is any injustice done 
to these people while they have repre- 
sentatives in the Cabinet? They have 
three able French representatives in the 
Cabinet, and three other representatives 
in the Cabinet who would be in favor of 
doing these men justice. There are six 
men who would not certainly stand by 
and see any injustice done to these people; 
therefore, I hold that the position taken 
by the hon. gentlemen who are pressing 
this matter must be that of mere antagon- 
ism to the Government. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle- 
man from Halifax, who spoke very mildly 
on the subject and, I think, very sensibiy, 
has reached the conclusion that [ ex- 
pressed to this House two days ago. In 
relating to the House what had taken 
place with reference to this proposed 
amendment I cited, and I repeat it now, 
that when about ten days ago for the 
first time I heard, and my colleagues 
heard, there was a desire ito change 
the electoral districts in the North- 
West, I felt, and my colleagues felt, 
and I said to the hon. gentleman from 
St. Boniface that it appeared to me that it 
was a fair proposition to divide Edmonton. 
I am not prepared to give the same 
opinion of the proposition that is before 
us, because it appears to me that that pro- 
position would be inadmissible in its pre- 
sent form. The proposition that this dis- 
trict should be divided into two, and that 
each division should return a member, 
appeared to me to be a reasonable one. | 
said so to this hon. gentleman and I said 
so to this House, and when I brought it 
before my colleagues the proposition met 
with the same reception. It appeared to 
them fair, and they set about, in the only 
way they knew how—they requested the 
Minister who represents the Department 
peculiarly charged with the interests of 
the North-West, to ascertain, in the best 
way he could, on such extraordinary short 
notice, what would be the feelings of the 
people on the subject of the division of 
these two districts, without reference to 
the eccentric boundaries proposed by my 
hon. friend from St. Boniface, for the pur- , 
pose of giving the subject fair considera- 
tion. The particular kind of boundary 
that would be granted was put aside. As 
I stated the other day, the result of these 
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enquiries was unfavorable, and for that 
reason my colleagues decided that it 
would not be judicious to attempt to 
make the change this year. There was 
no refusal of a change; there was no 
determination expressed not to divide 
these counties, but simply this: that it 
was necessary, the Government having 
once made a division of the North-West 
Territories which was satisfactory, as far 
as they knew, up to ten days ago, to the 
people of the North- West, desired to have 
full information before they undertook to 
make another division, which might be 
extremely unsatisfactor ‘y to alarge section 
of the people of the North-West. It was 
very natural that they should feel that 
there was somo danger of the latter result 
when they saw the boundaries which my 
hon. friend presented to thom. Hon. gen- 
tlemen will see what an extraordinary 
division it would be. It is not one on its 
face that would commend itself to the 
judgment of hon. members, 1 am sure, 
and it needed some very strong reason to 
have a division of the constituency in that 
particular form. We used to see, some 
years ago, pictures of divisions of counties 
which looked almost as eccentric as that, 
and they were a subject for jest by mem- 
bers on both sides of the House; ut this 
is more eccentric 1 think than any we saw 
in those days. The Government felt that 
they could not accept my hon. friend’s 
division. On the face of it, it appeared 
impossible for them to accept it. Then, 
what division could they adopt at a dis- 
tance of three thousand miles in three or 
four days? What kind of division, iA 
posing they decided on a division at all 

would be suitable? The Government 
were placed in this position, that not 
knowing until the last moment that a re- 
division of the North-West was desired 
by anybody, the answers to the inquiries 
which they immediately made, with a 
sincere desire to meet the views of these 
gentlemen who thought they were not 
receiving a full measure of justice, were 
adverre to the proposal that was made. 
They necessarily postponed the full consi- 
deration of any re-distribution of this divi- 
sion until they could get authentic and 
full information on the spot, and it seems 
to me that in doing so they acted wisely. 
It cannot be possible that any great amount 
of injustice can be done to any body in the 
North-West by postponing the division of 
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the electoral districts until the Siig ities: ns WblavGrablevand for that | the clestanal duteloid abel the Gowers 
ment are tully informed as to the best 
mode of doing it, if it is to be done at all. 
That is the position of the Government 
now ? They say: wo learn by preliminary 
enquiry that the change would be dis- 
tasteful. They say to the proposition of my 
hon. friend we cannot accept it as it 
stands ; it is impossible for us to get infor- 
mation before Parliament prorogues, and 
we postpone the considerution of this 
subject until the next session of Parlia- 
ment. It seems to me that that is a mo- 
derate, wise and proper mode of dealing 
with this subject, and it does not justify 
the loud complaints of oppression and 
almost threats of rebellion whic we hear, 
because, at a moment’s notice, within a 
few hours, we do not accept a pro osal to 
make a radical change in the electaral 
districts of the North-West. I do think 
the way which the Government have 
selected is the proper way, and I feel 
convinced that they will be sustained by 
this House. 


Hon. Me. POWER—I think the state- 
ment of the leader of the Government is 
perfectly eats and I hope the hon. 
gentleman from St. Boniface will withdraw 
his amendment. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—My intention cer- 
tainly is not to say anything against the 
wisdom of the course of the hon. leader of 
the House; at the same time, I think I am 
justified in explaining the proposed divi- 
sion. It is due to the fact that the Eng- 
lish and Half-breed settlements are mixed 
up to a certain dogree, and it makes it 
necessary to create these boundaries, which 
appear to the hon. gentleman to be some- 
what eccentric. I cannot withdraw the 
amendment; I can only assent to its being 
lost on a division, for very likely the same 
amendment will be brought before the 
House of Commons. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—I am sure my hon. 
friend should accept the proposition made 
by the hon. gentleman from Halifax. The 
Government have given their o oper that 
the division might be made. They have 
not promised that it shall be made, but 
they will consider the question, and ‘next 
session they will inform us of the result. 
Then there is the objection made by the 
leader of the Government, that the divi- 
sion is made in an eccentric way. I can- 
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not judge of that. I believe in the division, 
and I shall vote for it, but I would rather 
not; I would rather give the Government 
a chance to settle the question themselves. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I am in the hands 
of my friends, and I think it would be 
better to allow the motion to be declared 
lost on a division rather than withdraw it. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—It would be better 
to withdraw it. 


Hon. Mz. BELLEROSE—TIf the Govern- 
ment are not prepared to do justice to the 
people of the North-West thoy ought not 
to have intruduced the Bill. They are or 
they are not prepared. If they are not 
prepared, it is inexpedient to pass a Bill 
which may be objectionable and unjust to 
the minority in that part of the country. 
Can the hon. gentleman from St. Boniface 
honestly and contentedly, if he believes 
that it is wrong, put this House in a posi- 
tion to vote on a measure which the Gov- 
ernment themselves admit may not be 
right, and may be unjust? 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—They do not ad- 
mit at all that it is unjust. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—The Govern- 
ment themselves acknowledge that it may 
be unjust—that they are not prepared to 
say whether it is right or wrong. Therefore, 
if the Government are not prepared, they 
ought not do what may bt wrong, because 
they are not sure that it is right. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—The hon. gentle- 
man from Delanaudière is under a misap- 
prehension. The Government have given 
no opinion on the proposition. The Bill 
does not include the question of territorial 
divisions at all. If the hon. gentleman 
wishes to add that clause to the Bill, to say 
that there is a division which is not fairly 
represented—— | 


Hon. Mr. BELLROSE-—I so well under- 
stood the matter that even now that it is 
explained I persist in my opinion. This 
Bill gives a new power, a constitutional 
power, to the new Assembly, and in that 
new Assembly the minority will have no 
vote to decide whether the proceedings 
will be published in French or not. I say 
if you give such a power in this Bill you 
are not prepared todo what is right, and 
if the hon. gentleman finds that my argu- 
ment is not logical let him show wherein 
it is wrong. 


Fishing Vessels of the [SENATE.] United States Bill. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I hope the hon. 
gentleman from St. Boniface will with- 
draw his motion, for if he allows it to be 
lost on a division it will be in a much 
worse position than if it is withdrawn and 
not voted on at all. His friends in the 
other House will havean adverse vote of 
the Senate to start with. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—If the Govern- 
ment are not going to do anything, the 
hon. gentleman from St. Boniface ought to 
withdraw his motion. 


How. Mr. GIRARD—<As I understand 
from the leader of the House that the 
Government propose to give the question 
some, consideration at a future day, and as 
my friends advise me to withdraw the 
motion, I shall do so. 


The amendment was withdrawn, and 
the clause was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté), from the 
committee, reported the Bill as amended. 


The report was adopted. 


FISHING VESSELS OF THE UNITED 
STATES BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (134,) “ An Act respecting 
Fishing Vessels of the United States of 
America.” He said : This Bill is simply for 
the purpose of authorizing the issuing of 
licenses to American fishing vessels for 
another year. It merely prolongs the 
modus vivendi for one year more. Negotia- 
tions are going on in relation to the 
fisheries that it would be a pity to disturb 
by unfriendly arrangements, and we desire 
that the privilege of issuing licenses to 
American fishing vessels be extended for 
one year. The Bill is exactly in the lan- 
guage of the Act passed in 1888, and does 
not extend the privileges therein con- 
tained. There were other privileges 
granted in the Bill of 1888 which it is pro- 
posed to consider by Order in Council. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—For the reasons 
given by the leader of the Government, I 
must approve of the extending of the 
modus vivendi for another year. At the 
same time, while negotiations are going on 
between the two countries, there is a strong 
feeling in the Maritime Provinces against 








Fishing Vessels of the [APRIL 29, 1890.] United States Bill. 


an extension of the modus vivendi. 
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It is| their favor. With regard to granting this 


not approved of by our people, though of} modus vivendi, if it is to be granted at all 
late many of the pose against it have | now is the time to grant it. We ure aware 


been overcome. I 
another term some arrangements will be 
made to settle the disputed question. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think the posi- 
tion of the affair is very unsatisfactory. 
The conduct of the Government in kee 
an important Bill like this back to this 
stage of the session, and then asking us to 
railroad it through in this fashion, is any- 
thing but fair. The Government have 
known for some months that they would 
have to pass a measure of this kind, and I 
do not know why they should have held it 
until this stage of the session except it is 
that they have been waiting for the result 
of those negotiations to which the leader 
of the House has referred. When we 
consider the fact that our vessels that were 
seized four years ago have not been paid 
for yet, and our peop have received no 
-compensation whatever for their practical 
exclusion from fisheries in which they had 
a perfect right to participate for all those 
years, I donot think that this haste of ours 
to meet the views of our neighbors is very 
dignified. We ought to treat them with a 
little of the same consideration that they 
show to us. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Retaliation. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes retaliation. 
For four years they have kept our fisher- 
men out of waters that they had as perfect 
a right to go into as any American fisher- 
men. It is a case in which the Americans 
have not, as a matter of intetnational law, 
a leg to stand on, and here we have been 
for months apparently getting them to 
admit a thing that is as plain as that two 
and two make four; and because they 
have not done that the Government ask 
us to hurry this measure through, for fear 
the Americans might feel a little bit irri- 
tated. I believe in peace and harmony, 
and give and take ; but Ido not think it 
should be all give on one side and all take 
on the other, and that is the way it has 
been with our negotiations with the 
United States, 


Hon. Mra. HOWLAN—I presume 
the Government are doing the very best 
they can in this matter. They must be 
. better informed than members of this 
House, and the presumption must be in 


ope by the end of|from recent events in Newfoundland on 


the bait question that it is a matter of 
oe importance, and if the Government 

esire to put this measure through there 
must be some good cause which, tor State 
reasons, cannot be explained to the House. 


P-| Therefore, I am prepared to accept it. 


Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—For my part, 
I do not believe in the efficacy of retalia- 
tion between two nations. It seems to me 
that the nation which practises retaliation 
must have a very bad case of its own, or 
understand the art of diplomacy in a very 
imperfect manner. Possibly, the Govern- 
ment might have brought this matter for- 
ward a little earlier, but we shall only be 
showing that we appreciate the tendency 
now displayed at last in the United States 
to extend to us once more the right hand 
of fellowship, and for my part I shall be 
very glad to accept that right hand so held 
out; but I do not think it would be expe- 
dient to raise any objections to this Bill, 
on the plea that it has been so long com- 
ing, and that the Government were acting 
in an undignified way in calling our atten- 
tion to it and asking us to go a little out 
of the ordinary course to pass it at once. 
As to the terms of the modus vivendi, all 
I can say is, I know that terms very simi- 
lar to that were actually in existence in 
Prince Edward Island at a time when 
Canada was practicing the retaliation pol- 
icy. Canada at that time thought that the 
only way of obtaining reciprocity from 
the United States was to retaliate, to 
exclude them from the fisheries and to do 
everything they possibly could to annoy 
them, but at that time Prince Edward Is- 
land controlled the fisheries on her own 
coasts, and her policy was entirely differ- 
ent. It was very similar to this policy of 
the modus vivendi, only there was nothing 
to pay in it. 

e had no licenses that year ; we allowed 
the transhipment of cargoes, the obtaining 
of bait and all other privileges which they 
had been accustomed to enjoy under the 
old reciprocity treaty, and we found that 
it not only benefited the Americans but it 
benefited our own people. We were on 
the most peaceable terms with them, and 
we were sorry indeed that such an arrange- 
ment should be interrupted by action from 
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Canada and authority of Her Majesty’s 
ships exercised on her own subjects. In 
view of all these things, J] rather congra- 
tulate the Government than otherwise on 
their being able to bring before this House 
a renewal of the modus vivendi for another 
year, because it leads me to hope and believe 
that the Americans are at last learning to 
understand the feelings of Canadians to- 
wards them more correctly than they had 
done upon previous occasions. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Is there any en- 
couragement to expect Newfoundland to 
co-operate, us on former occasions, with 
us—to recognize the licenses of the Dom- 
inion Government, so that they may be 
mutual between the two Governments ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I hope the House 
will give us credit for acting in this respect 
with the most earnest regard possible for 
the interests of this country. My hon. 
friend from Halifax has spoken on the 
subject in a way that it seems to me only 
points to a line of policy which I think 
would hardly be prudent. If we are not 
content to carry on diplomatic negotiations 
in a diplomatic way, pressing them as we 
are doing to the best of our ability consis- 
tent with self-respect, they having been 
carried on, a8 this House knows, conti- 
nuously for a considerable period past, if 
we are not satistied to carry on our negoti- 
ations in that way, what are we to do? 
Shall we withdraw our Minister who is at 
Washington assisting in these negotiations, 
and declare war with the United States ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I never suggested 
anything of the kind. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No; but he sug- 
gested that we should not come forward 
with propositions of this description while 
we were so badly used by the United 
States. The Government regret as much 
as my hon. friend the injustice that has 
been done our people by the violation of 
international law in Behring’s Sea, and 
we are doing our best to bring about a 
better state of things. In doing that we 
are loyally and earnestly and vigorously 
aided by England. The representative of 
the Imperial Government, assisted by our 
own Minister, has been for some months— 
a couple of months at least—engaged in 
pressing negotiations, which had been 
carried on for some time before by corres- 
pondence. Of course it is quite impossible 
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for us to tell this House, or the public, or 
the newspapers, what we learn every day 
from Washington of the progress of nego- 
tiations there. It would -be inconsistent 
with the possibility of any reasonable 
arrangement that the Government should 
promulgate the progress of those negotia- 
tions to the public from day today. But 
in every step that we take—in the step I 
am taking—we are guided by the best 
judgment we can form in the progress of 
those negotiations, as to what is ‘best for 
us to do, and we believe it is best for us 
now to remove any possible irritation that 
might arise from the fact that a large 
number of fishing vessels are now awaiting 
licenses. We think it better to pass this 
Bill, and remove that slight cause of irri- 
tation from the scene of the.negotiations. 
We do this with the idea that it is the 
best thing to do—we do it according to 
the best of our judgment. We are con- 


‘ducting the affair as well as we can, and 


we ask the House to have so much confi- 
dence in our judgment as to pass this 
measure with a little more expedition 
than perhaps it would otherwise do—not 
much difference—perhaps twenty-four 
hours; more especially as it is a measure 
which is literally the same, word for word, 
as the one which passed both Houses in 
1878. 


Hon. Mr. KAU LBACH—My hon. friend 
behind me asked a question which I con- 
sider very important with. respect to 
Newfoundland. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—Newfoundland has 
declined to céncur with us this year in 
ue those licenses so far; but in this 

ill which is before the House we make a 

rovision which will enable us to. join 
ewfoundland as soon as she feels disposed 
to join with us in carrying out the system. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It would be 
very injurious to the fishermen of Nova 
Scotia if Newfoundland should refuse to 
co-operate with us. The United States 
fishing vessels, by paying $1.50 per ton, 
can enter at any time the Newfoundland 
ports and purchase bait, while our fishing 
vessels must pay $1 a ton every time 
they enter a Newfoundland port. What 
is in our favor is this: As long as the 
Uniteg States recognize that their ves- 
sels coming in there have to pay this 
fee of $1 per ton they recognize our rights 
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in our fisheries and for the purpose which | have it, but do not let the peace, good wil 
they get the benefit of by procuring a land harmony be all on one side,and not 


license. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—As far as the 
subject of Newfoundland legislation goes, 
we are not yet satisfied that any provision 
has been made that will affect our fisher- 
men. We are in communication now with 
both Newfoundland and the Imperial Gov- 
ernment on that subject, but it takes time 
to learn what is going on. As a matter 
of course, we shall be guided by the facts 
as we learn them, and if it should turn 
out to be as reported, and as is supposed, 
that Newfoundland has imposed a tax on 
our fishermen which would place us at a 
disadvantage—we shall hope to be able to 
meet the situation properly when it arises. 

The motion was agreed to, andthe Bill 
was read the second time, and refered to 
a Committee of the Whole House, under a 
suspension of the Rules. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee, 
reported the Bill without amendment, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I think the hon. 
leader of the House more or less misap 
prenence’ my position at an earlier stage. 

owever, I shall not dwell on that subject 
I wish to refer to this one point: 
the hon, gentleman thinks that we should 
now hold out the olive branch to the 
United States—that we should show the 
greatest good feeling towards them. Now, 
supposing that [ were to agree with the 
hon. gentleman as to that point, what has 
been the line of conduct adopted in another 
place by another Minister of the Crown, 
the head of a very important Department? 
Did not that hon. gentleman, just at the 
time when those negotiations were going 
on, introduce a measure to tax American 
products coming into Canada—a measure 
of the most obnoxious character, calcu- 
lated to annoy the United States much more 
than the course that I suggest? This Par- 
liament made a statutory offer of reci- 
procity in natural products, and while these 
negotiations were going on the Ministry 
in the other House withdrew that offer, 
and put the most vexatious taxes upon 
articles of commerce covered by that offer 
of reciprocity. I think the Government 
should be a little consistent: if we ure to 
have peace, good will and harmony, let us 
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now: 








amongst the people on the other side. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—I do not see 
what the two things have to do with each 
other. The tariff is quite different from 
this, and I am sure our policy has not been 
retaliatory, but a policy quite adapted to 
our own people. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think my hon. 
friend misunderstood me. When I advo- 
cated the passing of this Bill I did not 
state any general principle with regard to 
cultivating good feeling with the United 
States. I merely asked that this particu- 
lar Bill should be passed. Of course, every 
sensible man will be in favor of cultivatin 
good feeling with our neighbors, aid 
arrogate to myself in a small degree the 
qualities which go to make up what is 
described as a sensible man. I should 
like to point out to my hon. friend that in 
making our fiscal arrangements and in 
arranging our Customs duties this Govern- 
ment studies the interest of its people. 
It is not guided by any feeliug either of 
amity or enmity to any people or nation 
on the face of the globe, much less towards 
our neighbors, with whom we have en- 
deavored to live in peace and friendship. 
When we impose or reduce a duty we do 
it in the interest of our people, and not for 
the purpose either of pleasing our neigh- 
bors or displeasing them. That does not 
enter into our consideration at all. The 
consideration which guides us in a mea- 
sure of that kind is the welfare of our own 
people. 


Hon. Me. POWER—There is quite a 
difference in the interests of manufuc- 
turers and fishermen—that is all. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (141) “An Act to facilitate the 
purchase by the Pontiac Pacitic Junction 
Railway Company from the Canadian Pa- 
cific Railway Company ot the branch line 
of Railway between Hull and Aylmer.” 
(Mr. Ogilvie.) 

Bill (123) “An Act respecting the 
Ontario Pacific Railway Company” (Mr. 
Vidal.) 
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Inland Revenue Act [SENATE.] Amendment Bill. 


Bill (133) “An Act to amend the, Hon. Mra. SANFORD—I will allow the 
‘Indian Advancement Act, Chap. 44 of the | motion to stand as a notice. 


Revised Statutes.” (Mr. Abbott.) 
The Senate adjourned at 6.10 p.m. 





THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, April 30th, 1890. 


Hon. Mr. CLENOW—I was about to 
make a similar motion in the Clapp divorce 
case. 


Hon. MR POWER—The balance will be 
the other way in the Clapp divorce. It 
would be more in order to ask Mr. Clapp 
to pay over the balance. The costs mast be 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3| nearly one thousand dollars in his case. 


o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READING. 


FISHERIES OF RICHELIEU AND 
BERTHIER. 


MOTION. 


Bill (124), “An Act respecting H. H.| How. Me. GUEVREMONT moved, — 


Vivian Company, Limited.” (Mr. McKind- 
sey.) 
THE WALKER RELIEF BILL. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. SANFURD moved— 
That the fee of 8200 paid to the Clerk of this House 


by Emily Walker, in presenting her petitions for an, INLAND REVENUE 


Act to dissolve her marriage with Alfred Percy 
Walker, be refunded to her, less the expenses incur- 
red. Also, all the exhibits filed by petitioner at the 
hearing of the evidence. 

Hon. Me. KAULBACH—This is a 
special motion, and requires notice tu be 
given. [am notsaying that I will oppose 
the motion. The money hasbeen returned 
in some cases, and possibly there may be 
no reason why it should not be done in 
this, but I object to this motion without 
regular notice being given. 

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It has been the 


ordinary practice to make such motions 
without notice. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The motion cannot 
be put without notice when there is an 
objection. 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I rdise the 
point of order. 

Toe SPEAKER. -It has been the prac- 
tice in other cases, undoubtedly, to return 
the fee, on a motion, without special notice 
being given. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—Not invariably. 


Tue SPEAKER—TI think it would be 
more regular for the hon. gentleman to 
give notice. 


che: Fisheries of the Counties of Richeliea-and Ber: 


That an humble Address be presented to His Ex- 
cellency the Governor General, praying that His Ex- 
cellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this 
House copies of all Departmental orders relating to 


thier, and a copy of all correspondence Bad since 187 
between the Department of Fisheries and the Fishery 
officers of the said counties on this subject. 


The motion was agreed to. 


ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (133) “An 
Act further to amend the Act respecting 
the Inland Revenue, Chap. 34 of the Re 
vised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: The amend- 
ments to this Act, ineluded in the Bill now 
before the House, are now almost without 
exception purely technical, making altera- 
tions to meet attempts at evasions which 
prevail frequently in connection with the 
trades that are governed by this law. 


On the 9th clause,— 


Hon. Me. LOWER said: This clause 
seems to be a rather tyrannical one; there 
is a penalty attached to it. The clause is 
as follows :— 

‘* 263. Whenever any stam bo , vessel, 
wrapper or envelope of uns nee eae tobeccd 
or cigars, is emptied, the stamp or stamps thereon, 
and, in the case of cigars, the package also, shall be 
destroyed by the person in whose hands the same is.” 
It just means that if one buys a box of 
cigars he is bound, under a penalty of 
$200, when the cigars have been disposed 
of, to destroy the box. Now,I think that 
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is an unjustifiable interference with the 
liberty of the subject. I can understand 
some reason for it in the case of dealers in 
cigars, but why an ordinary private indi- 
vidual who has a box of cigars in his own 
house for domestic consumption shall be 
liable to a heavy penalty if he does not 
destroy the box, is something I cannot 
understand. 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH—There is, no 
doubt, some good reason for it, but many 
of us would be found liable to the penalty. 
Although I have used up a good many 
boxes of cigars I do not think I ever des- 
troyed any of them—in fact, they are used 
generally for domestic purposes. Unless 
the Government have some good reason 
for requiring this to be done I think it 
shouldbe confined to dealers in cigars, and 
not extended to consumers. 


Hon. Mz. ALMON—I have no doubt 
that one of the reasons why this amend- 
ment is called for is that people who live 
where a great many cabbages are grown 
make the cabbage leaves into cigars, and 
put them into the boxes. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—My hon. friend 
would hardly know the difference between 
a good cigar and a cabbage leaf cigar. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I do not see any 
necessity for having the boxes destroyed, 
because we know that every box of cigars 
is sure to end in smoke. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The reason why 
the box is required to be destroyed is that 
the stamp on it, which indicates the pay- 
ment of duty, is not always destroyed, and 
the box may be filled with fresh cigars 
from time to time, and one box made to pay 
duty for a great many cigars. The question 
arises, whether the tobacco itself shall 
be hereafter made to bear the stamp; this 
question is under consideration, and it is 
possible that the ingenuity of those who 
deal in eigars, in evading the law, may 
lead to the enactment of some such pro. 
vision. 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I thought that 
the stamp was put on the boxes in such a 
way that the boxes could not be opened 
without destroying the stamp. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Boys are in the 
habit of collecting these boxes and selling 
them to manufacturers of cigars, and in 
that way the law is broken. 


for evading them is usin 
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Hon. Mr. POWER—I fail to see how 
that can be done, because every box of 
cigars must have an internal . revenue 
stamp placed on it in such a way that the 
box cannot be opened without destroying 
the stamp. [do not see how the revenue 
can be defrauded. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I understand that 
the ingenuity of people interested in the 
trade has gone so far as to enable them to 
open the box without destroying the 
stump, or to fix the box in such u way that 

ou would not know it had been opened. 

he Department have encountered the 
difficulty, and the only way they see out 
of it is to have the boxes destroyed. 


The clause was adopted. 


Hon. Me. DRUMMOND, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment. \ 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill 
be read a third time presently. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I should like 
to have a little further explanation from 
the leader of the House us to a portion of 
that 9th clause. It seems to me that it is 
one of the most tyrannical clauses that I: 
bave ever heard of being introduced into 
any Legislature, if I am right in supposing 
that any private individual, in whose house 
some empty cigar boxes have been found, 
renders himself liable, on the information 
of any evil-disposed person who knew of 
their existence there, to the heavy penal- 
ties imposed by the Excise law. It that 
be so, no term than we can apply to it is 
sufficiently strong to express our disap- 
proval of the punishment that may be 
inflicted on honest and unintentional of- 
fenders. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I find it very diffi- 
cult to answer my hon friend. I do not 
know that there is any legislation that 
comes before this House in which a case 
of extreme hardship might not be im- 
agined. Unfortunately, it is one of the 
necessities, apparently, of Government, 
that we should have those excise duties, 
and it is no use having them unless we can 
enforce the collection of them. Onedevice 
the same box 
several times to avoid the payment of 
stamps. The Department can find no way 
of getting over the difficulty except this. 
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We must either give up the collection of | poses to amend, I do not see that there is 
the revenue altogether, or use the means/|any penalty contained init. Now, clearly 
which are recessary to enable us to collect | the fact that the escaped prisuner is not 
it. caught before the expiration of his term 


Hoy. Mz. HOWLAN—I think this pro- should not relieve him from punishment. 
vision is made for the purpose of preven-| Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It becomes a new 
ing the importation of tobacco from the | crime. 

French island of St. Pierre Miquelon. 
There is a good deal of tobacco smuggled| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The view that the 
into the country from that island, and the, hon. gentleman from Halifax presents did 


boxes are taken there, filled and brought | not occur to me, and I am unable at the 
back. | moment to give him any answer to it. If 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—If that be the in- the House will allow the clause to stand I 
tention of the law, why not make it, 





: will look into it. 
applicable to dealers only ? Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am quite satisfied 
that that point has not been overlooked in 
the framing of the criminal law, It is an 
old offence, and there must be some pro- 


vision for it. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There is a pro- 
vision as to escapes from penitentiaries, 
but I do not think there is any provision 
with respect to escapes from reforma- 
tories. 


The motion was agreed to and the Bill 
was read the third time and passed. 


THIRD READING. 


Bill (130) ‘“ An Act to amend the Inter- 
pretation Act.” (Mr. Abbott.) 


CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
| IN COMMITTEE. 


The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on Bill (65) ‘‘An Act further 
to amend the Criminal Law.” 


On the Ist clause,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—At an early period 
of the Session a Bill was introduced in the 
House for the purpose of making provision 
for escapes trom industrial schools and 
reformatories. That Bill was withdrawn 
in consequence of correspondence going on 
between the Government at Ottawa and 
the Government of Ontario on that subject, 
and finally clauses were agreed upon which 
are embodied in this section of the Bill. 
Moderate remedies and moderate punish- 
ments are provided for escapes, which con- 
stitute an extension of existing provisions 
to cases to which they did not heretofore 
apply. 

Hon. Mr. POWER—I observe that it 
makes provision only for cases where the 
offender is apprehended before the expira- 
tion of his term of imprisonment. Sup- 
posing the offender is not apprehonded 
until after the expiration of the term—that 
he escapes detection for some months, and 
during that time his term of imprisonment 
expires, under this Bill there is no punish- 
ment for the escape. Looking hurriedly 
through the chapter which this Bill pro- 


The clause was allowed to stand. 


On sections 3 and §,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Sections 3 and 5 
of the existing Act refer to the kce 
ing of a disorderly house, and the limit 
to the age. There are two classes of 
offences created by those sections. One 
is the keeping of a disorderly house, where 
the prostitution of a child under the age 
of 12 is committed. That is punished more 
severely, of course, than the prostitution 
of a girl of more advanced age. The ob- 
ject of this clause, as it stands in the Bill, 
is to increase the age during which the 
most severe punishment is administered 
from 12 to 13. There have been many 
representations made to the Government 
desiring the increase of this age to a still 
greater age. I think the representations 
made would tend to make it apply to girls 
under the age of 16, but the Government 
have found it impossible to consent to such 
an alteration as that, The age is too great, 
considering the position that girls occupy 
in this country as to the age of puberty. 
Thirteen appears to be sanctioned by usage : 
in England and everywhere else, and the 
Government adopted the English rule when 
this amending Bill was framed. In defer- 
ence, however, to the feeling that has been 
expressed on this subject, I am induced to 
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girls employed in factories are employed 
in large numbers—25, 50 or 100—to go 
to work at the same hour and leave at 





respect of girls under that age. the same hour, and who are under 
The amendment was agreed to. one another’s eye, and it really seems to 
me that the facilities for leading astray 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Clause 4 has at-/ than those which exist in the case of other 
tracted a good deal of attention and com- | Classes of girls. Domestic servants, I 
ment, ene the age does secm to me to think, are in a much more dangerous 
be unreasonably great. 1 do not myself position than factory girls. My impres- 
concur in the theory that women require sion is that as the Bill was originally 
this kind of protection up to the age of|introduced into the Commons by the 
thirty ; at the same time, I feel some hesi- Government the wording of this particu- 
tation in moving that it be changed, since | lar clause was different from what it is now. 
the Government consented, I understand, | This was the language of the Bill as in- 
in another place, to limit the age to thirty, | troduced by the Government in the House 
My own impression would be that twenty- of Commons, and I think it is better than 
-one i8 quite old enough, and if the augges- the language of the Bill as it now stands, 
tion were made by any hon. member [| and I would be disposed to reinstate the 
would be glad to adopt It. pes ula vas of the ae 

we have now. e wording in the Bi 

Hon. Me. POWER—I took the liberty | ag originally introduced is: % who has in 
of making the suggestion on the second his employment, or who being in a com- 
reading of the Bill, that the change the) mon employment with him in respect of 
hon. gentleman has mentioned should be! her em loyment, or work under, or in any 
made. J do not wish to do anything that| way subject to his control or protection.” 
might embarrass the Government in an-|1 do not «ee why the particular class of 
other place; still, I shall veature to move' girls indicated by this clause should be 
that the words twenty-one be substituted singled out for special protection, and I 
for thirty in the section. [think that we ought to go back to the 


Han. Mr. DICKEY-—I would suggest °'iginal wording of the Bill. It bas been 
à : gi 


that if this protection were given to girls pier I understand. as de a ae 
while in their teens it would be sufficient, | distinet'on, that the trade un‘ons ask that 


the law be made applicable to girls em- 
: The amendment was agreed to. ployed in factories. There is no objection 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There is another (© that, but no satisfactory reason is given 
rtion of the clause which strikes me as! Why it should not extend to other girls 


bois rather unreasonable and unfair, and, wee me Aue op oy of other persons as 
it should either not appear here or it should YE" 88 C0 factory girls. 


have a wider application than it has. The Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I do not exactly 


clause reads as follows : see the propriety of the suggestion that 


‘‘4 Every one who, being a guardian, seduces or has os , 
illicit connection with his ward, and every one who MY hon. triend has made—in the first place, 


seduces or has illicit connection with any woman or for the reason that he has referred us to 


girl of previously chaste character and under the age the Bill as it was originally introduced 
i , 


of thirty years who is in his employment in a factory, spi à : ‘ 
mill or workshop, or who, being in a common employ- and we now have the Bill in the form it 


ment with te, in ana factory, pl oe OREO, 18, | is before us, after the other branch of the 
mill or workshop, under, or in any way subject to, Ris: Legislature bus passed upon it, and the sug- 
control or direction, is guilty of a misdemeanor and gestionthat weshouldreintroducethe clause 
liable to two years’ imprisonment.” as it existed in the first instance looks very 
The alteration in the age makes this clause : like an invitation to get up a difference of 
much less objectionable than it was, but I! opinion on the point which might endanger 
do notsee why this special protection is the Bill itself. Then there is another 
thrown around factory girls and not given reason: If it is made as extensive as my 
to other girls who are in positions where hon. fiiend suggests, there are reasons ap- 
there is much more danger than in the parent on the face of it why it should not | 
case of factory girls. As a general thing be done. If, for instance, it is applied to 


On clause 4— — ge employed in that way are much less 
| 
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persons in domestic service it will put ' the clause is the language used in the 
every person who has a girl in his employ-! English law. 

ment under her influence for the purpose | , 

of blackmail, and [ do not «ee that isa Hon. Me. P OWER— There is no such 
kind of legislation wtarecalled upon to pass. | Clause in the English Act. 


When the matter was discussed the ¢con-| Fon MR. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 


clusion arrived at by all parties was that| will find in the cases a description of the 
in factories, factory girls, so to speak, are! offence. 


much more under the influence of their 

masters than they are in domestic life, Hon. Me. SCOTT—I do not see any 
where they huve the protection of their | necessity for it here. Ample provision 1s 
mistresses, so that I do not think the sug-! made for it in the criminal law. The 
gestion of the hon. gentleman should com- | sume words are used. 


mend itself to the sense of the committee. How. Me. KAULBACH—It should not 

Hon. Mr. SANFORD—I cannot see that | be left to the magistrate to say whether a 
there is any occasion for special legislation | child has come to the age of discretion to 
to protect the factory girls. As an em-/| know how to conduct himself in the street. 


ployer of labor, and of factory girls, during , 

a period of 26 years, [ cannot recall a ena beer So I ped think 

single instance of prostitution or seduction, | Me Clause shou peace ce et Maeda 

and I cannot see at all the necessity for Mies ae PANIER VERT Pi tte Re LO 
: Loti Li sition by some ignorant policeman charg- 

special legislation of this kind. It looks ing him with Chi offence, when: he had 


to me to be opening the door for black-|°"S, 7". 
mailing, and perhaps taking the advantage | n° intention whatever to commit a breach 
| Of the law. 


of the employer rather than of the em- 
ployé. Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The language of the 
The clause was agreed to. law ut present is in no way different, and 
B there is really no necessity for a change. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I will ask the 
committee to allow the clause to stand, 
and I shall see if there is anything ig the 
objection. 


On the 11th clause,— 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) asked 
if it was intended to make provision for 
disqualifying persons convicted of polyga- 
my from voting or serving on a jury. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—We could not very 
well make such a provision in this Bill, 
inasmuch as that is a question of the fran- 
chise, Buta disqualification for crime does 
not exist in the Franchise law of the 
country. 


Hon. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)—What 
about serving on juries ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Of course, we 
should have to put that in the jury law. I 
took my hon. f.iend’s question to apply to 
the franchise, and that would be establish- 
ing a precedent for the first time ofdisquali- 
fying for a conviction. Of course there 
could be no machinery discovered for 
uscertaining à man’s religious belief or 
sect before putting him ow the list. The 


On clause 6, 


. Hon. Mr. POWER—With respect to 
clause 6, I think it is capable of being 
abused, unless there is some definition of 
the term indecent exposure, If any hon. 
gentlemen reads clause 6 he will see that a 
person who may be perfectly innocent of 
any improper motive might be made sub. 
ject to the penalties imposed by this clause. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—Leave that to the 
discretion of the magistrate. 


Hon. Mr POWER—I think there 
should be some definition of the offence, 
so as to exclude an innocent person. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think the 
age of the person should be provided for 
in thiscase. Children might expose them- 
selves in that way on the streets, and they 
should not be subject to the penalty pro- 
vided by this law. There should be some 
restriction. | 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I never heard of 
any accidental exposure by a child of 
tender years being considered an indecent 
exposure, and [do not think that under 
the interpretation of this clause any magis- 
trate would so apply it. The language of 


©, om 
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only disqualification that could be enacted 
would depend upon a conviction. Having 
been convicted of polygamy, it would be 
possible in the Franchise law to disqualify 
a person so convicted from exercising the 
rights of a citizen, but a man who commits 
murder is not disqualified from voting 
after he submits to his punishment, and 
it would be a new principle to intro- 
duce in the criminal law to superadd 
to his punishment disfranchisement. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—A 
man convicted of murder could not very 
well vote if he was hanged. 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—Men convicted of 
the most serious and revolting crimes 
sometimes escape capital punishment. 
mention the case of murder to show that 
the most infamous crimes have not hitherto 
entailed disfranchisement,except while the 





from working, and it is to make it plain 
that they have this right that this clause 
is amended ? 


Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—I 
would like to call attention to what seems 
to be an anomaly inthe law. A threat by 
letter to burn or destroy is punishable; if 
the threat is by word I do not see that 
under the law it can be punished, Should 
not that be remedied. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will perceive that there may be threats 
under section 2 ofthe Bill which are not in 
writing. 

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—It hae 
happened in my experience that a person 


1| threatened te burn my house or barn, and 


I did not know how to get hold of him. 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The lawis very long 





offender is suffering his punishment. So; and somewhat Complicated, and I cannot 
that my colleagues did not see their way |detain the House at this moment to see 
to embodying that as one of the disquali- | how far I could cover the case which the 


fications in the franchise law. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (8. C.)— 
Then with regard to juries ? 


Hoy. Me. ABBOTT—I did not enquire 
into that, but [ take it that that would 
come (under the provisions of the North- 
West Territories Bill which we are about 


hon. gentleman desires to meet; but I 
suppose that a person who threatens ano- 
ther with violence is liable to action for 
breach of the peace. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—Or to find bail 
for good behavior. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think my hon. 


to pass) within the jurisdiction of the Local | friend will find the ordinary police law on 


Legislature. 


the subject is sufficient, but I shall look 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED — But this into it. 


Parliament reserves to itself the power of 
regulating juries with reference to crimi- 
nal cases. 


Hoy. Mr. ABBOTT—Then it would 
come properly under this Bill. There isa 
disqualification, I presume, in the enact- 
ment with regard to juries. If there is 
a disqualification for crime, polygamy 
might be included in the list of offences. 


The clause was adopted. 


On clause 18,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This clause, in 
reality, is intended only for one purpose. 
Under the law as it stood it was question- 
able whether workmen were not indictable 
for conspiring not to work, and it is not 
the intention of the law to punish them 


for acting in concertin refusing to work, |‘2nding them 


so long as they do not impede other people 








The clause was agreed to. 


On section 31,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a clause to 
make it clear that a prisoner sentenced 


for any time by court martial may be 


imprisoned for a time in the penitentiary 
or in the common gaol. Some judges of 
the courts seem to have a doubt about 
that, and this is to make it clear that they 
have the right so to sentence. 


Hon, Me. POWER—I do not suppose 
that any difficulty will arise about it, but 
at Halifax there are military or naval 
prisons, and under this clause it is pos- 
sible that in order to avoid expense the 
military authorities might sentence their 
prisoners to the pont nary) instead of 

to the military prisons. 


The clause was agreed to. 





On clause 37,— 


Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE asked—If the 
A eae refuses to pay, what becomes 
of the boy ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Then the privilege 
given by this Act is not enjoyed. The 
magistrate will have to send the boy to an 
ordinary gaol. These industrial schools 
are supported by local funds, I presume. 
That is the reason why their use has hith- 
erto been for the city of Halifax alone, 
and not for the Province. It is necessary 
that the legislation in Nova Scotia should 
be verified before this goes into force. The 
legislation, I understand, has been passed, 
but it has not yet beon communicated to 
us, and we desire to see it before we put 
this in force. 


The clause was adopted. 
On the 39th clause,— « 


Hon. Mra. ABBOTT said: I propose to! 
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Catholic, and that boy, against the will of 
his Protestant parents, is apprenticed to a 
Roman Catholic farmer in the neighbor- 
hood : I think there should be some regard 
for the feelings of the parents. The parents 
may prefer to have the boy left in the 
reformatory rather than have him bound 
out to a person of a different creed. There 
is some question whether that unlimited 
power should be given to the Attorney- 
General. 


Hon. Me. GIRARD— Would it not be 
better in such a case that the parents 
should give their assent? Otherwise, I 
think it would be better for the boy that 
he should remain in the reformatory. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think it should 
be qualified by saying: “With the assent 
of the parent or guardian.” 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—A parent or guard- 
ian, for the time being, has ceased to have 








add some further clauses to the Bill, also | control of him. It is not, by the way, the 


with reference to Manitoba, and with! Attorney-General who binds out the boy; 
reference to this same reformatory. They | it is the superintendent of the institution, 


are similar to, only expanding, those which 
appear inthe Bill, They are as follows :— 


‘86. If any respectable and trustworthy person is 
willing to undertake the charge of any boy committed 
to the Manitoba Reformatory for Boys, when such 
boy is over the age of twelve years, or as an appren- 
tice to the trade or calling of such person, or for the 
pur of domestic service, and such buy is confined 
to the reformatory by virtue of a sentence or order 
poses under the authority of any Act of the 

arliament of Canada, the superintendent of the 
reformatory may, with the consent of the Attorney- 
General of Manitoba, bind the said boy to such person 
for any time not to extend, without his consent, 
beyond a term of five years from the commencement 
of his imprisonment; and the Attorney-General shall 
thereupon order that such boy shall be discarged from 
the said reformatory on probation, to remain so dis- 
charged, provided his conduct during the residue of 
the term of five years from the commencement of his 
imprisonment continues good ; and such boy shall be 
discharged accordingly, provided that any wages re- 
served in any indenture or apprenticeship made under 
this section shall be payable to such boy, or to some 
other person for his benefit. 

‘2. No boy shall be discharged under this section 
until after the fixed term of his sentence has elapsed 
unless by the authority of the Governor General.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Do I 





understand | tion wou 


with the assent of the Attorney-General. 
It seems to me a pity to introduce reli- 
gion into this question. 


| Hon. Mz. POWER—Religion will get in, 
land we must provide for it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The position is, 
that a boy guilty of an offence is impris- 
oned under the law, and maintained at the 
expense ofthe country. Thesuperintend- 
ent, who must be supposed to have some 
discretion, and the Attorney-General, who 
must also be supposed to have some dis- 
cretion—— 


Hon, Mr. POWER—That is a rather 
violent supposition in this case. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is very probable, 
one might suppose natural, if the parents 


* [made any objection to a boy being bound 


out to a particular man that their objec- 


d be respected. At all events, it 


. that the Attorney-General has the power ought not to be within the power of par- 


to bind out a boy ? 


Hon. Mr.A BBOTT— Yes; to any respect- 
able, trustworthy person who is willing to 
undertake the care of the boy. 


Hon. MR. POWER—Suppose the boy is 
a Protestant, and the Attorney-General a 


ents who have brought up their boy in 
such a way that he commits crime, so that 
the Province has to maintain him, to pre- 
vent the superintendent binding him out 
because they do not wish to let him go to 
a person whose form of worship may not 
be the same as theirs. 
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Hon. Me. KAULBACH—The parents! Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I understand my 
may bave done everything for the boy, and | hon. friend’s objection goes to the binding 
yet may have had to send him to a refor- out of the boy at all. Is it better that the 
matory. In that case I think the feelings | boy should be kept among criminals, or 
of the parents should be consulted. I pre-|that he should be put out, as the Govern. 
sume the apprenticeship is not to extend , ment of Manitoba request, with respecta- 
beyond the term of imprisonment. ble and trustworthy persons, outside of the 


influences which must surround the very 
_ Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is expressly best industrial school ? Everybody con- 
limited to the term of imprisonment. 


fined in such an institution must be more or 
Hon. Mr. MASSON—When a boy is a 





less tainted with vice, or he would not be 


ward of the Government he is placed in an there, and to remove a boy from such 
institution where there are Protestant and | #ssociation and place him with a respecta- 
Catholic chaplains. That is the provision | ble and trustworthy person, in order to 
that the State makes for their moral train- Make him useful, and to teach him habits 
ing. If you place them under a person of Of industry, to give him a moral training, 
a different denomination from the parents And enablo him to acquire any other know- 
I think you are going against the intention ledge that would be likely to be acquired 
of the Legislature and against the inten-: in a family, is surely better than leaving 
tion of the Government in appointing ehap- him amongst criminals. 
lains to those institutions. You are taking Hon. Mr. POWER—With respect to the 
away from the child the very protection ohjection of the hon. gentleman, that this is 
which it is the intention of the Govern-| a suggestion coming from the Government 
ment to give by appointing chaplains, and of Manitoba, it does not strike me that 
putting the boy under the control of per-! there is any great force in it, This Parlia- 
sons in whom the parents may have no! ment enacts criminal laws, and to say that 
confidence. | because the Manitoba Government hassent 
Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I do not under-, U8 2 draft of a Bill, therefore we should not 
stand that we are requiring the child to be | ER Aone Ons Mee 
placed under a man of a ditferent denomi- Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I never said that 
nation from his own, we had not the right to alter it. 


Hon. Mr. MASSON—He may be. Hon. Mr. POWER—No; but the hon. 


. ; leman used that as an argument why 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend in | 8°"! di | 

BAS: owns LD LL AE PA RL fee Ge et Manitoba 
the ward of the Government. TheGovern-: ,  : : 


5 : : : . do which I do not think the hon. gentleman 
ment is for the time being his sole guardian, | would be prepared to endorse or stand by. 


to protect him from being improperly!) | . À 
o not think that we should stand by this 
treated in any way, and I think we may MPiiedotdain: 


safely trust the superintendent of the insti- ; ; 
tution, who has charge of the boy’s educa-! Hon. Ma. PERLEY—It is a Grit Gov- 
tion and moral training, and the Attorney- ernment. 


General, who is the supervisor of the; on Mr. POWER—Not ull Grit Gov- 
superintendent, not to place the boy whe.e ornments are good. I think we ought to 
be is in any danger of being proselytized. | have a little regard for the boy’s parents. 
This is the clause which the Manitoba’ 4s the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg 
Government request us to pass, and I do hag sugwested, there are cuses where a boy 
not see any reason why we should not may commit some comparatively trivial 


accede to that request. offence, and get into the reformatory, 


| where his parents have not been guilty ot 
ne oe Gey ANE “A | any serious neglect or actual misconduct 


ie) : | ys at all. Just fancy the feelings, we will say, 
improve his character, and that object is of a good Presbyterian mother whose boy 


lost entirely if you put him out to someone tholi 
i : olic farmer! 
to get the value of his services, regardless |has been bound out to a Catholic r 


of the object for which he was placed in| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not believe it 
the reformatory. | would do him any harm, 
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ment What the hon. gentleman thinks the Dominion, and why should we, for the 
and what I think is one thing, but the sake of economy in the maintenance of a 
conscientious feeling of the parent is an-; reformatory, send a boy out before he has 
other thing, and if there is any place in acquired some knowledge which will fit 
the Dominion where those feelings should | him to make his way in the world? Ifa 
be respected it is in this House. It is a boy is put in at the age of twelve or thir- 
very simple thing to require that before a teen for some otfence—perhaps for being 
boy is bound out from the reformatory the | ungovernable, the reformatory is a train- 
consent of the parent or guardian of the ing school for him,and he receives an educa- 
child should he obtained. Ifthe proposed tion without endangering his religious 
change is in the interest of the child the state, and by the time he is four or five 
parent or guardian will naturally assent to years in the institution it is probable that 
it. If it is not in the interest of the child, | he will go out into the world fit to take a 
if it is against the religious conviction of respectable position. But if you send him 
the parent, then it should not be done. I: out ay a little waif, without any education 
do not suppose the hon. gentleman means j at all, you leave him forever a waif. I 
to say that the religious convictions of the | attribute the best intentionsto the framer 
parents should not have some little re-|of the Bill. Tam only giving the House 
spect, even from the Gove:nment of Men-| my impressions on this subject. 
itoba. I believe that these little ones require 
to be cared for like all other children, and 
Hon. MR. PROWSE—It appears to me| that they will be better cared for in the 
that it is im possible for this Government reformatury than if they are farmed out. 
or any other Government to legislate for|Some of the farmers are, no doubt, like 
individual cases. The same objection might some people of all other classes, benevo- 
be raised to almost any legixlation that) lent, and may treat such a boy as one of 
could be proposed. Other denominations | their own, but 1 have no doubt that others 
might raise the same objection; the boy ‘are tyrannical, and would force a boy to 
might have Methodist parents, and the pa- work beyond his strength and ruin him in 
rents might say: “We are not satisfied | his tender years. Ido not believe in the 
that our child should be apprenticed to | system of farming out those boys. I think 
anybody but a Methodist.” it would be better to improve our reform- 


rwnetion iq|atories and make them good training 

See ae A ras oes "S| schools. The people of this country are 

y | | zenerously and liberally sustaining these 

Hon. Mz. PROWSE—The responsibility | institutions, and they will not grudge the 

of the superintendent of the reformatory cost of properly maintaining this Mani- 

and of the Government dues not end when | toba reformatory. For some time to come 

the boy goes out of the institution. The, the population of Manitoba will not be 

Government is liable, and the superintend- | large, and I think we can afford to educate 

ent is liable for the placing of that boy in and train these boys properly, instead of 
roper hands. In many of those cases the | sending them out to work on farms. 


Oy would be much better in the refor- Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—I should like 
apprenticed out o certain individuals, euch | +, Understand what advantage is to be 
individuals as his parents might have Sete Dy ue legisIalion:. NV Geh a parent 
hed We Re ER M ER es sends his child to a reformatory it is with 

P 8°! a view to having him reformed, and if it 


of such a boy. is thought proper to send him away from 
Hon. Mr. O’ DONOHOE— It seems to the institution, would it not be better to 

me that the reformatory is a much better send him, back to his parents? Is he more 

school for the boy than a farm. To send likely to be reformed by strangers than by 

a boy out from the reformatory before he | his own family? 

has received any education or training is} Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The parents 

to place him in the hands of some one might not care to take him back. 














Criminal Law [APRIL 30, 1890.] Amendment Bill. 


i 


Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN —I hope the 
House will not pass this clause. I have 
some experience of the way those children 
are treated when they are sent out to far- 
mers, from my connection with an institu- 
tion to which children are sent out from 
the old country. They are given out to 
farmers with every possible restriction : 
notwithstanding that, and that they are 
watched over carefully, every year there 
aro frequent cases in which the institution 
has to take back children who are treated 
badly and neglected. The farming out of 
criminals, even, is a bad system. I[tisthe 
duty of the State to take care of those 
boys. They require consideration and 
care more than any other class of the com- 
munity, and I think it would be unwise for 
this House to grant such power,to any 
province. Manitoba is a young, a rising and 
flourishing Province and is well able to 
take care of the few children who would 
come within the scope of this legislation. 
Therefore, I think it would be unwise, and 
attended with very great danger, to grant 
such power to the Provincial Govern- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—After such an ex- 
pression of opinion, I hope the hon. Minis- 
ter will not insist on this amendment. It 
is certainly fraught with danger, and much 
as I am interested in the Province of Man- 
itoba, I must certainly protest against 
such a provision. It appears to be new 
legislation—at all events it will be new in 
old Manitoba, and it will certainly be re- 
ceived very badly by the people there. I 
agree with the hon gentleman that any 
child who violates the law should be pun- 
ished, but when he is sent toa reformatory 
he should remain there until his term ex- 
bee: He should not be deprived of all 

is civil rights. The parents have a cer- 
tuin claim to him which cannot be ignored, 
and he should not be sent to a private 
family without their consent. Under the 
circumstances, I think the Minister should 
withdraw the amendment. Although itis 
di as at the request of the Government 
ot Manitoba, Iam sure the people of the 
Province do not agrec with the Govern- 
ment on that point. It would be a great 
injury to the people ot Manitoba. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR- The Minister 
should accede to the wish of the House and 
make it obligatory that the parents should 
be consulted. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Some hon. gentle- 
men seem to imagine that this retorma- 
tory isa place where parents send their 
children to be educated and reformed. It is 
a place where boys convicted of crime are 
punished by imprisonment, and by the dis- 
cipline of the reformatory. It is not like 
some of the industrial schools in the country 
where a parent can actually procure his 
child to be sent by an order ofa magistrate 
when he finds him difficult to manage at 
home. It isa place where boys convicted of 
offences are sent. The probability in most 
cases is that these boys have no parents 
to refer to. They are waifs and strays 
about the streets of large towns. It does 
not follow at all that there are any parents 
to whom they could be sent. 


Hon. Mz. PELLETIER—If they have 
parents, the parents should be consulted. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If they have pa- 
rents it would be possible no doubt fur the 
State, having taken these criminals into 
custody for the purpose of punishing them, 
and endeavoring to reform them, to con- 
sult the parents. That does not seem to 
be the view of the Government of Mani- 
toba. 1 do not pretend that this House is 
bound to 1 ass a-Bill because the Govern- 
ment of Manitoba wishes it to be passed, 
but I think this House is bound to show 
some respect for the reasonable request 
of any Province. It is no answer to my 
suggestion that we should give fair con- 
sideration to this proposal of Manitoba, 
and that we should attach importance to 
the fact that Manitoba asks us to pass this 
law—to say that we have a right to louk 
at projects which they offer us. Of 
course, we have a right, but on the other 
hand we are bound by courtesy, to say the 
the least of it, to consider carefully what 
they ask us to do before we refuse them. 
In this case they ask us to give them 
power to apprentice out criminal boys; 
they cannot do so without the power 
being given them for the purpose by this 
Parliament. I am bound to assume that 
if the power is given them they will 
exercise it with discretion. I should be 
very sorry to refuse their request, but of 
course it is in the power of the House to 
refuse it if they think proper. If it would 
conduce in any way to have a better under: 
standing in the House about the clause I 
am willing to let it stand for a day or two, 
until we can ascertain the wishes of the 
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ment of Manitoba would disregard all these 
Hon. Ma. POWER—No; not for that) considerations, when it is proposed to bind 
purpose. out a boy. We have no reason before us 


, to show that they would not consider this 
e e ET t 5 e Le e e 
ay Ate US ae eee swe question of religion as any other question. 
: : : . | We assume, and we ought to assume, that 
Manitoba Government for asking for this, | 


they will exercise this discretion in a pru- 
| € 
and that we should consider those reasons dent and proper manner. It may be that 


before we refuse what I consider very they will make a provision that the par- 
moderate and just propositions. We will’ ants of the children shall be consulted, and 
let this clause stand for a day or two, and other provisions also. which must be con- 
in the meantime communicate with the] ¢.6d to before binding out a child 
Attorney-General of Manitoba, informing We are simply passing a permissive 
him of the difficulties which have occurred. i. so to allow them to consider tho aub- 
in the passage of this clause, and enquir-| ject and make such regulations about it as 
ing why they desire to have it carried. they think proper 

Perhaps we may find that they do not de- " 

sire to press it, or that they have excellent Hon. Mr. MASSON—We are not acting 
reasons for pressing it. We shall act as differently with the Manitoba Government 
we always do on the facts that come before | {mm what we would with thisGovernment. 
us. Suppose instead of dealing with the At 


Hon. Mz. POWER — I do not object to! torny-General for Manitoba it was proposed 
the clause standing over, but I must say Ix 60 give this power to the Minister of Jus 
do not feel at all convinced by the argu-| tice, to act the same way, we would make 
ments of the hon. gentleman. We are |exactly the same objection we are making 
showing no disrespect to the Government | ow. We would not grant to the Minister 
of Manitoba. We have already passed one | of Justice the power that we are unwilling 
clause which they asked us to pass, and we | to grant to the Attorney-General of Man- 
propose to pass this clause in deference to itoba, which proves that we are not mak- 
their wishes, but I think the feeling of the; ing this objection because it happens to be 
majority of the House is that there should | the Attorney-General of Manitoba who is 
be some respect shown to the conscien-|in question. What we are objecting 
tious convictions of the parents of boys! to is giving to any Attorney-General the 
who are sentenced to this reformatory. I | Tight to take a boy out of a reformatory, 

resume that the Manitoba Government and place him where he might receive re- 
ave overlooked this, but whether it is an|ligious instructions which his friends or 
oversight or not, or whether the Manitoba: parents would be unwilling that he should 
Government think that no regard should | receive. The law has provided that the 
be paid to the religious convictions of the | boy shall be placed in a reformatory, and 
parents, J think this House should not be | that while there, he shall be under certain 
influenced by their want of toleration,! guidance, and it is contrary to the inten- 
Thatis what I feel about it, and I think | tion of the law that any person shall stand 
that is the feeling of the majority of the | between the boy and his family and place 
House—that no matter what the personal | him where a religious training such as his 
feelings of the Attorney-(reneral of Ma- | Parents would approve of would not be 
nitoba may be, the superintendent of the , 81Ven him. 
Manitoba reformatory should not beullowed | : 
to bind children out to personsagains! the| HO. Mz. MURPH Y—Might I enquire 
will of the parents of those children, where the reason for objecting to the reasonable 
they have parents. proposition of the hon. gentleman from 
Halifax that the parents or guardians of 

Hon. Mr. APBOTT—I should like to| the boy should be consulted, if they could 
know why my hon. friend assumes that| be found, before binding bim out? The 
the Government of Manitoba are going to, Attorney-General might think that we 
be less considerate and humane than we, wanted a much more radical alteration if 
should be? This is a purely permissive | we simply asked him to change that. 
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Hon. Me. POWER-—I do not think we |think that the hon. Minister should con- 
should ask the Attorney-General of Mani-|sult his colleagues on this subject, but I 
toba anything about it. fail to see any particular object to be 


Hon. Mr. ROSS—I do not sec why edger baa ting the Attorney-Gen- 


Perens should be consulted in this matter. 
hen they did not succeed in bringing up! Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I did not 


think it went beyond the term for which 
the boy was sentenced. No child can be 
apprenticed without the consent of his 
parents or guardians when he is not ina 
reformatory; but here the parents, when 











—— ee ————— 





their boy in such a way as to keep him 
with them, and the boy is sent to the 
reformatory, [donot see why they should 
be afterwards consulted as tothe best way 
to reform him. The parents have shown 
their incapacity to bring up their child | the boy is taken away from them, for per- 


and train him, when he has to be sent to! haps a trivial offence, are actually de- 
the reformatory. prived of any control over him, and he 


may be apprenticed for the full term of 
Hon. Mr. MASSON—Suppose a young | his minority. 
man nineteen years old, has been in the| pho clause was allowed to stand. 
reformatory three years, and the father 
who had neglected his education, is dead;| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I propose to ask 
the remaining parent may be an honest the House to pass a clause which will pre- 
person, but the boy had stolen or com-| vent clauses in respect to the Manitoba 
mitted some offence for which he was sent | Reformatory from coming into force until 
to the reformatory as a consequence of the | the Government is satisfied that the con- 
bad education he had received, are his|Current legislation which is being madein 
remaining relations, who may be honest | Manitoba is satisfactory. I submit a clause 
and honorable people, not to be consulted | to that effect : 
as to the disposal of the boy? By the SO Geer ue . me aed Fi Tps ne 
’ ge : ani ormatory tor 8 Snall not come in 

hon. gentleman 8 proposition, he has Jy ield- force until the same shall have been proclaimed by 
ed to the state the responsibility of bring- the Governor in Council.” 
ing up the boy, and he allows the Attorney- The clause was agreed to. 
General to hand over that responsibility 
to some farmer, who, perhaps, may have es as ae pea aan 
no religion himself at all, to educate that | 02088 Wale SELES: 10, BOR 10 Ae ils 
child as he pleases. I think the proposal, 


There has been some doubt whether a 
witb all due respect, to the Government | °Mmissioner for taking affidavits can re- 
of Manitoba, is—I will not say it—the 


ceived declarations under this statute, I 
word is too severe. It is an immoral pro- 


propose to add a clause as follows, which 
position, and if these arguments are sub- ee ape ee ho may administer 
mitted to the Government of Manitoba, | Un Octal Ceclaralions -— 
they will themselves understand that the hs ture, of (Chapter ‘one: hundred. aad 
position they are taking is unjustifyable. 


forty-one of the Revised Statutes of Canada, inti- 
tuled: ‘An Act respecting Extra-Judicial Oaths,’ is 

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is another 
provision, which, I think from a hasty 


repealed, and the followmg section is substituted 
reading of that clause, needs some amend-| authorized to take affidavits to be used either in 


Provincial or Dominion Courts, or any other func- 
tionary authorized by law to administer an oath in 
any matter, may receive the solemn declaration of 
any person voluntarily making the same before him, 


therefor :— 
‘tt Any Judge, Justice of the Peace, Police or 
Stipendiary Magistrate, Recorder, Commissioner 
ment. Asl read the clause it allows the 
boy to be bound out for a term extending 
beyond the period for which he was sen- 


tenced. in the forin in the Schedule to this Act, in attestation 

of the execution of any writing, deed or instrument, 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—With his own con- | °F of the truth of any allegation of fact, or of any ac- 
sent count rendered in writing.’” 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—Are those 
who are now taking declarations under 
commission included ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes, everyone who 
is now authorized to administer an oath. 
The clause was agreed to. 


Hon. Mra. POWER—Still, the boy in 
the first instance is not over sixteen when 
sentenced, and if such a boy is asked to 
consent to be bound out, in order to get 
away from the restrictions of the reforma- 
tory, he would be willing to consent, 1 
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Hon. Mr. POIRIER, from the Com-! 
mittee, reported that they had madesome 
progress and asked leave to sit aguin. 


The report was adopted. 


SECOND READING. 

Bill (141) An Act to facilitate the pur- 
chase by the Pontiac Pacific Junction 
Railway Company from the Canadian Pa- 
cific Railway Company of the Branch Line | 
of Railway between Hull and Aylmer. 
(Mr. Ogilvie). 

ONTARIO PACIFIC RAILWAY BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the second 
reading of Bill(123) An Act respecting the 
Ontario Pacific Railway ia ora He 
said: This isa very simple Bill, asking 








cellency the Governor Gen 


| coal in 
the mines of Nova Scotia to St. John, Moncton, 
Newcastle and Campbellton in New Brunswick, and 
to Rimouski, Rivière du Loup and Quebec, and by 
the same, with its connections, to Montreal 


The Welland Canal [SENATE] Investigation. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, May 1st, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
p.m. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Me. WARK moved : 

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex- 
, praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before 


this House a return showing : 


1st. What 1s the rate per ton charged for carrying 
car loads over the Intercolonial Railway from 


permission to change the interest on the | Toronto? 


company’s bonds from six to five per cent. | 
None of the bonds have actually been is- 


2nd. What is the rate per ton for carrying flour. 
wheat and other goods of the same class in car loads 


from Torunto, Montreal and Quebec to Campbellton, 


sued, There is also a slight extension of} Newcastle, Moncton and St. John in New Bruns 


time. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill, 
was read the second time. | 


SECOND READINGS. 


The following Bi!ls were read the second 
time, on the understanding that they wou 
be debated in Committee of the Whole :-— 

Bill (136) An Act further to amend the 
Revised Statutes, chap. 5, respecting the 
Electoral Franchise. 

Bill (BB) An Act further to amend 
“The Indian Act.” (Mr. Abbott.) 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY BILL. 

CONCURRENCE IN COMMONS AMENDMENTS. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
amendments made by the House of Com-| 
mons to Bill (C) An Act respecting the 
Department of the Geological Survey, be 
concurred in. 

He said: The amendments themselves 
are unimportant and do not in any respect 
affect the Bill as we passed it. The two 
main amendments, (the other being only 
verbal,) are to provide for a Museum for 
English Natural History, and to collect, 
arrange and elassify for exhibition, and to 
provide that nothing in the Act shall in- 
terfere with the commissions of the Assist- 
ant Directors whieh have been previously 
issued. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Senato adjourned at 6 p.m. 








and Ontario, an 
same Provinces, in the year 1889 ? 


to be shee at 
| during 1889, and up to the present date in 1890 ? 


wick, and to Amherst, Truro, Pictou, and Halifax in 


Nova Scotia? 


4 


8rd. What is the number of freight trains which 
each way between Nova Scotia and Quebec 
i between New Brunswick and the 


4th. How many trains carried goods from the West 
alifax and St. John, respectively, 


The motion was agreed to 


THE WELLAND CANAL INVESTI- 


GATION. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Me. MoCALLUM moved : 


That an huinble Address be presented to His 
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased tu cause to be laid before 
this House, a copy of the Second Report made by A. 


F. Wood, Esquire, Commissioner re the Welland 


Canal investigation ; also, the evidence taken at the 
said investigation. 

He said: Hon. gentlemen are aware that 
this is nota new question. There was 
the report of the commissioner laid before 
the Senate by our hon. leader, and it has 
been in the hands of hon. members for 
some time. Another report was published 
in the Empire newspaper the day before 
the report I refer to was laid upon the 
table of this House, which was said to be 
the second report of Commissioner Wood, 
of his investigation into my charges 
against the management of the canal. 
But I see that the right hon. gentleman 
who leads the Government of this country 
and has led it for years ably, a gentleman 
that I have followed a long time—— 
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Hon. Mr. PERLEY— And we hope he 
will lead it many ‘more years. 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM— I hope that 
his conduct will be such in the manage- 
ment of the affairs of this country, that I 
shall be able to follow him. The right 
hon. gentleman made a reply the other 
day to a question in reference to this 
report, and I cannot do better than to 
read it to the Houre. I find the following 
in the Commons Hansard :— 


“Mr. MU LOCK—There is another matter in re- 
to canals to which I wish to call attention. 

ring last summer, the public were greatly shocked 
by an investigation going On with regard to certain 
matters connected with the management of the Wel- 
land Canal, and we have learned in our part of the 


country, with very great pain, the report of a strife: 


ville—of sending arogue to catch a rogue. 
Now let us look at the report and see 
whether it sustains the integrity of 
those who are managing the Welland 
Canal. If it does, I am satistied, because 
I have no feeling in the matter except a 
desire to see this great public work 
properly managed. The report says that 
twenty--even employés on the Welland 
Canal were working for Mr. Ellis, the 
superintendent ; that, of these, Mr. Ellis 
paid ten—now, who paid the other seven- 
teen? The evidence will show that the 
Government of this cguntry paid the 
other seventeen. The commissioner ad- 


|mits that the officialr did wrong, but he 


says that they did not mean to do it. 


between an hon. member of the Senate, and, I{ Now, if in taking money out of a man’s 


think, to same extent, the member for Lincoln (Mr. 
Rykert, in regard to the management of the canal. 
The Senator in question charged some of the officials, 
if I remember the evidence aright, with profiting 
with their position, with using some of the public 
servants for their own advantage, with obtainin 

material for their own benefit, and so on. I thin 

the Government should lay the report of the Com- 
mission on the Table, that we may have an oppor- 
tunity of seeing if there is anything in these accusa- 
tions. 


“Sin JOHN A. MACDONALD— There were some 
charges brought against the superintendent of the 
Wellarfd Canal, Mr. Ellis, by an hon. gentleman of 
the other House. These charges were made in his 
place in the Senate, and he gate specific statements 
as to certain shortcomings of the local superintend- 
ent, and the Government granted a Commission to 
investigate that. A gentleman was appointed for the 

urpose, whose report, I think, has been laid on the 

he of the House. 


‘ Mr. FERGUSON (Welland)—Yes; weeks ago. 


“Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD— The report 


speaks for itself. There have been some irregulari- 


ties, but the integrity of the officera has been main- 
tained by the report of the Commission.” 

Did the right hon. gentleman read the 
report? He says that it speaks for itself. 
Let us see what it says and what sustains 
the integrity of the officials on the Welland 
Canal. He does not say himself that the 
integrity of the officials has been sustained, 
but that it has been sustained by the report. 
Now the commissioner’s report is before 
Parliament, and you have heard from the 
hon. gentleman from Belleville (Mr. Flint) 
the sort of man the commissioner is. I 
have no reason to doubt—on the contrary, 
I believe implicitly every word that the 
hon. gentleman said on that subject. Imay 
go a little further and say that if the right 

on. gentleman who leads the Government, 
and the Minister of Customs, knew the cha- 
racter of Mr. Wood, they could only have 
sent him on such a mission on the theory 
suggested by my hon. friend from Belle- 


pocket I get caught, it is a poor excuse 
tor my conducttosay: “Oh, I did not mean 
to do it.” The rest of the report is a good 
deal of that character. The services that 
Mr. Ellis had from these people, for which 
the Government had to pay, cost the 
country various sums, from one dollar to 
one thousand dollars each. How, there- 
fore, can my leader say that the integrity 
of the officials was maintained, when, as I 
have shown, the money of this country 
has been taken by Mr. Ellis for his own 
use and squandered? J have, on another 
occasion, referred to the manner in which 
the public money was paid to Mr. Miller 
for work done by Government employés. 
One of these cases was that of the work 
done on Mr. Demare’s house. Mr. Wood 
was 80 anxious to cover up the short- 
comings of Mr. Ellis that he says 
that this is all explained by the evidence. 
Let us see how far it is explained. The 
commissioner says that Mr. Miller put in 
a certificate from the Government show- 
ing that he charged himself $89.50, and he 
makes that do duty to try to cover up this 
corrupt job, though the item refers to 
another work altogether which was done 
two years afterwards—work done on John 
Reid’s house, which was occupied by Roger 
Miller himself. He sent the Government 
men to work on it, whether it was a 
judicious thing to door not, but he allowed 
the Government so much for that work, 
because the Auditor General’s Report 
shows that. The commissioner must 
certainly have thought that the people of 
this country were asleep, if he supposed 
that he could cover up the shortcomings 
of these people in that way. Now, here 
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is the item in the Auditor General’s Re- | spent, because it will be a warning to evil- 
port laid before Parliament last year: |doers hereafter. I may not be here next 
‘ Roger Miller, at 85 a day for 412 days, | Session, or, if here, I may not speak on 
$2,060 ; less labor on house, $89.50,” but this subject again, because I do not want 
that was only a house of Reid's that to be constantly urging on the Senate the 





he was occupying. The place where the, 


work was done was the overseer’s house. 


The Government furnished all the material ; 


importance of the proper management of 
the public works of Canada. Here is the 
contract for the work done on the over- 


and did the work, and yet the commis-;seer’s house, as it was laid before the 


sionec tries in this way to cover up that 
corrupt job. You may remember that 
this Roger Miller is the man who was 
speculating in rubber boots, and was hiding 
it from the Government. ‘lo show you 
what an important man this Roger Miller 
is, I may say that we pee him $610 for 
horse hire that year. 1 must refer to the 
arrangement made by Mr. Ellis. on behalf 
of this country, with Roger Miller, for the 
repairs of that house. It really cost the 
country $1,100, but in order to throw 
dust in the eyes of the public, the commis- 
sioner puts down the amount at $500. 
This is the building where they found a 
swamp in the cellar, as I oxplained to this 
House, when they wanted to cover up a 
job. To my knowledge that house had 
een standing for forty-five years. It hada 
stone foundation, with a vaultin it9 by 10 
feet. 
in by the superintendent of the Wel- 
land Canal in the evidence, and I do 
so because I do not expect that 
the evidence taken before the commis- 
sioner will be published, and I may not be 
back here next year—I have no lease of 
my life. I want the facts to go to the 
ublic, and I say that unless this evidence 
is published the people will not believe 
that there is nothing to hide in the map- 
agement of the Welland Canal. What 
does the second report, which was pub- 
lished in the Empire, say? Even Mr. 
Wood has to admit that by proper man- 
agement on the Welland Canal a saving of 
$10,000 a yeur can be effected, 
$10.000 that is now wasted. That is 
$20,000 a year, and Mr. Ellis has been 
managing the Welland Canal for ten years. 


In that time the country has lost $200,000 | 


by Mr. Ellis’ management, according to 
the commissioner's own showing. Are 
the people going tu stand this loss in order 


I wish to read the agreement put, 


besides | of 2 inch oak plank with openin 


commissioner :— 
“ST. CATHARINES, Friday, 4th Oct., 1889. 


‘The Commission met at 10 a.m. 

‘The Commissioner, at the request of Mr. McCal- 
lum, orders that the following documents be incorpor- 
ated in the Reports :— 

** SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE, WELLAND CANAL, 

‘ST. CATHARINES, 30th Sept., 1889. 
‘A. F. Woon, Esq., 
‘** Commissioner. 

‘ DEAR Srr—I beg to hand you the memo. of agree- 
ment, &c., with Mr. Miller for the alterations on the 
house, Port Dalhousie. There was no written con- 
tract fur the Martindale Creek bridge, but Messra. 
Miller Bros. built the cribs of the bridge under a ver- 
bal agreement with me at 35 cents a foot, lineal, and 
the trusses of same at 30 cents, and the oak plank at 
$40 per M. feet. 

‘* Application will have to be made at Ottawa for 
the contract for building pontoons. 

‘I here hand you the book that contains the details 
of my annual requirements for expenditure on the 
canal for years 1886, 1887, 1888 and 1889. 

‘“ Yours obediently, | 
(Sgd) ‘WILLIAM ELLIS, 
** Superintendent.” 





“WELLAND CANAL OFFICE, 
‘“ST. CATHARINES, June, 1886. 


‘* SPECIFICATION of works to be done in pulling down 
all uisite floors, partitions, stone-built safe, 
and other Petts of the building used as Toll Col- 
lector’s and Customs Office at Port Dalhousie, and 
also the adjoining old lock tender’s house, and 
converting the two into one dwelling house in the 
manner described as follows, and also making 
certain improvements in Lock-tender Woodall's 

À house adjolning. 
‘“ Lock TEND«R’s HovsE (DEMARE'S). 


‘ Remove floor of kitchen and rotten joista, take 
out mud and silt underneath down to a de th of 16 
inches, refill with 10 inches of clay well packed down 
and cover all with 6 inches of water lime ut, the 
top surface to be trowelled off smooth and inclined 
from each side towards the centre 80 as to make 
soakages to discharge into a drain that is to be built 
8 x 6 and laid to 
discharge into harbour 160 feet distant, and to pre- 
vent rotting of joists and floor, and make it more 
healthy ; replace old joists with new ones 3 x 10 pro- 
perly bridged, cover same with 1 matched flooring 
cut opening through stone wall between kitchen and 
vegetable cellar, and till in same with door-frame and 
door, top panels of which shall be glass, remove old 
laster from ceiling, and all loose or broken plaster 
rom side walls and replace same with two coat 
work, the last of ceiling to be hard finish. Paint 


that Mr. Ellis may lord it over the people | all woodwork 3 coats of lead paint—paper side walls. 


on the Welland Canal? I mention this 
for the purpose of showing members of 
the Printing Committee that if they pub- 


lish this evidence it will be money well | frames 


‘* Ist fat, Demare’s House. 

‘ Remove narrow enclosed stairs, and replace same 
with proper open stairs with turned balustrades and 
newel post and suitable handrail, remove old door 
and replace same with one containing side 
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and transom lights, with upper els of doors 
composed of glass, so as to admit light to hall of 
stairway. Take all window frames and sash and 
renew with new and suitable blinds. 

‘* Make opening in wall and fill in same with win- 
dow frame and sash, remove partitions, pre same 
in proper positions to arrange rooms and hall as 
shown in accompanying sketch, make opening 7 x 8 
in wall and fill in same with pair sliding doors (or 
rolling) remove old back stairway and change opening 
iutw closet. Remove wornout sash and replace same 
with new sash and glass, four lights to window, re- 
pair broken blinds, remove all loose or broken plaster 
and replace same with two coat work. Paint all 
woodwork three coats, paper all side walls with 15 
cent paper for bedrooms and 30 cent for parlor or 
sitting room and ceilings. Put new base everywhere 
where required. Fit windows with storm sash ; take 
down old stone chimney and build new ones with 
brick ; take up floor where worn through and fit in 
new carpet stmps throughout all roums to shut out 
cold and keep out vermin. Three rooms to be grained. 


“€ 2nd flat, Demare’s House. 


‘‘Remove partitions where required and replace 
same in proper position to make hall end bedrooms 
as shown ; close up old chimney in hall, make open- 
ing in outside wall and fill in same with window 
frame and sash ; remove broken or loose plaster and 
replace same with two coat work; all bedroom door 
frames to be constructed with transom lights over, 
and fitted with proper transom lifters; old stone 
chimney to be removed and replaced with one of 
brick built in proper position and carried usual 
height above roof. All woodwork to have three coats 
of lead and oil, side walls and ceilings to be prepared ; 
remove all wornout sash and replace with new. Put 
down carpet strips all through. Replace all wornout 
flour with new. Put trap in ceiling for examination 
and fire safety. Put down new base where required. 

‘Remove all old and damaged hardware every- 
where throughout and replace with new. Put sash 
fastenings to all windows, and put shelves in all 
closets where required, and sufficient hat and coat 
hooks to all rooms. 


** Basement of Toll Collector’s and Customs Office. 


‘“‘ Remove all requisite earth and cover floor with 
6 inches of cement grout, remove old stone vault, 
removed decayed door frames and rep with new ; 
lath and plaster ceiling; construct wash-room 10 
x12 in tion as shown, wainscot side walls of same 
3 feet high, remainder and ceiling to be lathed and 

lastered two coats; cut out for and put in window 
rame and sash and blinds in outer wall; paint all 
woodwork two coats. 

** Ist flat, Collector of Tolls’ Office. 

‘Take down old stone vault and remove iron doors 
and frames of same the outside. Brick up division 
wall, remove stair and titions, lower entire ceiling 
18 inches so as to admit head room of 2nd fiat. 
Replace partitions in proper position to make rooms 
as shown. Remove door frames and door in outer 
wall, and close same in proper manner, so that the 
outside finish will not show that it has been done. 
Remove worn sash and replace same with new ones 
and glass, containing four lights glass. Remove all 
loose or broken plaster and replace same with two 
coats work. Paint all woodwork with three coats 
work ; paper all side walls and the ceiling of main 
room. pair broken blinds. Put down base boards 
and carpet strips. Provide storm sash, remove box- 
stairs and replace with open ones, hand mould all 


casings. 
‘6 2nd flat. 

** Put down new floor and remove all partitions and 
replace them with new ones, putting down new 
boards a through. Remove old chimney, and build 
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new one in proper position and carry above roof. 
Remove all loose or broken plaster and replace same 
with two coats work. Paint all woodwork with three 
coats lead and oil. Bedroom door frames to be cons- 
tructed with transom cane and to have proper tran- 
som lifters. Remove all old sash and replace with 
new ones containing four lights glass. Repair broken 
blinds, and put down carpet strips. Put new window 
frame, sash and blinds in side walls. Fit storm sash ; 
put shelves in all closets, with proper number hooks 
for cuats, &c. ; paper walls throughout. 


“6 Lock Tender Woodall’s House adjoinina. 


‘The basement of this house to be treated in all 
respects the rame as provided and specified for the 
basement of Demare’s house adjoining, both being 
in the same rotting and unhealthy sondition: requir- 
ing renewing and thoroughly refitting and in- 
ing throughout, . by digging out and removing 
earth, laying in lower new drain to harbor, 
concreting and cenonting fluor, putting down new 
floor and joists in lieu of old ones removed. Put down 
strips in all angles, remove plaster and ceiling and 
renew and complete same and elsewhere where broken 
or loose. Paint and paper complete. Reinove old 
sash and replace with new; fit storm sash; repair 
wainscots. 

** Ist Flat. 


‘ Remove old sash and replace with new ones con- 
taining four lights glass, repair blinds, paint where re- 
quired, fit storm sash. 

‘* 2nd Flat. 


‘ Cut opening through outside wall and fill it with 
new window frame, sash and blinds complete to light 
and ventilate dark room, fit storm sash, repair blinds, 
paint where requisite. 


‘6 Summary. 


‘** All the above works mentioned in this specifi- 
cation are to be completed in the best and workman- 
like manner, and all materials of thelr respective 
classes are to be of first-class quality. The wall paper 
to be of such a quality as to average at least 15 cents 
per roll. Should any detail be omitted, it is ar 
understood that the work shall be completed in a fu à 

roper and satisfactory manner, and left in the con- 

ition that the spirit of the detail clearly intended. 
The work should be completed for the amount ten- 
dered and without further charge. It is to be under- 
stood also that the utmost despatch is required to be 
used in this work, and the full force of competent men 
kept at work 80 that the tenants shall not be required 
to vacato or keep out of the renewed premises for a 
longer period than four weeks from date of commence- 
ment of work. The work is to be done to the entire 
satisfaction of the Superintendent of the Welland 
Canal ; no payments to be made for the work until 
all is completed in a satisfactory manner. 

‘ WILLIAM ELLIS, 
‘< Superintendent, Welland Canal. 





‘ PorT DALHOUSIE, 20th June, 1886. 


“Wu. MILLS, Esq., 
‘© St. Catharines. 

‘6 DEAR Strk,—Having read over the specifications 
re the proposed change to the lock tender’s and collec- 
tor’s house at Port Dalhousie, and having given the 
work a thorough examination, I am prepared to under- 
take the completion of the same, (guaranteeing the 
work shall be completed to your entire satisfaction) 
for the following sums, viz. :— 


‘6 Demare’s house............. . $500 
Collector’s house.............. 400 
Woodall’s house.............. 135 


I note your clauses re the spirit of the specifications 
and the fulfilling thereof, and am willing to abide 
thereby, with this proviso added and understood ; 





that should you desire a change from the sketch and 
that change clearly adds to the cost, then I should be 
allowed the difference in cost of work. I am prepared 
to commence the work at once, and will complete it 
as promptly as is possible, consistent with first-class 
work. 
‘ I remain, 
‘* Respectfully yours, 
* ROGER MILLER. 


“The above tender for the work as described in 
the specifications is hereby accepted. 
ee WILLIAM ELLIS, 
“© Superintendent. 
** WELLAND CANAL OFFICE, 
‘ 20th June, 1886.” 

The cost of that work is $1,035. Of 
course, the document is rather long, but it 
deals with the whole thing. Evidence 
was taken which showed that they did all 
of this work, and dug a ditch to the 
harbor, and the commissioner puts that 
down at $500-in order to minimize the 
importance of the work. The report 
shows like that all the way through. He 
tells us about the damage, a year ago last; 
January, to the Welland Canal, by the 
superintendent’s neglect to close the gates 
at Port Colborne; but he tells us that Mr. 
Ellis did not do it on purpose, and because 
he did not do it on purpose he should not be 

unished for it. Of course, one could over- 
ook neglect of that kind if ‘he was all right 
otherwise, but this money for the seven- 
teen men that worked for him, which the 
country ae and which he "put in his 
pocket, that is a thing which the people 
of this Dominion cannot stand. Sir Jo 
A. Macdonald says that the report speaks 
for itself, and I am referring you to these 
facts to show how the commissioner 
arrived at the conclusion that, taking 
into consideratiun all the facts, if the men 
were not paid by Mr. Ellis it was an over- 
sight. I alle that men were paid for 
work on the Welland Canal that they did 
not do at all. What does the commis- 
sioner say? “TI find no evidence to sustain 
this charge besides the Assell case.” You 
will see an effort all the way through this 
report to try and cover up this sink of 
iniquity. Now, what is the Assell case ? 
Mr, Ellis tells his clerk in the office to put 
Mr. Assell’s name on the pay though 
he was not working at all, and he keeps 
his name on that list, returns him 654 
days work and tells the paymaster to pay 
him, until this man received $817.50 out of 
the public treasury for which he never did 
one day’s work during the whole of this 
time. Yet Sir John Macdonald says that 
the integrity of this official is maintained 


sy 
| 
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by the report. Very ae That will be 
for the people of this country to iud 
The Commissioner admits that charge à 

7 has been clearly proved, and I pace 
nothing to more say about it. He reports 
that a scow was used by Hutchison for a 
short time, and Ellis did not think it worth 
while charging for it. The Commissioner 
says there was a charge of cement belong- 
ing to the Government having been used 
in the rubber factory. By Mossip’s evi- 
dence this was a mistake. The Commis- 
sioner makes everything a charge—par- 
ticularly if it was not proven—to magnify 
the number of charges against Mr. Ellis, 
and then misquotes the evidence, and 
ignores things of importance to cover up 
this man’s misdeeds, that were proven, as 
much as he can. Of course, it was proved 
clearly that the scow went through the 
Welland Canal with a load of stune and 
cement; that the cement and stone went 
through the canal as Government stone 
and cement, and the inference is, from the 
evidence, that it was Government property. 
You cannot take it otherwise, but he tries 
to cover that fact up in the report, That 
stone and cement were used in what is 
called the rubber factory, a hole into which 
a lot of the money of the people of this 
country was sunk. He says that that wus 
a mistake; I say it was not a mistake; and 
that Sutton, a lock-tender, who built the 
n | foundation of the rubber fac tory, says that 
he used the cement. Mossip’s evidence 
does not say it was used, but carried by the 
scow, The Commiasioner says that there 
was no cement used. He could not have 
read the evidence, or must have been wil- 
fully blind, when he says there was no 
cement used in the bottom of that rubber 
factory : 

a A sited proven ae je ames Dell, Fat aka took 
Bas faithful olfloer, and’ T attach’ no peter vali 
to plank taken by him.” 

No; of course not. There is an evident 
intent throughout the whole report to 
cover up matters, and it looks to me as if 
this gentleman was sent up on that commis- 
sion for a certain purpose. The more I 
read the report the more it confirms my 
impression that the Commissioner is en- 
deavoring to excuse wrong-doing and not 
to expose it. 

Now, as to moneys received and not re- 
turned at the proper time: That is one of 
the charges I made in this House, and the 
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Commissioner reports ‘this charge is sus- | statement in regard to the letter, as it has 
tained, but is qualified.” Now, see tho undoubtedly gone astray in the mails.” 
qualification : , But what about the ten dollars he paid 

“Former superintendentsdid not give an account himself out of the sum co!lected from the 
of the moneys until the end of the year.” schooner ‘‘ Leighton” and the eight dollars 

That is the qualification, but the former from the burge “ Manitowac ?”’ “This ten 
superintendent of the Welland Canal was dollars has never been explained, and the 
sacked for his conduct, and although other ten dollars, the Commissioner says, 
Superintendent Ellis has been guilty of was lost in the mails. I do not know 
more transgressions than all the former what authority the Commissioner has 
superintendents put together, he has not|for saying that. My hon. friend from 
yet been dismissed. I charged Mr. Ellis| Belleville said the other day that the 
with having kept some of the public money | Commissioner was once a postmaster 
for a year and ten months, and that fact | himself, and perhaps he can understand 
is proved by the evidence and report.|it. The Commissiner makes no reference 
What did he do with it? Why should alto the ten dollars and the eight dol- 
Government official collect public money, | lars collected. from those vessels I have 
and keep it in his possession a year and|mentioned. Every word that 1 said here 


ten months, when he should have handed | in this House I believe to be true, and I 


it over promptly to the Government? 


integrity has been sustained. Sir John 
Macdonald is a lawyer, which your hum- 
ble servant is not; but I know all about 
this evidence, and I can read, and I can 
judge a little between what is wrong and 
what is right, and with all due deference 
to our right hon. leader, I disagree with 
him entirely, and every man in this coun- 
try who is not biased in his opinion will 


disagree with him also on this matter, 


when the evidence is made public. 

Now, as to the question of management 
of moneys and Demure giving more trouble 
on the canal than any other man, we will 


see how he slides over this charge. Last 


year I put in a list of certain moneys that 
the Superintendent had collected, and the 
Commissioner reports: “ If this be a fact, it 
is not sustained by any of the evidence,” 
I say that it is sustained by the evidence. 
I give the report a flat contradiction. The 
Commissioner says Mr. Neelin, M.P.P., 
gives Mr. Ellis a very high character. Well, 
if he does, that character is not based on 
evidence taken before the Commissioner. 

The Commissioner reports: “ Demare 
says he mailed ten dollars in the post 
office in the presence of Roger Miiler.” 
Demare did not say anything of the kind; 
he did not say that Miller saw him put it 
in the post office; but he said he saw him 
put it in anenvelope. But why should 

e send it to the post office at all, 
when all he had to do was to atep one 
hundred yards and pay it in to the proper 
office? The Commissioner says: “I see 
there is no reason to doubt Demare’s 

414 


‘have not over-stated the case at all. 
Still. we are told by the report that his | 


Ifa 
man goes in the witness box and swears 
to one thing, and three witnesses swear to 
the reve:re, would you beljeve that inan's 
evidence ? The Commissioner knows that 
these items were not accounted for, and 
when he tries to palm this man off on the 
country as an honest man, I say it is too 
transparent altogether. Then, what about 
farming out the Government land on 
shares and swearing that he received no 
portion of the crops? We have the evi- 
dence of McGraw, Moriarity and Brownlee, 
who swear positively that they all gave 
him a portion of their crops, grown on 
the Government land. This is the man 
that the Commissioner says Mr. Page 
gives a good character of. Mr. Page says 
that he is skilful and energetic—no 
doubt, skilful and energetic in his own 
interests, but not in the interests of the 

ublic, as the evidence shows, when he 
farmed out the Government land on shares, 
and then swore that he got nothing for 
it. Then, with reference to the trouble at 
the aqueduct the Commissioner reports 
that Captain Saurin was entirely in the 
wrong, that clearly the charge was not 
sustained, and that the officials were 
trying to do their duty. I contend that 
this charge is clearly sustained by the 
‘evidence of Charles Carter, harbormaster ; 
of Captain Saurin, of Captain Ross, of 
Robert Simpson, of Sperry Carter and 
others, and in spite ofall this proof the 
Commissioner has the audacity to say 
that the charge was not sustained. All Il 
ask is that the evidence taken before the 
Commission be published in full, and allow 
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the public to judge between the Com. 
missioner’s report and my statements. I 
said last year in this House that the 
Government of the country had increased 
Demare’s salary by $300, on the recom- 
mendation of Mr. Ellis. The Commissioner 
reports that this officer has extra duties to 
perform which entitled him to the in- 
creased salary. I know that that money 
has been paid from that day to this, and 
pee illegally, as there is no Order in 
ouncil to sanction it. If there is, I never 
could find it. I wrote to the Auditor 
General to ascertain if there was, and he 
could not. find any Order in Council to 
sanction it. By reading the report care- 
fully, the effort of the Commissioner to 
cover up that $300, and to show that this 
officer was deserving of it, is plainly seen. 
He tries to cover it up by describing in 
detail the duties Demure had to perform, 
the tools, implements and stores used on 
the canal that he has charge of, to see that 
they are in readiness for any and every 
. purpose during the season of navigation 
through the line of the Canal. I ques- 
tion very much if the Commissioner saw 
the tools that he describes if he would 
know what half of them were for. He 
says that the evidence taken against de | 
to destroy his character is very muc 
hearsay evidence. So it was. The Com- 
missioner allowed anybody on the other 
side to give hearsay evidence, but he would 
not allow me to put in evidence of that 
kind to prove his good character. The 
Commissioner reports that Demare had 
much to do with the band hall; that he 
ought to know all about it, and he saw no 
reason to doubt Demare’s testimony. I 
disagree with him altogether on that. I 
say that he must be wilfully blind, or that 
he did not read the evidence, or he would 
have made no such report that “he had 
no reason to doubt Demare’s testimony.” 
I referred on a previous occasion to the 
gas question. The Commissioner says: “I 
have watched the evidence taken in refer- 
ence to this question, and I find that not 
in one single case has the public service 
suffered by the gas being turned down.” 
I think 1 said before that Mr. Ellis is 
a good looking man, but I do not think 
the Gas Company of St. Catharines would 
ive him free gas and free fuel merely 
ecause of his attractive appearance. They 
are not the men to do it, and even Mr. 
Merritt admits that he consulted with 
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him about turning down the gas on the 
Welland Canal, though the Commissioner 
says nothing about that, and every thing 
is said to favor him in the report. The 
Commissioner could not have read the evi- 
dence of Captain Hume, Edward Arms- 
trong, Adam Kennedy and others, and the 
evidence in connection with the drowniu 

of Clark and Miss Kennedy. If he did, 

take it that he was shielding illicit conduct 
in reference to this gas question to cover 
up a corrupt act. The Commissioner 
reports that Mr. Ellis knew nothing about 
the arrangement with Abbey for borrow- 
ing money to pay his debts until some time 
after. The evidence shows that this arran- 
gement went on for eight months, and that 
Ellis knew all about ita month or so after 
the arrangement was made. The Commis- 
sioner simply says that it was not a satis- 
factory arrangement; but the Commis- 
sioner, in questioning J. B. Smith, who 
made the arrangement, said if he could have 
dealt in this way with Abbey, what was 
there to hinder him from dealing with a 
hundred others of the employés in the same 
way? | say if he could, what control could 
he have over those men after he was in 
their power, having borrowed money from 
them to pay his debts? The evidence 
of Smith is that he told Mr. Ellis about the 
arrangement, and what did Ellis say to 
him? He simply asked him to keep it 
quiet and not say anything about it that 
might make it public. There wasa charge 
that Roger Miller used Government ma- 
terial and labor which he did not pay for. 
The Commissioner gets over this by re- 
porting that the suspicion arose in mixing 
construction and repair work. It makes 
very little difference to the Governement 
of this country whether we pay two or 
three hundred dollars more on repairs or 
construction, as far as the people are con- 
cerned, so long as they get the work for 
it; but here is a man having a contract 
with the Government for building this 
pontoon, for which he was paid $3,200, 
and the men in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment, as shown by the evidence, 
worked on this pontoon and were paid by 
the Government. How could the Commis 
sioner get mixed on this question of con- 
struction and repair if it was not to cover 
upa job? That is the way the Commis- 
sioner takes to get over it, but he cannot 
get over it with me, for I was there and 
saw for myself. Speaking of the leases of 
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the water power, he says that what the 
Government was bound to do and what 
was the duty of the lessees appears to 
have been very indefinitely defined, and 
the result has been that the Government 
has evidentiy done more than its share. 
There is evidence to show that the Govern- 
ment has built very important structures 
for those who hold leases on the Welland 
Canal, and particularly for the Water 
Power Company. I have shown that we 

et $500 a year from one company and 
$150 a year from the other, and that it 
costs us two or three thousand dollars to 
keep that work in repair. That is not a good 
investment for the people of this country. 
The leases between the Government and 
thehydraulic company, and other leases 
along the canal, are kept in the canal office 
at St. Catharines, and ifthe Superintendent 
had examined them he would bave found 
the duties and responsibilitics of each 
party to the lease to be well defined. The 
Commissioner recommends that there 
should be a definite decisionin this matter 
without delay, and that there is hardly an 
excuse for not having done it long ago. I 
say it is well defined by the leases already, 
and although the Commissioner rebukes 
the Superintendent for doing work at these 
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going to give my opinion as to how good 
a superintendent he is. The people can 
see that for themselves when they have 
the evidence before them and the report 
that has been submitted to Parliament. 
Mr. Wood was a nice gentleman to 
send to take evidence of wrong-doing 
on the Welland Canal. He sat at the 
head of the table, and treated me very 
gentlemanly all the way through, and 
very kindly, too, except when he ruled 
against me, until the last day, and then 
he thought he was going to run the 
whole thing—that he was monarch of all 
he surveyed—but he did not get away 
with meat that time. The Sr speaks 
about the paint that was used not being 
satisfactory ; but see how the Commis- 
sioner gets over that. He says: “ But the 
men employed were not skilful painters ; 
they were paid sufficient wages, but did 
not get a satisfactory result.” I have told 
hon. gentleman what a beautiful paint it 
was, It was proved by witnesses that. it 
was sticky enough to catch flies with, and 
the lock-tenders wheu they went near ! 
stuck fast to it, and had finally to cover it 
up with canvas. The men employed todo 
the work were Doig and Johnson, mem- 
bers of the Port Dalhousie band, and the 


water powers without the authority of| job of painting was given them by Demare, 


Parliament, his object evidently is to cover 
up the wrong-doings of others, which is 
quite apparent to any one who examines 
the leases and reads the evidence. He 
refers to the charge that Henry Vander- 
burgh collected a considerable sum 
monthly for railway hire, amounting 
annually from $125 to $165. He is mis- 
taken as to the amount (he collected from 
$165 to $200), while he travelled upon 
accommodation tickets costing not over a 
third of the sum charged. The evidence 
shows that all he paid was from 
$32 to $36. This is proved by Vander- 
burgh’s own testimony. The Commis- 
sioner reports that Ellis should have 
seen to this and matters of a similar char- 
acter, and that in not doing so he, as a 
matter of fact, followed the practice of 
former superintendents; but Mr. Ellis 
claims to be a better superintendent than 
these. No superintendent on the Welland 
Canal ever followed that practice, and if 
hedid it would be no excuse, because other 
superintendents got dismissed for wrong- 
doing; and when Ellis claims to be a better 
superintendent than the others I am not 


who was president of the band. Members 
of the band must be employed to paint, 
even though they were botch painters. 
The Commissioner says: “I have seen the 
list of subscriptions to the testimonial, 
which was between six and seven hundred 
dollars; and he adds: “I ruled out 
evidence in this case, as I consider ita 
private matter.” There is no doubt the 
Commissioner ruled out evidence, as it 
was shown that the subscribers received a 
Gee ro quo. Inreporting about Shiner's 
ond bridge the Commissioner says: 
‘ The position of Mr. Ellis in the matter 
was very uncomfortable. Mr. Page, in 
his evidence, reported against it, as Mr. 
Ellis had no instructions in the matter 
from the Department. The cost of the 
bridge was $1,000.” Ellis hid the buildin 
of this bridge from the Government, thoug 
the Government was pressing him to give 
explanations of the extra expenditure of 
money on the canal and elsewhere. Is 
that the kind of a man to be kept in the 
employment of the Government on the 
Welland Canal? He built the bridge 
against the report of the engineer. The 
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Commissioner says so himself, and the |evidence quoted by him and his report; 
evidence will show that every statement ! therefore, he could not find him purposely 


I made on this matter was perfectly true. 
When the Government were pressing him 
for explanations for the extra expenditure 
of money, and where it was expended, he 
wrote an explanatory letter, which I 
quoted in my remarks on the 10th February 
last, in which he said nothing about 
Shiner's Pond bridge, but goes over a 
whole year’s business trying to cover this 
up with others. In his report the Com- 
missioner refers to the repairs on Demare’s 
house, which he says, “ were done without 
instructions, by verbal contract with 
Roger Miller, fur $500.” The Commissioner 
says this was explained satisfactorily by 
Miller, Demare and others, and adds: “ Iam 
of the opinion that the work was neces- 
sary. It was well done, and only the pro- 

r parties paid for the work performed.” 

he Commissioner refers to Alexander 
Muir’s evidence as giving Ellis a good 
character, but what does Alexander Muir 
say ? He says that his vessels were de- 
tained on three different occasions by Mr. 
Ellis. Two vessels were detained in the 
canal with 28 men on board—detained all 
night, when a gallon of oil for light would 
have put him through. The Commissioner 
says nothing about that. The Commis- 
sioner further says that Cloy’s evidence is 
“favorableto themanagement of the canal,” 
though that witness swore that boats were 
fined for towing in the canal, when, by the 
a in by Ellis, he had no right to 
do it. Hesays: “The evidence discloses 
great irregularities in the return of moneys 
as fines and other moneys collected,” and 
reports “the extenuating feature is an 
account kept of the canal. While the 
accounts were irregular, the: Government 
received the full amount of sums collected.” 
That is a mistake. The evidence shows 
that the Government did not receive the 
full amount collected—$10 from the barge 
“Hall; ” $10.00 Demare paid to himself 
from the schooner “Leighton,” $38 for 
the use of pontoon and $8 kept from the 
barge “ Manitowoc.” Referring to the 
Assel case he says: “I consider it not only 
blameable, but entirely unwarranted, but 
not purposely dishonest.”’ Ofcourse not— 
not purposely dishonest. This man could 
not doanything dishonest—not “purposely 
dishonest.” The Commissioner’s object 
seems to have been to cover up and cloak 
Ellis’ dishonesty or shortcomings, from the 


dishonest. Even when he was taking thou- 
sands of dollars worth of labor, for which 
the people paid, for his own private use, 
he was not acting dishonestly according to 
the Commissioner. He considers that 
when Mr. Ellis got free gas and received 
testimonials it was most unfortunate. He 
says: “ Mr. Ellis cannot fairly be charged 
with dishonesty of intention in his manage- 
ment, but such a transaction throws a 
grave suspicion on him.” Then the Con- 
missioner points out that ‘ Mr. Ellis clearly 
exceeded his duty and assumed powers 
never contemplated by the Department of 
Railways and Canals when he constructed, 
without authority, the Custom house, 
docks and bridges along the canal.’ The 
Commissioner further says that: “ In doing 
all this, Mr. Ellis did not act for the pur- 
pose of concealment, and thought he was 
doing good service.” If he did not do 
it for the purpose of concealment, why 
did he conceal the work done on Shiner’s 
and Disher’s bridges? And when the 
Government asked him to explain why he 
was spending so much money, he did not 
give them the information. 

The Commissiorer says, with respect to 
the bridges and chutes claimed to be done 
by private parties, and work at Riorden's 
pond: “It is difficult to decide how far 
Mr. Ellis was right or wrong in permitting 
such work to be done.” I cannot see what 
difficulty there was in defining whut part 
should be done by the Government, because 
the leases distinctly defined that they 
should be done by the lessees. But there 
is the same desire shown by the Commis- 
sioner to cover up all their wrong-doing. 
He says that, “There is a responsibility 
for damages caused by the storm of 
January, 1889,” and he adds: ‘The evidence 
proves that Mr. Ellis neglected his duty, 
not wilfully but from a want of apprecia- 
tion of its importance in this particalar 
ease.” He admits Mr. Ellis neglected his 
duty. Whoever supposes that a man whols 
receiving a salary of $2,900 a year for his 
services, and $300 x year for horse-hire to 
take charge of an important work, would 
wilfully destroy that work? It simply 
shows how this Commissioner was put to 
his wits end to cover up this sink of ini- 
quity on the Welland Canal. The Com- 
missioner says: “It does not appear that 
the damage will be as large as estimated, 
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but it is very serious, and the responsi-|that the people will sustain me, and not my 


bility equally serious on the Superintend- 
ent.” Mr. Page’s evidence shows that the 
damage and loss to the country did 
amount to $25,000, and there is no evi- 
dence to the contrary. The country is to 
lose $25,000 through the neglect of this 
man, who is paid for managing the Wel- 
land Canal. I will not take up the time 
of the House any longer with this matter. 
I could go on for a week discussing it, but 
I hope I have good sense enough to avoid 
tiring hon. Senators. I will say, however, 
before sitting down, that this official is 
wasting the people’s money still. I hold 
the Government responsible for it. The 
people of this country will hold them re- 
sponsible, when they find, as the report, 
when laid on the Table will show, that the 
officials are not discharging their duty in 
connection with the management of the 
Welland Canal. The disaster by which 
the country lost $25,000 is not the only 
one which has resulted in serious loss on 
the Welland, as you will see by the follow- 
ing puragraph, which I find in the St. 
Catharines Star of the 23rd inst, : — 


‘ WHo Is TO BLAME? 


‘The water was let into the old canal at Allanburg 
on Tuesday, at 4 o’clock, and the work at the broken 
Lock 13 not being completed the work was flooded 
during the night, destroying the new cement work to 
a large extent. To-day the gates at Allanburg have 
been ordered closed, and the work of unwatering the 
canal again is begun, thus delaying the opening of the 
old canal some days. 

‘ Another account says : The men had hardly com- 
pleted work on Lock 13 as the water whirled into the 
canal, and in consequence the tools, etc., got pretty 
well mixed up, making it imporsible to tell whic 
was which. ” 


Now, anyone who knows what it is to 
use cement in a stone wall will understand 
the sort of judgment that was exercised in 
letting water into the canal before the 
cement was dry. I have a letter stating 
that they did not even puddle behind the 
wall, but threw clay into the water beside 
the locks. That is the way work is done 
on the Welland Canal. No doubt it will 
have to be done over again next winter; 
yet the Government persist in keeping in- 
competent men in charge of this important 
work. The Premier says that by the re- 


leader, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do n°t think 
that my hon. friend has shown that he 
differs from me or from the head of the 
Department of Railways, because neither 
the head of the Department, nor myself, 
has pronounced any opinion, so far as I 
know, upon the conduct of the official of 
whom my hon. friend complains. The 
facts of this matter are just these, as | am 
informed: About the commencement of 
this session of Parliament the Commis- 
sioner made his report. This report is the 
result, according to him, of his enquiry. 
He accompanies this report with a quantity 
of evidence—my hon. friend knows exactly 
how many pages it is. I do not. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I can tell you, 
if you wish to know—it is 2,371 pages. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—He sends a report 
giving what he conceives to be the result 
of the evidence, which appears in 2,371 
pages. That report, as I say, was laid be- 
fore the Government a little after the time 
of the commencement of the present ses- 
sion of Parliament. Another report—an 
informal report—was sent in by the Com- 
missioner, and for a time the Government 
were doubtful whether they should treat 
this second report as an official document 
at all, or regard it in any way. I told my 
hon. friend that if they should conclude to 
use it I would lay it on the Table of the 
House without any further motion. I have 
to-day discussed the matter with the right 
hon, gentleman who presides over the De- 
partment of Railways, and I understand 
that in consequence of the business with 
which he has to deal during this session 
of Parliament it has been impossible for 
him even to read one page of these 2,371 

ages of evidence, and therefore it has 
been quite impossible for him to come to 
any conclusion as to the correctness or 
incorrectness of Mr. Wood’s report, or as 
to whether or not the charges which my 
hon. friend has made against Mr, Ellis are 
well founded or not. It has been utterly 
impossible for him, under the pressure of 


va of the Commissioner the integrity of | businesswhich he has to carry during a ses- 


r. Ellis is maintained. I disagree with 
the right hon. gentlemen. I say, let 
them lay the evidence on the Table of this 
House; let it be published and distributed 
through the country, and 1 have no fear 


sion of Parliament, to study so voluminous, 
80 enormous a quantity of evidence as has 
been placed before him, and he hus been 
obliged to relegate that labor until after 
Parliament rises. I wished to make this 
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he made his address, because I, myself, 
was unaware of it before, and I supposed | justice of what I say, that I think he should 
he was also unaware of that position of| not press his motion for the evidence until 
the affair; and with his well-known sense|the head of the Department has had an 
of justice, Î thought it extremely probable opportunity to see it himself. If the deci- 
that being able to inform him of those «ion to which he comes between now and 
facts, and something more which I[ pro- next session of Parliament is not satisfac- 





pee to stute on the subject, he would nat 
ave thought it necessary to press the: 


motion for the evidence. [um authorized 
to stute that as soon as the Session is over 
it is the intention of the right hon. head 
of the Department of Railways and Canals 
to take up this matter of the Welland Canal, 
not only with reference to the evidence 
taken and the reports made as to the con- 
duct of Mr, Ellis, but on other matters con- 
nected with the canal, which he is satisfied 
require investigation, and the whole matter 
will then be dealt with finally, as far as the 
Government can deal with it. But until 
my right hon. friend has had the oppor- 
tunity of examining this evidence it is 
quite impossible fur him to pronounce any 
opinion ; und he does not either differ or 
agree with my hon. friend in his view of 
the conduct of Mr. Ellis, because in reality 
he knows nothing about it, except what he 
has read in the report, and probably what 
he has read of my hon. friend’s previous 
address. It is obvious that the head of 
the Department cannot act, so far, at all 
events, as dismissing or punishing an 
officer, without reading the evidence on 
which he is to be condemned. That duty 
the Premier proposes to do, as soon as the 
exigencies of public duty will enable him 
to read this evidence and study these 
reports. I lay on the Table the second 
report which my hon. friend asked for, as 
I told him I would; but as to the evidence, 
I submit to this House that the Govern- 
ment should have an opportanity of read- 
ing the evidence, and determining upon 
the conclusion which it is to come to upon 
that evidence, before publishing it or lay- 
ing it before the people. The proper 
course, undoubtedly, is for the Government 
to make up their minds what they propose 
to do; then, if my hon. friend or any other 
member desires either to criticise the deci- 
sion of the Government, or to ascertain 
whether, in his opinion, the Government 
have done right or wrong, of course it will 
be perfectly competent for him to move 
for this evidenee, and if the House see fit 
to order it, to huve it laid on the Table. 


to y tomy bon. friend, of cour-e his motion 
will come before the House whenever he 
chooses to make it, at the ensuing Session, 
and the decision can be criticized. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—As far as I am 
concerned, I have no feeling in the matter. 
Supposing I were to insist on my motion 
now, and it were passed, we cannot get 
the evidence this Session. At best it could 
only be laid on the Table next Session. I 
am quite satisfied that the Premier has no 
time to read the evidence. Ido not think 
for a moment that he is going to wade 
through 2,371 pages. I hope that he will 
not be punished by the people of this coun- 
try to that extent. If he had wanted to 
do that, he was getting the evidence from 
day to day as it was taken, and the Com- 
missioner by his letters shows that he was 
receivipy intimationsfromtheGovernment. 
One thing the Government should do in 
the interests of the country is either 
dismiss these parties that have been found 
guilty, or publish the evidence to the world, 
so that the public can come to a conclu- 
sion on the subject for themselves. That 
I ask, and the people of this country will 
expect. Ofcourse, I will withdraw that 
part of the motion calling for the evidence, 
and when next Session arrives I will know 
what course to pursue, As the hon. gentle 
man told me once before, the Government 
have nothing to hide. I said then, and I 
say now, I cannot see for the life of me 
why the Government have anything to 
hide in the matter. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—They have nothing 
to hide. 


Hon. Mz. McCALLUM—When I take 
the remarks of the hon. gentleman from 
Belleville, and put everything together, 
and show you by the extract I have read 
from the St. Catharine’s Star how the 
business of this country is suffering, I ask 
the House: are the Government justified 
in keeping such a man at the head of so 
important a work one moment longer ? 
Even the report itself, which is on the 


_ 
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Table, shows, if you will read it, that I am 
right in this matter. I have done my 
duty, and the Government will do theirs 
when they dismiss those guilty officials 
from the Welland Canal. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There is a further 
word I omitted to say, and it is this: As 
the hon. gentleman is so familiar with the 
evidence that has been taken, I have been 
commissioned by my right hon. friend to 
say to him that if he will favor him with 
any notes of the salient portions of this 
great mass of evidence he will take it as 
a favor, and consider it along with the 
evidence itself, 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM—Do I under- 
stand that he wants notes of the evidence? 
He bas the Commissioner's report before 
him: he has any amount of able men at his 
disposal, and certainly I am not going to 
teach the right hon. Premier of this 
country what his duty.is. I will be glad 
todo anything I can, but I do not want 
for a moment to say that he shall be 
governed by anything I would state. He 
might think that I am prejudiced. I have 
done enough in this case. I gave four 
months of my time last year on behalf of 
this country, and Iam not going to do much 
more. Let them take the responsibility 
of it: I wash my hands of it until next 
session of Parliament, and then I will 
mceve for the evidence. 


The motion was withdrawn. 


NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The Order of the Day being called, — 
Third reading Bill (V) “ An Act to amend 
the Acts respecting the North-West Ter- 
ritories.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: I am under 
the impression there was nothing reserved 
at the last stage of this Bill. There was, 
however, a suggestion made on the subject 
of the 13th section. It appears to me 
that this clause is too wide, and that 
there should be an exception of the inno- 
cent holder for value of negotiable paper, 
and I move that this Bill be not now read 
the third time, but that the following words 
be added to sub-section 2 of clause 13 :— 


Except in the hands of a holder in due course for 
ke an the meaning of the Bills of Exchange 
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Hon. Mr. REESOR—Would not that 
have the effect of enabling a party to put 
his claim in such a shape that he could 
collect it, whether it was for intoxicants 
or not? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—Of course it is 
possible to act fraudulently with respect 
to any of these laws. The provision of 
the Promissory Notes Act, which gives a 
boné fide third holder special rights, can 
be abused in the same way. Practically, 
it does not turn out to be of much import- 
ance, because if a defence of illegal con- 
sideration is set up, the holder who sues 
upon the paper can be brought up to show 
what value he gave for it, and whether he 
is an innocent holder for value or not; and 
though there is a possibility, thereis very 
little probability of such frauds being 
successfully committed if properly resisted. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—Would the last 
holder of the note who sued upon it have 
recourse against the first party ? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes; if he was a 
holder for value, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The holder for 
value without notice of the consideration 
would have his remedy against everybody 
previous to him, but if the maker of the 
note were to plead that he had given the 
note in consideration of a gambling debt, 
and that it was therefore null. and that 
the holder was not a boné fide holder, and 
if he could prove that, then the holder’s 
claim would be defeated ; and he could put 
the holder or anybody else who could give 
evidence upon it in the box to prove his 
plea. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He must have taken 
it before it became due. Does the Inter- 
pretation Act carry with it these two 
points ? 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes; I have gone 
over the matter carefully, and the lan- 
guage I suggest brings the matter within 
the new Bills Act, which protects all in- 
terests. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 


Hon. Mz. BELLEROSE—In moving the 
amendment of which I have given notice, 
I have no intention to make a speech. The 
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discussion has lasted long enough, but with French were the dominant race there, just 
the permission of the House [ will read ax as they were in old Canada before the 


few lines from a pemeparer published in 
one of the Maritime Provinces, to show 
that the French language is becoming 
popular there. In-a recent issue of the 
Moniteur Acadien I find the following :— 
‘* Friday last we had French spoken during a 
of the sitting in our Legislative Assembly. 
uestion was An Act to incorporate a Colonization 
ssociation. The Hon. Mr. Leblanc explained the 
Billin French. He was followed by Messrs. Melancon, 
and LaBillois, who spoke in French. His Honor the 
Speaker, Mr. White, reported the Bill to the House 
in French, and the House itself gave its assent to the 
Bill in French, members giving their assent to the 
uestion put by the Speaker answering, ‘ oui. ’ 
ividently the French language is begining to inspire 
less fears to our fellow subjects of British origin.’ 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was not present 
when the discussion on this question arose 
in this House, and before I give my vote 
I desire to say « word or two. I am not 
going to make a speech, but just give ex- 
pression to the opinions I at this moment 
entertain on the motion my hon. friend 
has made. I think it is very deeply to be 
deplored and very much to be regretted 
by every lover of his country, by every 
true and sincere patriot, that this question 
of the abolition of the French language 
should have arisen. I know of no ques- 
tion that has sprung from so unworthy, so 
bigoted and so dastardly motives. It is 
due to the adoption of the basest of meth- 
ods to disturb the political horizon of this 
country for the purpose of affecting public 
opinion in another Province, and I say, 
therefore, that no man who took part in ori- 
ginating this agitation is entitled to be 
called a true lover of his country or a true 
patriot in any sense of the word. We 
owe that North-West country to the 





he | 
e 
| They said: “No; though we are sup 
lerior in numbers and are entitled to 











Union. In the old Provinces they sur- 


| passed us in numbers and position, having 


the key to the route to the ocean, and 
when we proposed a union with Lower 
Canada aid they stand on their rights 
and endeavor to hold themselves aloof 
because they were in the majority? 


greater representation, yet we love our 
English-speaking brethern, and we will 
invite them to join us in one Assembly on 
equal terms.” When the French were 
entitled to a larger number of represen- 
tatives on the principle that is now reco- 
gnized as the true one in representative 
orms of government, that is, that the 
majority should be represented by the 
greater number of delegates, they gave 
way on that most important point and 
gave us an equal representation. As times 
changed, and Ontario became the larger 
Province in population, the grasping 
spirit of the people showed itself, and they 
insisted on having a larger representation, 
and so Confederation was brought about. 
We all know that the acquisition of the 
North-West was more due to the French 
pioneers than to the English pioneers in 
that country, and when this legislation 
to recognize French as an official laa- 
guage was introduced into that country 
all men acknowledged the fairness of the 
rinciple. Recently, agitators have, fora 
ase purpose, started this der of the 
abolition of French as an official language, 
and the agitation has been carried on all 
through the Province of Ontario, and even 
into Quebec, where it has been truly an 


French Canadians as much as to the efforts | apple of discord in what was, before the 


of any portion of the Anglo-Saxon race. 
Both nationalities shared in the acquisi- 
tion of it, and I say it is a most ungrateful, 
a most ungenerous act on the part of the 
majority of this country towards the 
minority to adopt the policy they are 





question was raised, a contented and pros 
perous people. This dual language ques- 
tion would have taken care of itself in the 
North-West in a few years. No man who has 
had any experience with the Lower Canada 
Legislature can fail to recognize that they 


pursuing towards the French Canadians|have always been most tolerant of the 
the last few months, and I trust that his-| views of the minority. Evenin this House, 
tory will hold in contempt the men who | day after day, when the Speaker proposes 
gave rise to this disturbing element in the! to put resolutions in French from the 
community against a race who, forthe last |Chair—are not the French members the 
quarter of a century, have desired to grow first to cry out “dispense, dispense,” in 
ap in amity and friendship with their | order that the recognition of their language 

nglish-speaking neighbors. This ques-| may notinvolvedelay inthediscussions that 
tion did not arise in the North-West. When may come before us? In the North-West, 
that country was acquired by Canada the | where the English-speaking people will 
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largely preponderate in a few years, tho 
French language would soon have dropped 
out. Frenchmen do not insist on sentimen- 
tal rights ; they do not ask for anything that 
bas not some proper motive for it. They 
demand this, not as a favor, but as a right. 
It was not the money question that origin- 
ated this difficulty. I am told that the whole 
amount involved in the printing of orders 
and proceedings was only some four or 
five hundred dollars; yet for that paltry, 
contemptible sum this Dominion has been 
thrown into a state of disturbed and bitter 
feelings, such as have never prevailed be. 
fore. I say it does not speak well for the 
majority in this country. It is a great 
reflection on the larger numerical element 
of which this country is composed that so 
little courtesy is shown to the minority in 
discussing this question. To my mind, I feel 
perfectly satisfied that if this question had 
not been discussed at all, inten years, with 
the increasing growth of the North-West, 
this question of dual language would have 
died out entirely. The French Canadians 
might have asked that certain o:dinances 
shoald be published in their language, and 
the people of the North-West would have 
been liberal enough, if left to themselves, 
not to question it asaright. Do the peopleof 
the western States object to the publication 
of ordinances in Swedish or German? Not 
at all; it is only in this country, where a 
few bigots have started an agitation that 
has roped in some proper-thinking people 
that such a movement is possible. This 
question has been threshed out and dis- 
cussed, over and over again, and at last, 
for peace sake, the leading men on both 
sides said: “Let us join bands; let us 
have peace and harmony and see if we 
cannot agree on this point.” So, in the 
House of Commons, very properly, the 
leaders of the two parties came together 
and said it is best for the people that they 
should compromise on this question, which 
they did, I believe, in terms similar to the 
Bill now under consideration. Whatever 
were my views before, [ am content to set 
them aside and abide by that compromise. 


It was a compromise that involved no; 


sacrifice of principle that the gentlemen 
of Lower Canada entertain. It was 
another evidence of their generosity and 
of their desire to sacrifice much for 
peace sake that they did compromise. 

appreciate the spirit in which 


that compromise was accepted, and| 








entirely agree with it, and for that reason 
I am going to support the Bill as it is, and 
must vote against the motion of my hon. 
friend from Delanaudiére. Otherwise, I 
should be exceedingly glad to support it. 
It would have, under ordinary circum- 
stances, my hearty support, but I do not 
pepe to take up and advocate a hope- 
ess question,merely for the sake of momen- 
tary effect. That question has been dis- 
posed of, and if we carried my hon. friend’s 
proposition to-day it would not meet with 
any favor from the other House. The 
leaders on both sides have committed them- 
selves to the compromise, as it is called, 
and I think it is our duty, in the interests 
of peace and harmony, to show our con- 
currence in that compromise. It was ar- 
rived at with the best possible motives, 
and [ think it is most unfaif now to at- 
tempt to disturb it, and for these reasons 
[ shall feel compelled to vote against the 
proposition of my hon. friend. 


Hon. Mr. PAQUET (in French)—In 
rising to second the motion of my hon. 
friend from Delanaudière, I take the 
opportunity to say with what interest I 
have followed the discussion on the im- 
foun question to which it refers. We 

ave in the Senate the good fortune to 
be able to discuss it dispassionately, and 
this question of the dual language is really 
more within the domain of this Chamber, 
in regard to what appertains to it, than of 
the House of Commons. The debates, often 
acrimonious, in the other branch of Par- 
liament and elsewhere, frequently prove 
unquestionably, by their results, that more 
ig accomplished by gentle means than by 
violence—that the ostracism of minorities 
has never conquered the hearts of a peo- 
to for instance, in the case of Poland, 

reland, Alsace and Lorraine, and a good 
many others. Let us profit by the exampie 
of nations that have preceded us or who 
are our contemporaries. I hope I shall be 
pee to cite one historical fact which 
ears on this question :— 

‘In 1862 and 1863 Poland, unfortunate Poland, 
wounded, disunited and enslaved, considered by the 
great nations as anceps ole of self-government, and 
simply as a country subject to the whip of Russia, 
Paie once more the standard of revolt against des- 
potism, of which the odious persecutions pointed more 
and more the disadvantage ; and three of the great 
nations of Europe joined in making remonstrances to 
Russia on her conduct with regard to the Polish 
pee dare not say with regard to Poland, but 
wit 


regard to the Poles. What were these nations ? 
They were England, France and Austria. They made 
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remonstrances to Russia. Russia asked them to for- 
mulate the principal points of the policy which they 
required her to follow with regard to Poland. These 
three nations formulated, after having consulted be.- 
ween themselves, six points, and one of the six points 
of policy which they recommended Russsia to adopt 
towards Poland, in the embarrassing circumstances 
in which she found herself, and not later than the 
year 1863, was the use of the Polish allege in the 
public offices and in the courts. Such was the advice 
given by England, France and Austria to Russia, 
interfering in her conduct towards her subjects, 
which had passed under her yoke by proceedings 
which we cannot recall without condemnation, but 
which had bound her, and she had become, so to speak, 
her property, a long time previously. After this lapse 
of time the recommendaticn conveyed a retrogade 
step in the policy of Russia in restoring to the Poles 
their language, which had been abolished, and in 
giving them the right to attend before the courts and 
in the public offices.” 


In connection with this same question, 
what did we do ourselves, in 1877, thanks 
to the generous initiative of our hon. friend 
the member for St. Boniface, who had the 
advantage cf the cordial and great in- 
fluence of members of the Government 
then in this Chamber? The following 1 
take from the Senate Debates, page 437, 
Session of 1877<— 


“On the 10th clause, Hon. Mr. Girard moved to 
amend the clause by inserting the following provison:— 
Either the English or the French 1 age may be 
used by any person in the debates of the said Coun- 
cil, and both those languages shall be used in the 
records and journals of the said Council, and the ordi- 
nances of the said Council shall be printed in both those 
languages and in the proceedings before the courts. 

‘* The amendment was red to.” 

It is now thirteen years since that law 
was enacted, since we proclaimed a tole- 
ration which has injured no one, and which 
has been an act of justice to many ; which 
annually costs only a nominal sum, about 
$400, an amount which an hon. Minister 
offered himself to pay out of his own funds, 
in order that the argument of economy 
might not be invoked; yet here to-day we 
are asked to strip ourselves of a right that 
we possess. It has been said that a com- 
promise was effected between the leaders 
on both sides in the other Chamber, but I 
do not know how that can be brought u 
here, or that we would like to be bound by 
such an understanding, whatever it may 
be. We are asked to give up an acquired 
right, and to refer to the Territories the 
decision of that question by an appeal to a 
people of whom a majority speak a lan- 

uage foreign to ours, and who are doubly 

anatical towards anyone the least inclined 
to give us any hope that we will regain 
our rights. "We could not and we ought 
not to consent tothat. Besides, why have 
two weights and two measures? Was not 


P| the laws and the judicial p 


an appeal to the people refused in the case 
of Confederation ; yet we are about to ac- 
cord it to-day for the purpose of destroying 
the generous concession contained it the 
Act of 1877. 

We all wish to promote the colonization 
of the immense Territories of western 
Canada. Is it by ostracism or by liberality 
that we will arrive soonest at that end ? 
Each year we see an exodus of the differ- 
ent populations of the civilized globe 
moving towards these vast regions, thanks 
to the liberality already mentioned, and 
the liberty which these immigrants hope 
to find there, and that a wise law has 
decreed. Will it not be a breach of 
plighted faith to the French population, 
above all others, who go there to settle? 
Have not I, who possess the advantage of 
communicating to you in my mother tongue 
the observations which I would find it 
much more difficult to express in a strange 
language, a thousand reasons to congratu- 
late myself on this right? Why should a 
Frenchman, who may be elected a repre- 
sentative in the Territories, and who ma 
not possess a knowledge of English, not 

ossess the same right of speaking his 
anguage, and thus interpret the views and 
the needs of his constituents? Would 
it, to act otherwise, be anything less 
than tyranny? Referring to a question 
of this kind, a renowned writer has the 
following :— 
ac ober ie aa icone 
unites its members, and the one principal means by 
which it reveals their character. For these reasons 
a State should not in the least deprive a nationality 
of its language, nor prohibit its literature. It is, on 
the contrary, the duty of the State to give full 
liberty to a 1 , and to favor its use, and the 
general interests of civilization will not in the least 
suffer thereby. The suppression of the mother 
tongue of the inhabitants of the Provinces by their 
own authorities was a terrible abuse of the power of 
government. 


‘The English Government committed one of the 
gravest errors when, in 1873, they wished to im 
ure of England in 
Bengal on the Hindoos, who were not prepared for 
this change. 

‘If the moral or intellectual life of a people is 
attacked by the power of the State, its members are 
forced to the most determined resistance. Men 
could not have more just reason for resistance to 
tyranny than the defence of nationality. Right ma 
suffer in the struggle, but the law remains unc , 

‘‘A common nationality has rights of a higher 
order than political attachments, which unite the 
different races of the same State. 

‘‘ Article 19 of the Constitution of the Austrian 
Empire decrees that :— 

‘* All tribes in the state have equal rights, and each 
one has the inviolable right to preserve its language 
and its nationality.” 








er. —— _— 


This contrasts forcibly with the fanatical 
words of Mr. McCarthy, in his speech at 
Stayner, where be freely expressed his 
thoughts. Addressing the English part 
of the population, he said : 

‘* There is a deal of work cut out for us here. 
Let us begin with that which appears to be the most 
possible. Let us occupy ourselves with the dual lan- 
guage in the North-West. In the Legislature let us 
occupy ourselves with the teaching of French in the 
schools. When these two questions shall have been 
regulated we will have done something, and we will 
possibly be in a state to do more in the future. 


Further, he says : 

‘We should take up ourarms. * * * * * * We 
live in an English country, and the sooner we are able 
to Anglicize the French Canadians the better it will 
be for our posterity, for whom the task will be made 


more easy, and this question will have to be regulated 
sooner or later.” 


Here we have the announcement, in the 
plainest terms, that this is but the begin- 
ning of the end. Shall we not find in this 
opus sufficient notice? Is this in keep- 
ing with the promises made to us at Con- 
federation? Let us see. It is now 25 
years since I had the honor to take part 
in the debates on Confederation, and when 
we expressed fears as to the use of the 
Sn rs of the minority, what was the 
reply that was madetous? Let me quote 
from the Confederation Debates : 


‘Hox. Mr. DORION--I do not rise to offer any 
lengthened remarks, but to draw the attention of the 
members of the Administration, with a view to obtain 
some information in connection with this scheme ; but 
before doing so, I would say a word in reply to the 
explanation given by the Hon. Attorney General 

est to the question put by the hon. member for the 
county of Quebec (Hon. Mr. Evanturel) with regard 
to the use of French lan e. The Hon. Attorney 


* General West stated that the intention of the dele- 


gates at the Quebec Conference was to give the same 
prrne for the use of the French language in the 
ederal Legislature as now existed under the present 
Union. I conceive, Sir, that this is no guarantee 
whatsoever, for inthe Union Act it was provided that 
the English pag de alone should be used in Parlia- 
ment, and the French lan was entirely prohibit- 
ed; but this provision was su uently repealed by 
the 11th and 12th Victoria, and the matter left to the 
descretion of the Legislature. So that if to-morrow 
this Legislature choose to vote that no other but the 
English language should be used in our proceedin 
it ment do so, and thereby forbid the use of the 
French lan e. There is, therefore, no guarantee 
for the continuance of the use of the lan 
majority of the people of Lower Canada but the will 
and the forbearance of the majority. And as the 
number of French members in the General isla- 
ture, under the proposed Confederation, will be 
roportionately much smaller than it is in the present 
islature, this ought to make hon. members con- 
sider what little chance there is for the continued use 
of their sausage in the Federal Legislature. This is 
the only observation I have to make on this subject 
of the Hon. Attorney General West. 


‘“ Hon. Attorney General MACDONALD-—I desire 
oy hint I agree with my hon. friend, that as it 
stands just now the majority governs ; but in order to 


age of the 


North-West [MAY 1, 1890.] Territories Bill. 673 


= —_ st eee 


cure this, it was agreed at the Conference to embody 
the provision in the Imperial Act. (Hear, hear.) 
This was proposed by the Canadian Government for 
fear an accident might arise subsequently, and it was 
assented to by the deputation from each Province 
that the use of the French language should form one 
of the principles upon which the Confederation should 
be established, and that its use, as at present, should 
be guaranteed by the Imperial Act. (Hear, hear.) 

* Hon. Attorney General CARTIER-—I will add 
to what has been stated by the Hon. Attorney General 
for Upper Canada, in reply to the hon. member for 
Hochelaga, that it was also necessary to protect the 
English minorities in Lower Canada with respect to 
the use of their language, because in the Local Parlia- 
ment of Lower Canada the majority will be composed 
of French Canadians. The members of the Conference 
were desirous that it should not be in the power of 
that majority to decree the abolition of the use of the 
English language in the Local Legislature of Lower 
Canada, any more than it will be in the power of the 
Federal Legislature to do so with respect to the 
French language. I will also add that the use of 
both languages will be secured in the Imperial Act to 
be based on these resolutions. (Hear, hear.) 


‘“Hon. Attorney General CARTIER— Mr. Speaker, 
in reply to what the hon. member for Hochelaga has 
just said, I shall merely tell hon. members of this 
House that they need not take alarm at the appre- 
hensions and Poo of that hon. gentleman. I 
have already declared in my own name, and on behalf 
of the Government, that the delegates who go to Eng- 
land will accept from the Imperial Government no 
Act but one based on the resolutions adupted by this 
House, and they will not bring back any other. 
(Hear, hear.) I have pledged my word of honor and 
it will have at least as much weight with this Hou 
and the country as the SU is of the hon. mem 
ber for Hochelase (Cheers. )” 

Such was the pledge of honor given by 
Sir George E. Cartier. How have his suc- 
cessors at the present day maintained it ? 
Had Sir A. A. Dorion been stilla member 
of the House, as he was then, with what 
feelings would he have witnessed this vio- 
lation of the solemn promises which were 
made to us then! Are not we to-day a 
directing power in the political formation 
of the vast plains of western Canada? 
Tt is a root of a great tree; it has a right 
to the sume liberal sap which has been 
given ourselves, and I hope that it will be 
accorded. I regret that I cannot share 
the views of the hon. leader of this House, 
who told us yesterday that the population 
of western Canada will be absolutely in 
the same position as that of Quebec, 
which hus the right, under its municipal 
code, to declare that in rural districts, 
where only the French language is used, 
the proceedings need only be published in 
that language, and vice versa. Let the 
hon. gentleman leave to the Territories 
the liberty which they have to-day in their 
Legislature, and we will demand nothing 
more; but to argue from the individual to 
the general, is something which I, for my 
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part, cannot permit. Let them, in the | motion of the hon. gentleman from Dela- 
organization of their municipalities, putin naudière. As this matter has been already 
force the same provisions that we have in| sufficiently discussed, I do not propose to 
our code, and I shall not have the least address the House any further on the 
objection; but leave to them the right to|subject, but I hope the House will concur 
use the two languages in the Legislature. with me in this mode of disposing of my 
This these hon. gentlemen do not appea. hon. friend’s motion, rather than by voting 
to wish to maintain, especially in the last directly against it. This is the motion 
part of the clause, and it is there that my which I propose. which [ make in amend- 
hon. friend from Delanaudiére and myself, | ment to the motion in amendment of the 
as his seconder. believe we have discovered hon. gentlemen from Delanaudière. 


cc rae oes EC À af eee A 
the sting in the tail.” ‘Therefore, in view Hoy. Mr. BELLEROSE—I rise to a 


of the great lessons of history and of the| der 
plightel faith of the country, we would be question cf order. According to the Rules 
of the House, that amendment is not in 


committing an act of blind and culpable Arden. Ttiloes not follow dom. theaotion 


fanaticism in supporting this 32nd clause-— 
that is, its latter part—and I hope for the | Buea occas a motion for the third 
g ‘ 


honor of the Senate, that it will never con- | 
sent to pass it. I shall, therefore, vote} THe SPEAKER—I put the motion for 
against that part of the Bill. ‘the third reading, and waited for the hon. 
gentleman to move, and was surprised that 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I was glad to hear . he did not do so, because I understood that 
from my hon. friend from Ottawa the! he proposed to put his amendment, and as 
statement he made of his views on this|he did not do soI said “carried.” Then, 
subject, with his usual energy and viva- after I had declared the motion “carried,” 
city; and [ think it is right and proper | the hon. gentleman got up. It really makes 
that those who do not sympathize with | pratically no difference, because the hon. 
the movement against the French language | gentleman may move his amendment 


should, if they accept the proviso con-/ either before the Bill is read the third time, 
tained in this Bill, have some explanation! 6: before the passage of the Bill. 


given of the reasons why they decline to 2 2 vie 
reject it. The reason is precisely the one! . Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—Except it is 2 
which my hon. friend from Ottawa stated, | ae ase L ones i ae nas pee 
ae: _ ?| because I may say that nearly every day 
and it is the one which actuates probably during all the Sessions that I have been in 


nearly every man in this Chamber who: ,. à 
votes for the proviso, namely, that by the this House the Speaker has at times put 
the question and said “ carried,” and when 


introduction of the proviso it is intended, i 
some hon. gentleman would rise and say : 


not to prolong or increase or renew the} gre Pe eee 
agitation on this subject, but, by accepting No, Mr.Speaker,it is not carried,” his objec- 


it, to seek to put an end to the agitation on | ae He dise 2 think fair pay ought 
this subject, because it represents some-| “0 2° CXtenGed In fils Case as IN QINOT Cases, 


| ps . 
thing in the nature ofa compromise which | and if this House does not do so, before the 
| 





has been implied! entered into and agreed end of the Session I shall call the attention 
upon by the des of all parties in politics e the ee te a see fied the ieee 
in this country—with the exception of this | "A5 58107 carrie à a RE Rs pas jé 
new and small party which has lately; neue . BE ee Sa ing 
sprung up—as a solution of the difficulty | "°C? “Ce: 

which can reasonably be accepted. Pro-; Hon. Mr. POWER—In the first place, 
bably most of us would have preferred that to declare that the third reading had been 
matters should have been left in statu quo, | carried would be a sort of snap vote, the 
but the solution offered by the proviso may | appearance of which we ought to avoid. 
reasonably be expected to satisfy the,The hon. leader, as soon as he saw the 
people generally. For that reason Î have | third reading of the Bill was before the 
thought it best, although it is a somewhat House, got up und moved his motion, and 
unusual course to follow, to place on record |I think it would be more regular in every 
the reason which actuates me, and which | way to allow the hon. gentleman's amend- 
I know actuates most of the hon. gentle-; ment to come to that motion than to the 
men in this House in voting against the | motion that the Bill do now pass. I have 
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some doubt as to the regularity of a motion 
on the question frpm the Chair: “Shall the 
Bill pass.” We will suppose that the Bill 
is at the third reading. The hon. leader 
moves that the Bill be now read the third 
time. The hon. gentleman from Delanau- 
diére moves in amendment the motion he 
has on the Notice Paper; then it is not in 
order for the leader of the House to move 
another amendment, because it is an 
amendment to his own motion. 


Hon, Mr. LACOSTE—It is not incon- 
sistent with his own motion. | 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Whether it is in- 
consistent or not, I think it would be better 
to have the thing done in a way that 
no question can be raised about it after- 
wards. It is perfectly open to any other 
hon. gentlemen to move the sub-amend- 
ment besides the leader of the House. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The question the 
hon. gentleman put is a fair question, but 
as the motion I make does not conflict in 
any way with the motion I made for the 
third reading, and is not inconsistent in 
any way with the motion for the third 
reading, I think it is within my right to 
move it. It is not an amendment to the 
Bill at the third reading, but to say that 
the proviso remains in the Bill, and the 
reasons for it. I do not desire even to 
appear to be acting in a way that is of 
doubtfal legality, and if Mr. Smith will 
allow the amendment to stand in his name 
it would be beyond all question of doubt. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I object to 
that. If there is a disposition not to do 
justice on my side of the question, I do not 
see that I should continue to be so good a 
Frenchman all the time as to submit to 
everything that is done. It is evident 
that the hon. gentleman who moved the 
third reading of the Bill cannot come in 
with a sub-amend ment to his own motion. 
During the 26 years I have been in Parlia- 
ment i have never seen any such practice, 
and unless I am shown by authorities that 
it is parliamentary I cannot believe that I 
have received justice at the hands of this 
House. 


Taz SPEAKER—I merely call the 
attention of the Honse to the fact that it 
is laid down clearly that amendments are 
not only moved on the motion for the third 
reading of the Bill, but may be moved 
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after the third reading of the Bill has been 
agreed to, and before the question : “ Shall 
the Bill pass.” 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I1 have too 
much respect for the ruling of the Chair 
to object to that, but I say that before the 
end of the Session I shall bring the ques- 
tion before the notice of the House, because 
I know the practice is followed every day. 
Sometimes gentlomen in this House are 
occupied with something else when the 
third reading of the Bill is carried, and 
the member interested rises and objects, 
and the Speaker does not insist on the 
third reading having passed. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The ifouse is anx- 
ious that the hon. gentleman should move 
his amendment. 


Tue SPEAKER—TIf the House is will- 
ing to consider this an amendment to the 
motion for third reading there is nothing 
in the Rules against it. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—What I object 
to is the amendment to the amendment. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The motion of 
the leader of the Government is for the 
third reading of the Bill ; the motion of the 
hon, gentleman in amendment is’ that the 
Bill be not now read the third time, but that 
it be referred back to a Committee of the 
Whole House to be amended. Ifthe yeas 
and nays are taken on that motion, how 
can another amendment come in, looking 
for the same provision? It the hon. gentle- 
man’s motion in amendment is lost, the 
Bill is then carried on the third reading. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—The sub-amend- 
ment is moved to do what? To put a 
proviso in the Bill When you vote yea 
and nay upon the amendment of the hon. 
gentleman from Delanaudière, if it is car- 
ried it must go back to committee; if the 
amendment is lost the Bill must remain as 
it is. 

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman 
forgets that the proposition of the leader 
of the House is, that all the words after 
“that” in the motion in amendment shall 
be struck out, and then tbe proposition 
submitted to the House is, that the words 
added by the hon. leader of the House 
shall form part of the Bill. That is prac- 
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tically what the result of the vote would 
be—the other amendment disappearing. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I do not see it in 
that way. The Bill provides, in the first 
place, that the dual language shall be 
settled by the Legislatures of the different 
Provinces. That is the principle. The 
objection to that principle is taken by the 
hon. gentleman from Delanaudiére, who 
moves an amendment to have the Bill as 
it was previously. If the vote is taken on 
that, and his amendment is lost, the ques- 
tion is settled, and the amendment that is 

roposed to be moved by the leader of the 

overnment answers the very same pur- 
pose. If you decide it by the yeas and 
nays on the first amendment the thing is 
at an end, 


Hon. Me. DRUMMOND—It appears to 
me to be a novel proposition that only 
one amendment can be discussed. It seems 
to me that a succession of amendments 
can be moved. 


Hon, Mr. BELLEROSE—The hon. gen- 
tleman moved the third reading, and then 
when an amendment is put before the 
Chair, how can the same gentleman who 
moved the third reading come in with an 
amendment to the amendment? Suppose 
you strike out all the words after “ that” in 
my amendment, and put in the words added 
by the amendment of the hon. gentleman, 
the position would be absurd. What 
would become of the third reading ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—As I understand 
the position of things now, it is this; the 
hon, gentleman from Delanaudiére was 
taken rather by surprise in connection 
with the third reading, By unanimous 
consent the House have now agreed that 
the third reading shall not be deemed car- 
ried, and the motion before us now 
is the motion of the leader of the House, 
that the Bill be now read the third time. 
The hon. gentleman from Delanaudiére 
moves his amendment, and nothing else 
has happened yet. The hon. gentleman 
has h Lis way ; the House has given way 
to him, and it is too soon for him to raise 
the point of order. He should wait until 
the amendment to the amendment is 
moved. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—It has been 
moved, 


Hon. Me. POWER—Excuse me: it has 
not been moved. The.hon. gentleman 
from Delanaudiére has moved his amend- 
ment, and the sub-mendment will now be 
moved by Mr. Smith or some other hon. 
gentleman. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—Why not take 
the straightforward way? The motion 
has been put for the third reading. My 
motion in amendment has been put, and it 
is in order; but the hon. leader who moved 
the third reading comes and'says: I wish to 
move an amendment to add these words 
to my main motion. 


Hon. Ma. VIDAL—That is all can- 
celled. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—No; it is not 
cancelled, because you cannot cancel it, 
ee by unanimous consent of the House, 
and I shall not consent, because I have not 
been met fairly. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There is no desire 
on the part of any hon. gentleman to treat 
you unfairly. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I did not re- 
fer to the hon. gentleman; my remarks 
were general. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I know that I am 
not in order in rising again, but I ask the 
hon, gentleman to “be aisey ; and if he 
cannot be aisey, let him be as aisey as he 
can.” The hon. gentleman has manifested 
a want of clearness of vision which is not 
usual to him. He complained a few mo- 
ments ugo that he had been taken by sur- 

rise. He contended that the Bill had not 

een read the third time. Then the 
House, at his request and suggestion, 
said we shall consider that it has not 
been read the third time, but we shall go 
through that process again at the sugges- 
tion of the hon. gentleman; and then the 
leader of the House moved the third read- 
ing again, after the third reading had been 
considered as moved, in order to meet the 
views of the hon. gentleman from De- 
lanandière. The hon. gentleman then came 
in with his amendment, and now he con- 
tends that that cannot be done, and wants 
to hold that the proceedings that have 
been declared as cancelled with the consent 
of the House must be held binding. The 
hon. gentleman must see that he is un- 
reasonable. What was done by the House 
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was done at the hon. gentleman’s own re-| Hon. MR. HOWLAN—I would like to 


uest. His amendment is now before the 
ouse, and it is open to any hon. mem- 
ber to move a sub-amendment. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—The point 
that the hon. gentleman raises is this: 
that the leader cannot move a sub-amend- 
ment to his own motion. .That objection 
is removed by the sub-amendment being 
moved by another gentleman. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE--I want the de- 
cision of the Speaker. The hon. gentle- 
man from Halifax has not given a state- 
ment of the facts. There are three motions 
before the House: 1st, the motion for third 
reading; 2nd, my amendment; 3rd, the 
amendment of the leader of the House to 
my amendment. That is what is before 
the Chair, and until that is decided there 
is no use in explaining what is passed. 
ser is the position of the matter, and by it 

stand. | 


Toe SPEAKER-T shall try to put the 
matter as Clearly as I can. I did put the 
motion for the third reading, and not see- 
ing the hon. gentleman rise, I pronounced 
it carried. The clerk stood up to read the 
Bill the third time, when the hon. gentle- 
man rose to move his amendment, and the 
House desired that the Bill should be 
placed in the same position as if I had not 
pronounced the third reading. The hon. 
gentleman was then at liberty to move 
his motion in amendment to the motion 
that the Bill be read the third time pre- 
sently. Itis now in order to move an 
amendment to the amendment. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH — 1 move in amend- 
ment to the amendment—— 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—To avoid all diffi- 
culty, I would request the hon. gentleman 
from Amherst to move the amendment, 
seconded by me. 


THe SPEAKER—It is moved by the 
hon. Mr. Dickey in amendment to the 


amendment, seconded by the hon. Mr. 


Lacoste,— 


That all the words after ‘‘ that ” be struck out, and 
the following substituded :— 

‘* In the opinion of this House it is inexpedient to 
renew and continue previous agitation by rejecting 
the solution of a grave difficulty which is offered by 
the said proviso, and which has been approved by 
the people through their representatives in Parlia- 
ae and that the said proviso stand part of the 
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ask, for the information of this House, 
what position will this Bill be left in, pro- 
vided the amendment to the amendment 
is carried?. Will it alter the position of 
affairs in any way, from a mere vote, yea 
or nay, upon the amendment ? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Practically, it does 
not alter the Bill at all; it is merely an 
expression of opinion by the House. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I want to sup- 

ort the Bill as it came into the House. 

his is a House of Parliament, not a public 
meeting, and we must be governed by 
rules, for if we make a mistake to-day it 
becomes a precedent to-morrow. As I 
understand it, if the amendment is carried 
the Bill must go back to committee; if 
the amendment is lost the Bill will be car- 
ried. If the amendment to the amend- 
ment is carried it leaves the Bill in the 
same position. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—If the amendment 
to the amendment is carried we have then 
to vote the third reading of the Bill. It 
destroys the amendment. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT —The vote will be on 
the main motion as amended. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN-—Ifthe amendment 
of the hon. gentleman from Delanaudière is 
lost, the Bill is carried and read the third 
time. This amendment to the amendment 
leaves the Bill in the same position ; it does 
not alter the Bill in any way. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No. 


Hon, Mz. HOWLAN—Then what is the 
necessity for it ? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It destroys the 
amendment. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—Will not the vote 
of the House destroy the amendment if it 
is lost ? 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—The sub-amend- 
ment will destroy the amendment, and 
will also give our reasons for destroying it. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—Where is the 
reason ? 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—It is a compro- 
mise. We give our reasons for vente 
against the amendment. My hon. frien 
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stated that if the amendment is lost the 


Bill is read the third time. It does not 
follow. After the vote on the amendment, 
we have to vote upon the main motion 
that the Bill be read the third.time. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—That is what I 
Bay. 


Hon. Me. LACOSTE—But we have this 
sub-amendment, and the sub-amendment 
gives the reason why we do not accept the 
amendment of the hon. gentleman from 
Delanaudiére, and I do not see why it 
should not be put on record. 


THe SPEAKER—The question is now 
on the amendment to the amendment, 


The House divided on the motion, which 
was carried on the following division :— 


CONTENTS : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Abbott, McKay 
Almon, McKin sey, 
Archibald, Macdonald (B.C.), 
Bolduc, Maclnnes (Burlington), 
Boucherville, de, Merner, 
Casgrain, Montgomery, 
Clemow, ae y; 
Cochrane, Odell, 
DeBlois, Pelletier, 
Dever, Perley, 
Dickey, ower, 
Drummond, Prowse, 
Glasier, Read (Quinté), 
Grant, Reesor, 
Guévremont, Robitaille, 
Haythorne, 
Kaulbach, Sanford, 
Lacoste, Scott, 
Lougheed, Smith, 
Masson, Sutherland, 
McCallum, Vidal, 
McClelan, Wark.—46. 


Macdonald (B.C.), 
Non-Con Tents : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Armand, Girard 
Baillargeon, McMillan, 

erose, P&quet,.—7. 
Chaffers, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the Bill 
be now read a third time. 


Hon. Ma. BELLEROSE—That is not 
the motion, I want the motion as amended 
to be put. I only ask justice at your 
hands, Mr. Speaker, and nothing more. I 
ask for the motion as amended by this 
vote. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—The hon. gentleman 
moved an amendment, to which an amend- 
ment was moved by the hon. gentleman 
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from Amherst, to the effect that the pro- 
viso stand part of the Bill. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—That is not 
the amendment read from the Chair. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The amendment 
was, that all the words after “ that” in the 
hon. gentleman’s amendment be struck out, 
and certain others be put in, and for the 
reasons given that that particular proviso 
shall stand part of the Bill. The hon. gen- 
tleman’s amendment is, by the adoption of 
the sub-amendment, struck out. 


Hon, Me. HOWLAN—See the clear ab- 
surdity of the position the House is in. 
The hon. gentleman's amendment to the 
amendment being carried leaves the Bill 
as itis, and the motion now is, that the 
Bill be read the third time as amended. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—tThis sub- 
amendment having been carried takes the 
place of the amendment I moved. Ifit 
takes the place of my motion, the motion 
now is for the third reading of the Bill, 
with the reasons for not amending it at 
the end of it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There is nothing 
in the motion or sub-amendment requiring 
anything to be put into the Bill. The sub- 
amendment has merely got rid of the 
amendment of the hon. gentleman from 
Delanaudiére, and having done that it has 
served its purpose. It simply asks that 
the Bill shall remain as it ia. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—There is no 
use in discussing that question in the face 
of the authorities, When an amendment 
to an amendment is curried it takes the 
place of the amendment. That is the 
pans laid down by May, Todd and 

urinot. The motion before the Chair is 
that the Bill be read the third time, and 
that it is inexpedient to renew or continue 
p.evious agitation, &c. That is the amend- 
ment before the Chair, and let that amend- 
ment be put. There is no power in this 
House to say that that can be put aside. 


Tax SPEAKER—I cannot see that | 
can put the question any other way than 
that put by the leader of the House. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—When the amend- 
ment to the amendment is carried it be 
comes the amendment, and the only motion 
before us now is this amendment which 
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we have just carried, and which will have 
to be voted down in order to carry the 
third reading. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The rule which 
the hon. gentleman lays down is perfectly 
applicable whenever the motion in amend- 
ment a Se to make any change. The 
only objection that could have been taken 
to the sub-mendment, and I do not think 
that that could be valid, is that it only 
amounted to a negative. Itdid only amount 
to a negative in reality, but the difference 
between that and a mere negative is that 
it gives a reason for giving a negative. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—There were 
before the Chair a minute ago three mo- 
tions,—first, the motion for a third read- 
ing; second, the amendment, that the 
Bill be not now read the third time, but 
that it be referred back to the committee, 
&c.; third, the sub-amendment, that it is 
not expedient, &c. This sub-amendment 
was carried. Now, it is an order of the 
House. The House has declared that it 
is inexpedient, &c. Where is the author- 
ity that would put that aside? It is very 
well for the gentlemen in the majority to 
laugh at us, who are in the minority, and 
I believe that we have amongst us men 
who deserve to be laughed at; but or 
dinarily, when we have to deal with 
Englishmen, they like to see us stand up 
for our rights, and if we were in England 
I believe that we would be supported in 
this motion. It is because we are in a 
colony that we are ill-treated. England's 
fair play does not allow a man to be 
crushed down because ho is weak. Tho 
sub-amendment having been carried, it 
becomes an amendment to the main mo- 
tion for the third reading of the Bill, and 
supersedes a motion for the third reading. 
You have declared that it is inexpedient 
to continue the agitation. The motion is 
carried, and there is nothing more before 
the Chair. I defy hon. gentlemen to con- 
tradict that. The main motion is defeated 
by the amendment which is carried. There 
is no third reading possible now. 


It being six o’clock, the Speaker left the 
Chair. 


After Recess. 


THe SPEAKER—As I think it is extre- 
mely desirable that the proceedings of the 
House should be kept perfectly regular, 
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and that there should be no mistake made 
which might possibly be drawn into a prece- 
dent afterwards, I have, since the adjourn- 
ment of the House, looked carefully into 
the question in relation to the amendments 
before the House when six o’clock was 
called, and also consulted one of the highest 
authorities on parliamentary n-1radure, 
and I would beg respectfully to suggest 
what I think is the proper course for the 
House to take: In the first place, before 
six o'clock, the hon. member from Dela- 
naudiére moved, in amendment tothe mo- 
tion of the hon. leader of the House that 
the Bill be now read a third time, that the 
Bill be not now read the third time, but 
that it be referred back to a Committee of 
the Whole House to strike out a proviso 
contained in # certain clause in the Bill. 
In amendment to this, it was moved b 
the hon. member from Amherst in amend- 
ment to the amendment, that the said pro- 
viso should stand part of the Bill, and this 
latter amendment was carried. [ now, 
therefore, respectfully suggest that the 
next motion should be that the hon. mem- 
ber for Delanaudiére’s amendment as 
amended by the hon. member for Amherst 
be adopted. If that resolution is carried, 
the next motion in order will be that the 
main motion as amended be adopted—that 
is, the original motion for the third reading 
of the Bill, but which, as amended, will dis- 
pore for the present of the third reading; 
ut it will be perfectly within the right of 
the leader of the House, and according to 
parliamentary practice, for him to move 
afterwards that the Bill be placed imme- 
diately on the Orders of the Day for the 
third reading. I believe that the course 
which I have now suggested 1s the proper 
one to take, and that the next motion 
which should be put to the House is that 
the amendment as amended be adopted. 


Hon. Mra. BELLEROSE—TI have to 
thank the Speaker for having looked into 
the matter, because it confirms my con- 
tention. I am happy to think that the 
trouble was not caused by me, but by 
others. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—In my judgment, 
the second amendment ought to have been 
withdrawn, and the division taken upon 
the main question. Look at the position 
in which we place ourselves now! We 
are going to put on record that we took 
a certain course in the afternoon, and that 
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we are about to stultify ourselves this the House was towards me before recess. 


evening. I think we are putting on re- 
cord something which at a future day will 
not be very creditable to us as parlia- 
mentarians. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If our course is 
properly understood, I do not see that we 
shall be found open to the objection of my 
hon, friend, because the object of the 
motion in sub-amendment was to place on 
the records of the House the reason why 
we negatived the motion of my hon. 
friend from Delanaudiére. I know of no 
other way in which we could have done 
it than the way we adopted, and if bya 
formal motion we can make that harmo- 
nize with the rules of the House, I do not 
see in what respect we are to be re- 
proached or why we should be found fault 
with 

The motion for the adoption of the 
amendement as umended was agreed to. 


THe SPEAKER—Is it your pleasure 
that the main motion as amended be 
adopted ? 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—What is the 
main motion as amended ? 


Tue SPEAKER—The main motion for 
the third reading of the Bill as amended 
by the amendment of the hon. member for 
Amherst to the amendment of the hon. 
member for Delanaudiére and the con- 
sequence of its adoption will be that the 
third reading of the Bill will be for the 
present dropped. Then the hon. leader of 
the House can make a motion, which will 
be perfectly in order, that the Bill be re- 
placed on the Orders of the Day. 


The main motion, as amended, was 
adopted. 


Hon Mr. ABBOTT—For the purpose of 
replacing the Bill on the Order Paper, and 
roceeding with the business of the day, 
t move that the Bill intituled, ‘ An Act to 
amend the Act respecting the North-West 
Territories ” be now replaced on the Order 
Paper for its thind reading as the next 
Order of this day. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I believe I 
might take exception to that, because that 
motion was not in order. I will not do so, 
however, because it is near the end of the 
Session, and I want to be more liberal than 


The House has put itself in such a position 
that it can hardly come out of it without 


a breach of the Rules; because what is 


done now presently is certainly not in 
order. 


Tar SPEAK ER—It is of course clearly 
laid down that in the case of all motions 
deemed special it is necessary that there 
should be a day’s notice—the object, in 
such cases, as hon. gentlemen are no doubt 
aware, of having one day’s notice, being to 
prevent the House being taken by surprise. 

ut it is ontirely different in the case of 
Bills: no notice is required, even for the 
introduction and first reading of a public 
Bill in the Senate; and I find also a case 
which occurred in the Senate where a 
ee Bill was referred to the Supreme 

ourt for an opinion as to whether it came 
within the jurisdiction of the Parliament 
of Canada, and the order, by the reference, 
having disappeared from the Order Paper, 
it was afterwards replaced on the Order 
Paper without notice. I think the leader 
of the House is perfectly within his right 
in making the motion which is now 
before the House. 


Hon. Mz. BELLEROSE—Did you rule 
that the amendment to the amendment, 
which is a preamble, is in order ? 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—You did not take 
objection to that at the proper time. 


Hon. Ma. BELLtROSE—I did raise 
that objection. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—I did not hear it. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I did make 
the objection, and if the discussion is fully 
reported my objection will appear. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I am sorry to pro- 
long this interesting discussion. I do not 
rise for the purpose of quarrelling with bis 
honor’s decision on the question of ordor, 
but simply to express the view which I 
took of the question myself. It is based 
simply on common sense. I assume that 
the decision of the Speaker is wiser than 
the one I have come to. My view of the 
matter is this: That the substance of the 
amendment of the hon. gentleman from 
Delanaudiére was that the Bill be not read 








Criminal Law [MAY 1, 1890.] Amendment Bill. 


the third time, but that it be referred back 
to a Committee of the Whole House, for 
the purpose of striking out the provision 
contained in the last five lines. The amend- 
ment of the hon. gentleman from Amherst 
was substantially that that proviso stand 

art of the Bill. That amendment carried. 
Vhat was the position then ? There was 
an amendment that that proviso stand 
part of the Bill. The proviso was in 
the original Bill. There was nothing in 
it which was inconsistent with the original 
Bill or the original motion. My own im- 

ression is that there was no necessity 
or replacing the Bill on the Order Paper 
for the third reading, because when that 
amendment passed the Bill was just in 
tho same condition as when the motion 
for the third reading was made. I simply 
wish to express my opinion on the matter. 
I presume I am wrong, and that the deci- 
sion of the Speaker is right. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I must say I shared 
with my hon. friend that impression, 
but on consulting the authorities, and our 
great living anthority on the subject, we 
were assured that though in principle 
there might be no objection, still as a 
matter of procedure we should take the 
course that we have followed. 


Hon. Mz.GI RA RD—There is the amend- 
ment of which I gave notice yet to be 
disposed of. It was submitted to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House and decided 
upon. In yiew of the promise made by 
the leader of the House I consented to 
withdraw the motion, and my intention is 
not tu proceed any further with it. With 
-the leave of the House, I will withdraw 
the motion. 


The motion was withdrawn, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


SECUND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (132) “ An Act to amend 
“The Indian Advancement Act’ Cap. 44 
of the Revised Statutes.” He said This 
Bill is for two purposes. It is to enable 
the views of the Indians to be taken to 
some extent before a reserve is divided, 
and for the purpuse of enabling them to 
make further rules as to their winter roads, 
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and matters of that description, respecting 
which they have already considerable 

owers, but not extending to winter roads. 

tis to give them the same power with 
regard to winter roads that we have in our 
own country here. There are two or three 
provisions also as to procedure at the 
meetings they hold in their reserves for 
the election of their local councils. The 
details will come up in Committee of the 
Whole. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resumed, in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of Bill (65) “ An 
Act further to amend the Criminal Law.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: The first 
clause was reserved for further considera- 
tion in consequence of a point made res- 
pecting it by my hon. friend from Halifax, 
which point I think was well taken. There 
seems to be no reason whatever for limiting 
the punishment of an offender to cases 
where he is arrested before his term of 
detention expires. Therefore, I move to 
strike out the words “ before the expiration 
of his term of imprisonment.” 


The motion was agreed to, and the clause 
as amended was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In the 6th clause 
there is a description of an offence which 
my hon. friend thought a little vague. I 
have examined the description of the 
cognate offence in the English law and 
our own statute. Both are much less 
pores than this, and I must confess that 

do not think there is really any necessity 
fur altering it; because, of course, it will be 
for the magistrate who tries the offence 
to consider whether the act proved amounts 
to the offence contemplated by the clause. 
But I think the word “ wilfully” put be- 


‘fore the word “commits” would be an 


improvement to the clause, and would 
make it, by so much, better than any clause 
in any other Act that I have put my hands 
on. I move that this amendment be made. 


The motion was agreed to, and the clause 
as amended was adopted. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have verified the 
‘statement of my hon. friend from Calgary 
with respect to indictments in the North- 
West, and I find that he is perfectly 
right—the phrase used should be “ charge 
or indictment.” The only clause which 
remains is the one which was under dis- 
cussion when the committee rose, and 
which I undertook to suspend the con- 
sideration of until further information 
could be obtained. Now, I find that that 
clause is copied word for word from the 
Ontario law, and it confers on the Super- 
intendent and the Attorney General in 
Manitoba exactly the same powers that 
are conferred by the law respecting 
Ontario on the Superintendent of the 
Penetanguishene Reformatory for boys, 
and on the Attorney General for Ontario, 
but I do not attach extreme importance to 
that. What I am sensible was exhibited 
last night was a distrust on the part of 
a a number of bon. gentlemen in the 

ouse of a proper administration of the 
clause—a doubt on the part of some of 
them whether, in fact, such a power ought 
to be granted at all; and in view of the 
strong fecling which was shown against 
the clause last night, I do not propose to 
procecd with it. Further experience of 
the working of the law in Ontario may 
satisfy hon. gentlemen that it isa good 
clause. My own opinion is that it is a 
good clause, but that does not govern me 
in this respect. I propose to desist from 
it, because I find it would seriously offend 
the feelings of a good many hon. gen- 
tlemen in this House, and there is no 
desire to press on them any clause 
having this effect. especially when it can 
be eusily postponed for another year. I 
therefore ask leave to withdraw that 
motion. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That is the new 
paragraph 86? 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—Yes. 
The motion was withdrawn. 


Hon. Mz. DEBOUCHERVILLE—Does 
the hon. gentleman propose to make any 
change in the provision respecting threats ? 


Hom. Mr. ABBOTT—No; I had a view 
of my own on the subject, which is con- 
firmed by the Minister of Justicee. These 
threats which the hon. gentleman speaks 
of are in the nature of breaches of the 
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peace, and can be taken es aaa te of by 
any magistrate under the Summary Con- 
victions Act. 


Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—I can- 
not see much difference between a verbal 
threat and a threat in writing, and I see 
no reason why the twu offences should be 
treated differently. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If a man utters a 
threat viva voce he can be brought before 
a justice, and if the threat was Se 
violent to justify it, he can be punished, 
or he may be hold to bail to keep the 


peace. 


Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—Why 
make it different from threats by letter ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—These threats by 
letter are generally made for the purpose 
of exto:ting money. 


Hon. MR. POWER—I had proposed to 
move an amendment to the fourth clause 
of this Bill, but upon mentioning it toa 
friend of mine he indicated certain objec- 
tions to so doing, and Ido not therefore 
propose to move it: but I take the liberty 
of referring toa matter which must have 
come under the notice of nearly every 
member of this House. Anyone who read 
the evening papers: yesterday must have 
been struck with the detailed account of 
a case of seduction by a member of the 
Civil Service, a servant of one of the 
Houses of Parliament, the plaintiff in the 
case being a girl a little over the age of 
sixteen years. I see by the morning paper 
that the jury found a verdict for the plain-. 
tiff, awarding $1,000. I do not know whe- 
ther the parties interested intend to have 
this man criminally prosecuted. I think 
it is the duty of whoever isin charge of 
the Ontario criminal business in Ottawa 
to see that the machinery of the criminal 
law is set in operation against this man. 
I wish to call the attention of the leader 
of the House to this fuct, that if the evi- 
dence in the case is to be relied upon, this 
is a case of most deliberate and cold-blood- 
ed character, and I think it is the duty of 
the Government, who are carrying this 
Bill through Parliament for the purpose 
of protecting innocent women throughout 
the countrv, to take that case into consi- - 
deration, and to see that that man is dis- 
missed from the public service if they are 
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satisfied that the decision of the court was 
correct. I think it is a public scandal to 
have a man of that sort in the service of 
Parliament, and it is only my duty to call 
the attention of the Government to the 
matter, and I presume they will take it 
into their consideration. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee, 
reported the Bill with amendments, which 
were concurred in 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed 


The Senate adjourned at 9 o’clock. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Friday, May 2nd, 1890. 


The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THIRD READINGS. 


The following Bills, reported from the 
Committee on Ruilways, Telegrapbs and 
Harbors, without amendment, were read 
the third time and passed :— 

Bill (141) “ An Act to facilitate the 
pritieee by the Pontiac Pacific Junction 

ilway Company from the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company of the branch 
line of Railway between Hull and Aylmer.” 
(Mr. Ogilvie.) 

Bill (123) “ An Act respecting the 
Ontario Pacific Railway Company.” (Mr. 
MacInnes, Burlington.) 


THE COMBINES BIL. 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the Committee 
on Banking and Commerce, reported Bill 
(77) “ An Act to amend the Act for the 
prevention and suppression of Combina- 
tions formed in restraint of Trade,” re- 
commending that the Bill be not passed. 
He said: This is a report of a somewhat 
novel character, and is rather important, 
and requires, I think, careful! consideration 
by the House. It is the desire of the pro- 
moter of the Bill that we should not now 
take action on the report, but have it in 
our minutes, in order that hon. gen- 
tlemen may be acquainted with it. 
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move, therefore, that the report be taken 
into consideration on Wednesday next. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—This is not a private 
Bill; it is a public Bill, and cannot be dis- 
posed of by the Committee on Banking 
and Commerce ; although it may have been 
referred to that committee, it must still 
go through its stages in the House. The 
rule of Parliament is that public Bills do 
not go to private committees, Those com- 
mittees are for private Bills exclusively. 
I was not aware that this Bill had been 
sent there; it should not have gone there. 
It should only have gone by the general 
consent of the House, because the proper 
place to consider a public Bill isin a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. I hope the 
regular stages may not be thwarted by the 
reference of the Bill to the Committee on 
Banking and Commerce. 


Hon. Me. McCALLUM—The object of 
referring the Bill to the Committee on 
Banking and Commerce was to enable 
several delegations from all over the 
country to be heard.  Rather than 
take the report into consideration to-day, 
at the request of several members who 
wish to take part in the discussion I have 
requested the chairman of the committee 
to let the report stand until some time 
next week. As faras I am personally con- 
cerned, I am ready to go on now. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—I take exception 
altogether to the position assumed by the 
hon. gentleman from Ottawa. This is a 
pe Bill, and in the usual course would 

ave gone to a Committee of the Whole 
House. But it was quite competent for the 
House to send it to a private committee, 
as they did, for the convenience of parties 
interested in it. The House having sent 
it to a private committee, it is quite in 
order for the hon. gentleman to report as 
he has done, and quite in order for the 
House to adopt that report without refer- 
ring the Bill to a Committee of the Whole. 
Of course, it is also in order for any mem- 
ber, if he thinks proper, to move that the 
report be referred to a Committee of the 
Whole, but there is nothing certainly out 
of order in the course which the hon, 
chairman has thought proper to adopt in 
resenting the report which has just now 
bean read to the House. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—tThe only ob- 


[| ject I had in view in sending the Bill to 
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paid in connection with the Bill, no part 
of that money should be refunded. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—TI do not rise 
to oppose this motion, for I think this is 
an exceptional case. [ should like to see 
the petitioner in this matter get back the 
balance, after paying the expenses in- 
curred, because À think that, as a result of 
the decision in this case, Parliament will 
be relieved of applications of a similar 
nature. I think it has been bencficial to 
Parliament and to the country that it has 
been decided that we will not grant 
divorce except for a cardinal offence. 
Thehon. gentleman from Hamilton assumes 
that it has been usual to make appli- 
cation for a refund when a private Bill 
has not passed. It has been done, but it 
is not the usual course. It is not the desire 
of Parliament that we should make divorce 
as cheap as possible. In no other court 
to which people apply for relief do they 
get x return of the deposit, especially 
where the expenses are so much in excess 
of the amount paid in. What I think is 
an injustice is that the $200 paid in goes 
immediately to the credit of the Receiver 
General, while the costs of these divorces 
are charged to the contingent accounts 
of the Senate. That is not right, and 
some means should be taken to make a 
change, so that it will be shown that the 
contingent account is so much less the 
amount expended in connection with 
divorce cases. I think the case which is 
under consideration is one in which the 
money ought to be refunded. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should be the 
last person to oppose anything in the way 
of discouragement to these divorce pro- 
ceedings; at the same time, I think the 
House will not be disposed to introduce a 
new principle, applicable: for the reason 
that the rule requiring the deposit of the 
$200 is the same rule with regard to all 
private Bills, and if it is suggested that we 
should change the principle bere it would 
be neccessary to introduce a new rule with 
ragard to divorce proceedings. Therefore, 
itis a matter that might well be con- 
sidered. I differ rrom the hon. gentleman 
who has just taken hisseat, that the fee for 
those private Bills—and I speak of it 
solely as one of a class of private Bills—is 
a fee of indemnity. It is intended to pro- 
tect this House against expense to a 
certain extent, and the Housé has thought 


was.to give all parties an opportunity to 
be heard. 


THe SPEAKER—I think it is right 
that hon. gentlemen should be reminded 
that when this matter cume befure the 
House it was specially mentioned that a 
number of deputations were coming here, 
and it would be more convenient to have 
the Bill referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Commerce. 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—This is no unusual 
or extraordinary course. We did the 
same thing the other day with the Gov- 
ernment Bill—the Railway Bill—very 
much for the same reason, for the con- 
venience of the parties, and it was quietly 
disposed of after a patient hearing of all 
parties interested. I am not one to object 
to the course pursued in this instance. 


The motion was agreed to. 


REFUNDING FEES IN DIVORCE 
CASES. 


MOTION, 


Hon. Mr. SANFORD moved— 


That the fee of two hundred dollars, paid to the 
Clerk of this House by Emily Walker in presentin 
her petition for an Act to dissolve her marri wit 
Alfred Percy Walker, be refunded to her, less the 
expenses incurred. Also, all the exhibits filed by the 
petitioner at the hearing of the evidence. 


He said: In making this motion I have 
ay, followed the usual procedure in 
this House in connection with divorce 
cases, where parties applying have failed 
to secure relief. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Of course, it has 
been the practice of this House and theother 
House also to return the fee where Bills 
have failed to get through, but I think it 
is a question worthy the consideration of 
this House whether, especially in cases of 
applications for divorce, this rule ought to 
prevail, We know that those cases in- 
_volve very heavy expense. I am told 
that in one case this Session the expense 
to the country will be about $1,000. Un- 
der these circumstances, I do not know 
that it is a wise policy to return any of 
the $200, as is done in other cases. It is 
worthy ofthe consideration of the House. 
I do not oppose my hon. friend’s motion, 
but I think in these divorce cases an ex- 
ception should be made, and where the 
expenses have largely exceeded the $200 
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for passing an order at all; still, we must 
keep to the rule, and at some future time, 
if it is brought up, naturally we will have 
an opportunity of considering whether it 
is advisable to make a new rule with regard 
todivorce cases. I have no desire to throw 
a shield of protection round divorce; it 
would rathar be the other way, in conse- 
quence of the trouble I have had with 
those cases for some years past. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I agree with the 
hon. gentleman from Amherst that we 
should not suddenly or arbitrarily depart 
from what has been the practice of this 
House, but I do not say that the principle 
which applies to other private Bills ap- 
plies wath the same force to Bills of di- 
vorce; for, in considering Bills of divorce 
we incur a large expenditure that is not 
incurred in the discussion of other Bills. 
While we recognise the principle that this 
$200 is for the purpose of covering ex- 
penses by the very form in which the hon. 
gentleman put his motion, ‘that the ex- 
penses, are to be deducted from the $200, 
we do not carry out this principle fully if 
we apply it only to the printing. The 
printing is only a small portion of the ex- 
penses of this House in carcying a Bill of 
divorce as far as this one went. Perhaps, 
without departing now fiom the o: dinary 
practice. by refusing to refund this money, 
por who desire to come before this 

ouse for divorce should be put on their 
guard, and should not expect in the future, 
as a matter of course, the return of their 
deposit where their application fails, I 
think this House would do well to consider 
how far the money ought to be retained to 
pay any expenses that may have been in- 
curred to carry on the proceedings. 


Hon. Mr. DICK EY—tThis does not ap- 
ply only to the expense of printing, but to 
other expenses. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—This is an 
actual payment, according to the Rules of 
the House, and therefore it cannot be 
treated as if it were put in to indemnify 
the House for any expenre that may be 
incurred. 
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very largely, and this is a cuse in which 
there is an exceptional claim upon our 
sympathies from the fact that this young 
woman, whose record is unquestioned, is 
placed to-day, with limited means, depen- 
dant wholly upon herself and the small in- 
heritance she hae and the balance in our 
hands, whatever balance that may be after 
deducting the necessary costs, is an im- 

ortant item for her to have. I hope the 

ouse will not make an exceptional case 
of this one. 


The motion was agreed to. 


CLAPP DIVORCE CASE. 
MOTION, 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved— 


That the fee of two hundred dollars, paid to the 
Clerk of this House by David P. Clapp, in presentin 
his petition for an Act to dissolve his marriage wit 
Alice Mae Clapp or Macdonald, be refunded to him, 
less the expenses incurred. Also, all the exhibits 
filed by petitioner at the hearing of the evidence. 

This is a similar proposition to the one 
that has just been assented to by the House, 
but I believe that in this case there will be 
a much less sum to be refunded in conse- 
quence of the expenses incurred. 


Hon. Mr. FLINT— I appear to be a 
stunding or sitting seconder for my hon. 
friend on my left and my hon. friend on 
my right, and I have no objection to 
seconding anything that he brings for- 
ward ; but in this case the balance, if uny, 
should be given to Mrs. Clapp; I think she 
is more entitled to it than Mr. Clapp is. 
The two cases before us are very different 
to-day, and | should hope that the sense ot 
the House would be, instead of giving the 
balance to Mr. Clapp they would pay over 
what balance there may be to Mrs. Clapp, 
who deserves it. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think it is 
necessary to create a precedent. The hon. 
gentleman who has moved in this matter 
has stated that the balance to be returned 
is so small that it would not affect the 
petitioner very much, and we had better 
now make the precedent and let the 
House decide that they will not hereafter 
refund the money. ‘This case is different 
from the previous one. There all the facts 
were unanimously agreed upon. The peti- 
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no refund will be made in these cases. 
The motion was agrecd to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Rill (CC) “An Act respecting certain 
Savin 


(Mr. 


Banks in the Province of Quebec.” 
bbott.) 


THE RAILWAYS BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of Bill (Z) “An Act respecting 
Railways.” 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This Bill comes 
back lo us in a different form from that in 
which it went to the committee. In fact, the 
two most important clauses in the Bill have 
been stricken out, and there has not been 
any discussion on the subject inthe House. 
I do not propose to discuss the clauses that 
have been stricken out, but I rise for the 
purpose of moving an amendment. The 
fourth clause of this Bill was intended to 
remedy an injustice which arose under the 
existing law. The fourth clause strikes 
out sub-section 3 of section 194, and sub- 
stitutes the following therefor :— 


‘8. If the company omits to erect and complete, as 
aforesaid, any fence or cattle guard, or if, after it is 
camnpletets the company neglectsto maintain the same 
as aforesaid, and if in consequence of such omission 
or neglect any animal gets upon the railway from an 
adjoining place where, under the circumstances, it 
might properly be, then the company shall be liable 
to the owner of every such animal for all dam in 
respect of it caused by any of the company’s trains or 
engines; and no animal allowed by law to run at 
large shall be held to be improperly on a place adjoin- 
ing the railway merely for the reason that the owner 
or occupant of such place has not permitted it to be 
there.” 

The cause of this change in the law was 
a case that occurred in the immediate 
neighborhood of this city. In Ontario 
there is a statute which legalizes the run- 
ning at large of one man’s cattle upon an- 
other man’s land, provided there is no 
fence to prevent them from getting there ; 
and the cattle then, sometimes through 
the default of the railway company in 
fencing their line, get on the railway track 
and are killed, and onder the law as it 
stands the owner has no redress. The 
object of this provision is to give him re- 
dress. As the law stands now, unless the 
cattle get on the railway track from the 
property of the owner he has no redress. 


tioner in this case had no merit on his side,|This amendment proposes that where 
and we should now decide that hereafter | cattle get on the railway from the place 


where the cattle are by law allowed to be, 
then the owner may recover for them if 
they are killed by the company’s trains. 
I think that is a right and proper thing, 
because the immediate cause of the de- 
struction of the cattle is the neglect 
of the railway company to fence their 
road. It is a very common practice 
in the Province of Nova Scotia, and I 
presume it is the same in New Brunswick, 
that cattle are allowed to run at large 
upon wild lands owned by the neighbors 
or owne:s of the cattle, and if these cattle 
get on the railway track there is no reason 
why the railway company or the Govern- 
ment, as the case may be. should not pay 
for the cattle if they are killed, owing to 
tho defuult of the railway company or of 
the Government in not fencing the road. 
I have been told by the hon. gentleman 
from Colchester of a case within his own 
knowledge where the cattle of two parties 
were herded together, and they got on the 
railway track from the lands of one of the 
owners, and the man from whose land the 
cattle got on the track was paid for the 
destruction of his cattle, while his neighbor 
received no compensation. [think that is 
evidently unfair. If a man chooses to 
allow his neighbor’s cattle to run over his 
land, and, owing to the neglect of the rail- 
way company or of the Government to 
fence the railway track the cattle are 
killed, [ think the neighbor should have 
the right to recover for them. My motion 
is that the Bill be not now read the third 
time, but that it be amended by striking 
out the words “ by law ” in the second line 
on the second page. 


Hon. Mra. SCOTT—This amendment is 
poses to meet the very case mentioned 

y the hon. gentleman from Halifax, a 
case of the cattle of “A” being killed, 
having got on the track from the land of 
‘“ B,” and I think it meets it entirely and 
fully. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—It meets it in the 
Province of Ontario only. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It meets it overy- 
where. The words “ by law” are simply 
introduced for the purpose of relieving 
the railway company of the responsibility 
of killing animals where they are not 
allowed by law torun at large. For 
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instance, take a town or city : there are 
by-laws there that cattle shall not be 
allowed to run at large. Railway compa- 
nies do not fence their track in such places 
and it would be impossible to fence them. 
If cattle are running at large the owner 
takes his chances, and they are liable to 
be impounded. That is practically the 
law all over the Dominion, that where a 
municipal by-law provides that cattle shall 
not be allowed to run at large, if they are 
allowed to run at large and are killed on 
the railway the railway company is not 
held liable. The company would be liable 
for cattle killed at a crossing. There are 
particular sections of the Railway Act 
which require that cattle shall be in charge 
of a custodian at such points. If you 
strike out the words “ by law,” then in 
all cuses the companies would become 
liable. The care suggested by my hon. 
friend is one that is met by this clause, 
and the reason of it is this, that in the Act 
the clause which it amends provides : 


‘* Until such cattle guards are dul 
pleted, and if after they are so 


made and com- 
e and completed 
they are not duly maintained, the company shall be 
liable for all damages done by its trains and engines 
to cattle, horses and other animals, not wrongfully 
on the railway, and having got there in consequence 
of the omission to make, complete and maintain such 
fences and cattle guards as aforesaid.” 


It was held by many of the judges that 
the effect of the words “ not wrongfully on 
the railway ” was to exempt the company 
from the consequence of killing animals 
where the animals got on the track by 
trespassing on a neighbor’s property. The 
effect of the amendment is to make the 
provision very much wider—to hold the 
company liablo for animals killed under 
circumstances which the general Railway 
Act of 1888 did not cover, inasmuch as in 
many places in the country cattle are 
allowed to run at large, and one neighbor 
allows the cattle of an adjoining neighbor 
to go on his pasture, and from there may 
escape on to the track together. Under 
the law as il is proposed to make it, the 
owner, not alone of that property from 
which the cattle got on to the track, but 
the owners of any animals that go on 
through that particular piece of land, would 
be able to hold the company liable, the 
word “wrongfully” being omitted in 
this section, and the clause being made to 
apply generally. 


Hon. Mz. KAULBACH—TIf the views 
of the hon. gentleman from Ottawa are 
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correct with regard to the case which the 
hon. gentleman from Halifax has stated, I 
would be in favor of letting the Bill go as 
it is; but I do not exactly see that it is so. 
I think the case that my hon. friend has 
stuted, where the division fence between 
two parties is allowed to go down and cat- 
tle are allowed to roam over both proper- 
ties, it would be very hard if the law, as it 
now is, provides one owner should be paid 
for his cattle if they are killed on the rail- 
way track and the other owner should not 
be paid. There are many such cases in 
Nova Scotia, and if my hon. friend has 
stated the decisions in such cases cor- 
rectly, his amendment is necessary. In 
Nova Scotia, in many neighborhoods, cattle 
run in common or unfenced lands, and it 
is necessary that railway companies should 
fence their track, and adopt every possible 
means to prevent accident. Itis in the 
public interest, apart from the interest of 
the people owning the cattle in the coun- 
try, that railways should be careful to pro- 
tect their track from all trespass which 
might endanger life and property. 


Hon. Mr. McK AY—I have some know- 
ledge of these difficulties that we have had 
to meet heretofore. In my own county, 
of which I was the representative in the 
House of Commons, I have met with this 
difficulty continuously. We have a range 
of country along the line of railway where, 
by mutual consent, the cattle of the neigh- 
bors roam at will. The manager of the 
Intercolonial Railway is a law unto him- 
self, and when cases of this kind occur, 
where cattle have gone from these com- 
mons on to the railway, and were killed, 
the railways managers have positively 
refused to pay for any that did not come 
on the track from the property of the 
owner. I confess that I have no desire 
that the law should be made so open that 
cattle ranging at large on the highway 
and getting on the railway should be paid 
for by the company if killed, but I think 
where cattle are running in common on a 
field, with the consent of the owner of the 
field, the responsibility of the railway 
should be the same, whether they were on 
the owncr’s land or not. We cannot enter 
a suit against the Intercolonial Railway, as 
it is owned by the Government, and people 
have to take what the manager of the 
road offers to pay for a beast that is killed 
on their track. 
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place, then the party could not recover. 


Hon, MR. MILLER—Would not that 
include the case stated by the hon. gentle- 


. man from Colchester ? 


the animal should be on the land of any- 
one but the owner. 


consent of the proprietors on the property 


Hon. Mn. ABBOTT—Is it contrary to| they are properly there, even if that 
the statute that the cattle should be on | consent beimplied only, and not expressed. 


other land than that of the owner with 
the consent of the owner of the property ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not know that 
itis. I would remind the House that in 
the case of the New Brunswick school 
law the ultimate decision turned on the 
fact that the separate schools which ex- 
isted before Confederation were not au- 
thorized by law, but existed on sufferance, 
and because the British North America 
Act contained these two words “ by law ” 
the New Brunswick School Act question 
was decided in a different sense from what 
it would have been decided if those two 
words had not been placed in the Act. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think my 
hon. friend’s quotation of that precedent 
ought to do him much good. I do not see 
any analogy at all between the two cases. 
The clause, as the hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa observes, meets exactly the case 
which the hon. gentleman puts. My hon. 
friend puts the case where cattle are 
roaming by consent of the proprietors of 
the property, in common, upon their 
respective properties, and therefore no one 
can deny that these cattle are properly 
there. If they are properly there, then 
the company is liable if they stray on the 


Hon. Me. MILLER—Or in the enjoy- 
ment of the rights of common. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes. What does 
my hon. friend’s amendment do? If 
animals stray about the country, wander- 
ing about the rouds, going where they 
ought not tobe, thentheyare there illegally, 
and the railway is in no way bound to 


| fence them out from their track; but my 


hon. friend’s amendment would make the 
railway responsible for it if they endan- 
gered life and property. Such a law does 
not exist anywhere. In other countries 
the owner of an animal to have a remedy 
against the company if it is injured can 
only have it if the animal comes upon the 
railway track from the owner’s property, 
or from some place where it has expressly 
a right to be—as, for instance, a leased 
place, or where it is out at pasture. We 
ure extending it much further than that 
—much further than any other law I 
know of extends it; and I may say 
that that clause hus been pressed very 
strongly upon the Government, and by the 
Government upon the railway companies, 
because it was considered and decided 
apn most carefully by the representatives 
of the various districts where injuries of 
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this kind had occurred, and where law- 
suits respecting cattle had been frequent, 
where, in fact,they knew all about the risks 
that were run, and were good judges of the 
rights which they desired to have pro- 
tected by the amendment to the statute. 
In making this amendment the Govern- 
ment have gone as far as they possibly 
could go. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—How would 
the law apply to Crown land? There are 
many parts of Nova Scotia were there are 
lands belonging to the Crown on which 
cattle roam, Docs my hon. friend think 
that the law should apply to such lands ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT —It the Crown 
allows the cattle to roam there it cannot 
be said that they are illegally there. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It is very desirable 
that some law should be passed on this 
subject, because in the absence of any law 
these very difficulties occur which have 
been adverted to my hon. friend from 
Colchester, and it was in order to remove 
doubts and give better protection to the 

ublic that this clause was put in. In 
Moine that there was a difficulty in adapt- 
ing it to the varying circumstances of the 
ditferent Provinces, and what better stan- 
dard could you take, apart from the objec- 
tion which I will notice presently, than 
by saying “being allowed by law.” We 
made it sufficiently comprehensive and 
elastic to meet the varying circumstances 
of the different Provinces. My reason for 
saying that is this: the only doubt I had 
in my own mind as to this clause was how 
far we might be considered as trenching 
on the civil rights of the different Proviuces. 
My difficulty was met by these words, 
“allowed by law’’—that is to say, the law 
of the country through which the road 
passes. I do not think the clause is open 
to the criticism that has been passed on it. 
I am very sorry indeed that our attention 
was not called to this, and it is unfortu- 
nate that the objection was not made so 
that we could have fully considered it in 
committee. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I moved 


amendment in committee, 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—As far as we could 
consider it at the moment, we thought 
that we hit on the very best course we 
could by using those words “allowed by 


that 
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law.” I have a decided objection to these 
words being struck out, because I think 
they are a protection to the different Pro- 
vinces through which the railways run. 


The amendment was declared lost on a 
division. 

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED— When this 
matter was before the committee I direct- 
ed the attention of the leader of the Senate 
to the fact that this section, while it casts 
certain duties ae railways running 
through municipalities in the Provinces, 
in my opinion would not, from its peculiar 
construction, reach the North-West Terri- 
tories, I therefore submitted to the com- 
mittee a suggestion that the matter should 
be looked into, and gavo notice that I 
probably would move an amendment 
at the third reading. Upon looking at 
it more closely I see that it is so 
constructed that it does not extend 
to the Territories. I therefore move 
that the said Bill be not now read a third 
time, but that it be amended by inserting 
the following as clause (a) :— 


Section 194 of the Railway Act is hereb 
by adding the following words to the 
thereof :— 

“It is further provided that in the Western Terri- 
tories of Canada, when municipalities have been or- 
ganized under the municipal laws of the said Terri- 
tories, the land through which any railway runs in 
such municipalities shall be protected by fences, gates 
and cattle guards, as in this section provided.” 


I understand that from the nature of the 
municipal laws in Manitoba and British 
Columbia, the municipal laws referred to 
in the section are not such as to allow its 
extension even to those two Provinces. I 
hope the leader of the House may see his 
way to permit this amendment to be made, 
so that we can benefit by this law in the 
Western Territories. 


Hon. MR ABBOTT—This matter was 
discussed slightly, as my hon. friend says, 
in the Railway Committee, when repre- 
sentatives of the various railways inter- 
ested were present, and was strongly 
objected to. The point that is made against 
my hon. friend’s motion is this, that under 
the system which prevails it would he 
practicable so to organize municipalities 
without in reality any material population, 
as to compel the numerous railway com- 

anies that are now in existence in the 
orth-West to fence their entire ‘lands, 
even though there might not be any cattle 
within miles of the track, or any necessity 
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stand, ia that on the petition of two-thirds of 
the actual population of a territory, or por- 
tion of a territoi y, the Lieutenant-Governor 
may create that section intoa municipality ; 
so that if there were thirty-three settlers 
in a territory, which might be of any 
extent almost, twenty-two of them could 
petition the Lieutenant-Governor and get 
the district erected into a municipality, and 
that would compel any railway company 
whose line passed through that district 
to fence its entire frontage through 
that territory, although there might hs 
only avery sparse settlement. How far 
the actual needs of there municipalities 
require to be met is not very easy to be 
decided in a moment. The law provides 
fully for ordinary municipalities, and com- 
pels the fencing of the frontage of a rail- 
way on both sides in these municipulities, 
and, 1 think, by a subsequent clause, re- 
quires further fencing where there are 
eettlers. The railway companies are com- 
pelled to fence. nder these circum- 
stances, and considering the enormous 
magnitude of what my hon. friend pro- 
oe to impose on the railway companies, 

should hesitate to accept his amendment. 
I undertake to say that the question will 
be looked into, and we will endeavor to 
ascertain how far we can give additional 

rotection to tracts of country not organ- 
ized into municipalities as contemplated 
by the Act as it stands, but at this moment 
I could not undertake to accept an amend- 
ment of such enormous importance as 
this. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The object of the 
hon. gentleman from Calgary might be 
met by «pp ying to the Percitories the 
pour which apply to the Maritime 

rovinces now. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT- I think the law 
says that now with respect to the whole 
country. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It provides that at 
the time of the construction of a railway 
the company shall make a fence where the 
land is occupied; but there does not seem 
to be any provision for a case where the 
lands are not occupied until after the con- 
struction of the railway. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I think there is a 
clause which compels them to construct a 
fence on six months’ notice. 
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Hon. Mz. LOUGHEED—I am quite 
well aware of the fact that it would entail 
a very large expense on the railway com- 
panies at the present time, and as the 
matter was brought hurriedly before the 
Railway Committee,without sufficient time 
to permit of a proper consideration being 
given to it, I am prepared to withdraw 
the amendment, on the assurance of the 
leader of the House that the matter will 
receive the consideration of the Govern- 
ment before next session. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I can assure my 
hon. friend that it will receive the careful 
consideration of the Government. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I was about to 
direct the attention of the House to a diffi- 
culty which has arisen in Manitoba, owing 
to the construction placed upon the Ral- 
was Act by one of the registrars under 
the Torrens Act. I understand the atten- 
tion of the leader of the House has been 
directed to the fact. The difficulty arose 
in this way: Under the previous Railwa 
Act, before the consolidation of 1888, it 
was contended that powers were not given 
at that time to the railway companies to 
acquire lands by purchase. Certain town 
sites had been acquired by purchase by 
the C. P. R. Co., and were afterwards sold. 
On application of the purchasers for a 
certificate of title under the Torrens Act 
a difficulty thus arose. It was held by 
the registrar that the railway companies 
not having the power to purchase those 
lands, they therefore had not the power to 
sell and to make title to same, and hence 
a certificate could not be issued under the 
Act. The attention of the leader of the 
House, I understand, has been directed to 
it, and a suggestion was made that section 
1 of this amending Act should be so 
amended as to meet the difficulty which 
had arisen, making the law retroactive to 
reach the transactions which have already 
taken place. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My attention has 
been directed to this question, but I doubt 
if the difficulty really exists, except, ar 
haps, in the mind of the registrar. The 
General Railway Act which was in force 
previous to the Revised Statutes contains 
a clause which authorizes a railway com- 
pany desiring to acquire land for its sta- 
tions or other conveniences to acquire a 
larger portion of land than it needs, if by 
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so doing it can purchase cheaper than by|my hon. friend is not right. The mem- 


getting the precise quantity required for 
railway purposes. That clause is very 
full, and it expressly authorized the com- 
pany, after taking what it requises for the 
purposes of its railway to sell the remain- 
der in such a manner as it may deem fit. 
The subject was mentioned to me by one 
or two gentlemen, who, I dare say, have 
bcen speuking to my hon, friend about it 
too. They explained the objection of this 
registrur, and it was stated that the provi- 
sion which exists in the Railway Act in 
the Revised Statates, which is precisely of 
the nature I have just mentioned, did not 
exils in 11e previous statute: but it does 
exist in the previous statute, and in my 
Opinion there is no possible difficulty in 
the sale by the railway company of any 
surplus land it may have acquired in this 
way over and above what it actually needs 
for its convenience. There is no difficulty 
in selling that land in any way that the 
rompany thinks proper. ff the registrar 
refuses to register such sales on the ground 
that the company had no right to sell 
such lands I think he is wrong, and he 
could be compelled by mandamus or other- 
wise to make the registration : so that, as 
far as that difficulty goes, I do not think 
an amendment is needed. Of course the 
amendment suggested, it might be said, 
would be harmless ; but, on the other hand, 
it might not be harmless, It might 
encourage to speculation in lands if a 
railway company were authorized to sell 
any land it might acquire any how or from 
any person—it might be construed into 
authorizing the railway company to deal 
in land, to buy it on speculation, with the 
hope of selling at a profit, which is not 
within the functions of a railway company. 
It seems to me it is going far enough tosay 
that if the railway company finds it neces- 
sary to acquire more land than it needs it 
may eell the surplus, after keeping what 
it needs—and that is the state of the law. 


Hon. MR. LOUGHEED—The difficulty 
I apprehend arose in the very way men- 
tioned by my hon. friend: the land, I am 
informed, was not acquired for the “ pur- 
poses of the railway,” but rather for town 
sites, and therefore was acquired for a 
speculative object, and doubtless the diffi- 
culty has arisen in that way. But as my 
attention has only been directed to it within 
the last hour, I am not prepared to say that 








ber who represents the county of Selkirk 
in the House of Commons, and who lives 
in the city of Brandon, called my attention 
to it, and requested me to bring the mat- 
ter before the House. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (137) “An Act to amend the Gas 
Inspection Act.” (Mr. Smith.) 


The Senate adjourned at 4.25 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Monday, May 5th, 1850. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (132) “An 
Act to amend the Indian Advancement 
Act, Chapter 44 of the Revised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: The first 
clause does not exactly meet the desire of 
the Department. It provides that the pre- 
vious consent of the Indians of a reserve 
must be obtained before the reserve is 
divided into sections. Now, what is 
intended is to give power to divide the 
reserve into sections or to constitute the 
reserve one section by itself, if the Indians 
so desire it. I have here an amendment, 
which I now move, to that effect. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the 
clause, as amended, was adopted. 


Hon. Mra. SCOTT—Where those Indian 
reserves are within municipalities that are 
organized I cannot see that the Depart- 
ment can take power to deal with such a 
question. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think the Bill 
= only to reserves in the North- 
est. 
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Hon. Mr. POWER—Section 2 of the 
chapter that we are amending rays that 
this Act may be made applicable to any 
band of Indians in any Province. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This particular 
clause must necessarily apply to Indians 
in the North-West, because the reserves 
in the older Provinces are already divided 
into smaller sections. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Only some of them. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—AII that I know 
of are. If any are not divided, this section 
would apply to them. 


Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington), 
from the committee, reported the Bill 
with the amendment, which was concurred 
in. 

The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed. 


INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (BB) “An 
Act further to amend ‘The Indian Act.’ ” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Section 16 of the 
old Act provides that no Indian shall be 
deemed to be lawfully in possession of land 
until he receives a certificate. He has a 
qualified right to the land on which he 
has made improvements, but the issuing 
of this certificate is a matter which re- 
quires considerable delay, and it is thought 
expedient to give him a temporary certi- 
ficate of occupancy. This clause simply 
makes a temporary provision that, pend- 
ing the issuing of the regular location 
ticket (which requires the sanction uf the 
band and other formalities), the Indian 
may be located temporarily on any land 
that he selects, with the approval of the 
Superintendent General. 


Hon. MR. GIRARD—The Indian Com- 
missioner is given the power to cancel 
certificates at any time. Suppose an In- 
dian makes improvements on a lot and 
the certificate is subsequently cancelled, 
is the Indian entitled to any indemnity for 
his improvements ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes ; clause 16 
provides for that. 
The clause was adopted. 
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On the 3rd clause, 


Hon. Ma. ABBOTT said: I propose to 
ask the committee to strike out clauses 3 
and 4, with their sub-sections. The diffi- 
culty which it was intended to remedy is 
a trespass which frequently occurs, and 
which the statute already provides 
against: but while the statute provides 
that no trespass by cattle or otherwise 
shall take place on an Indian reserve, and 
gives the agent power to remove persons 
who remain there without justification, it 
does not, as it now stands, provide any 

enalty for this, and the attempt to make 
it penal to this extent has aroused a good 
deal of opposition from settlers, which 
seems to be, to a large extent, justified. Of 
course, in the Territories there are no 
fences on the Indian reserves, and the 
farms are not fenced. During the summer 
seuson the people protect their crops from 
tne cattle by herding, and during the rest 
of the year the cattle stray at large. To 
render it penal to allow cattle to stray 
upon a reserve when the law does not 
make it penal to allow cattle to stray 
upon any other property would seem to 
be an injustice to begin with, and would 
probably impose too severe a burden on 
the settlers. The Minister has concluded 
that he will not press these clauses creat- 
ing these penalties until he has further 
looked into the matter, and consulted the 
people and ascertained what measure of 
protection can really be given without 
injustice. Î therefore move that clauses 
3 and 4, with their sub-sections, be struck 
out of the Bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 


On clause 9,— 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: Clause 9 is a 
reproduction of the former Act, only the 
former Act was to protect the Indians in 
the possession of the animals and other 
things given them by the Government, and 
prohibiting them from disposing of them. 
This is made to include the progeny of 
such animals, which were held not to be 
included in the law as it stood. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On the 11th clause,— 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: Clause 11 is 
one which makes provision for an 
Indian deserting his family without just 
cause. This isa clause which has been 
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asked for by the Grand Council of the Six 
Nation Indians, and the Minister is satis- 
fied, by the report of his agents, that it is a 
proper clause and should be passed. It 
seems by its terms to be reasonable and 
proper, but I would make a little amend- 
ment here. The first words of this clause 
are different from the introductory words 
of the other clause. It is said that the 
Indian Act is hereby amended. It should 
be ‘‘ the said Act.” 


The amendment was agreed to, and the 
clause, as amended, was adopted. 


On clause 12,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: There is an 
objection made to extending the power of 
two justices of the peace to Indian agents. 
In reality it is scarcely possible to do 
otherwise, The class of offences which it 
is intended to guard against is compara- 
tively a small one, and the Indian agent is 
usually-chosen for his intelligence and 
knowledge of tho Indian character. I 
brought the matter before my colleagues 
and they think that the clause ought to 
be adopted, with jurisdiction for the pur- 
poses of this Act only, and for offences 
against public morals and public conve- 
nience, which we think should be adminis- 
tered by the Indian agent. 


The clause was agreed to. 


On clause 13,—- 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a clause 
which has caused some discussion as to 
the propriety of applying the laws res- 

cting game in their entirety to the 
ndians. There is always a certain amount 
of indulgence to the Indians, insofar as they 
make use of the game they kill to support 
life. It has been proposed, and my col- 
league has consented to the amendment, 
that the Superintendent General shall 
have power to apply to the Indians only a 
portion of the game laws—that is to say, 
the portion that arp aes to some particular 
animals, It has been said that prairie 
chickens and whitefish ought to be pro- 
tected, but it is not so important that a 
large number of animals and birds which 
are included in the game laws should be 
protected from the Indians, For that 
reason I ask the coramittee to insert after 
the word “Territories” in the 13th line 
the words: 

“Or respecting such game as shall be specified in 


such notice. 
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Hon. Mz. GIRARD—If I understand 
right, this applies to game, and the word 
“game” does not apply to fish. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is defined in 
the game laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


On the, 14th section,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This section is to 
make provision that officials of the Depart- 
ment, missionaries and teachers, shall be 
prohibited from trading with the Indians, 


Hon. Me. DEBOUCHERVILLE — We 
have the right to prohibit officials or em- 
ployés from trading with the Indians, but 

do not see that we have any right to in- 
terfere with missionaries, I think it is 
not right that missionaries should act as 
traders with the Indians; still, I do notsee 
that the Government have any right to 
prohibit them, They can prohibit officials 
who are in their employ, but missionaries 
are not in the employ of the Government. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT — But my hon. 
friend will see that this Parliament has 
the right to legislate for the North-West 
Territories and the Indians. 


Hon. Me. GIRARD—There is a differ- 
ence between having a power and abusing 
that power. There are a good many per- 
sons trading with the Indians now. The 
Hudson Bay Company have trading posts 
through the Territories, and trade with 
the Indians, and that clause with respect 
to missionaries may cause‘a great deal of 
difficulty. The missionaries trade in small 
articles that are generally sent to them by 
way of charity for the Indians, and they 
are given to the Indians for a small con- 
sideration. If you deprive the mission- 
aries of the right of trading, the Indians 
will find some other way of getting these 
supplies, which certainly will not be as 
advantageous to themselves as the tran- 
sactions they have from time to time with 
their missionaries, I think there should 
be some exception made in this clause for 
the protection of missionaries. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Then all the 
traders in the Territories will trade with 
these Indians under the pretence of bein 
missionaries, Thedifficulty that is desire 
to be guarded against is the defrauding of 
Indians, by traders of one class or another, 
of all they get from the Government, 
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which it is found almost impossible to 
prevent by the most stringent laws that we 
can make. Nobody will suppose for a 
moment that any real missionary belong- 
ing to an established church, and recog- 
nised by an established church, will defraud 
these Indians; on the contrary, I believe 
the missionaries are their greatest bene- 
factors. At the same time, it is not 
necessary that they should trade with the 
Indians. If they wish to confer a benefit 
on them they can do it through some 
third party or insome other way. Unless 
persons who are engaged in mission work 
are prohibited from trading with the In- 
dians, every rascal that comes over the 
boundary line will trade with them under 
the guise of religion. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—I think you had 
better keep missionaries to their legitimate 
work. 


Hon. Mz. LOUGHEED—I think the 
clause is ambiguous. I refer to the 24th 
and 25th lines. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—It means Indians 
on a reserve, 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I suppose the word- 
ing of this clause would not prevent a 
missionary from selling a prayer book to 
an Indian ? 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—No one is 
allowed to trade on the reserves except 
those who are pen licensed by the 
Government to do so; but in British 
Columbia missionaries cannot live except 
by truding with the Indians. Formerly 
this trade was in the hands of a few people 
who charged the Indians whatever prices 
they liked, After missions were established 
the Indians got fair prices for what 
they bought and sold, and I know that in 
many parts of British Columbia the mis- 
sionaries could not get along without 
being allowed to trade. There must be 
stores on the reserve, and if you want to 
keep out traders who would sell spirits 
you must allow the missionaries to trade 
with the Indians. If you do not allow the 
missionaries to trade, others will come in 
under a subterfuge and sell liquors, 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The objection the 
hon. gentleman makes is so strong that 
perhaps we might extend the provision at 
the end of this clause, and say that mission- 

l 
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aries may trade under license with the 
Indians. 


Hon. MR. MoINNES (B.C.)—I think 
the, Bill as it stands is preferable to any 
amendment that cun be made. If the 
missionary who goes in amongst those 
Indians attends exclusively to his mission 
work he has all that he can do. I 
do not know, notwithstanding what my 
hon. colleague has stated, of any instance 
in British Columbia, with the exception of 
one, and that is Mr. Duncan, of a 
missionary trading with the Indians. 
That state of affairs has entirely passed 
away, and now there is no reserve in 
British Columbia where there are not 
legitimate traders in close proximity, who 
supply Indians with necessary supplies, 
and I think the clause had better pass as 
it is. 

Hon. Me. MACDONALD (B. C.)—At 
Metlakatlah, where Mr. Duncan formerly 
lived, the bishop keeps a store to supply 
the Indians; otherwise, the Indians would 
become demoralized. At Queen Charlotte 
Island all the supplies the Indians have 
are what the missionaries furnish to them. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B. C.)—And the 
gentleman who supplies them has been 
the cause of more trouble and more 
prune rows amongst the Indians, and 

as caused more dissatisfaction than an 
other man who has gone into Britis 
Columbia. I think if his power was in- 
creased it would be a misfortune to the. 
Indians in that portion of the Dominion. 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think 
any amendment to the clause is required, 
as far as I know the condition of the In- 
dians in the North-West. I am impressed 
ae with what the hon. gentleman 
from Victoria has said, but there geems to 
be a pe te ans of opinion between 
him and his hon. colleague from New 
Westminster. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—As this seems to 
represent the wishes of the Superintend- 
ent General, I do not see that any harm 
could arise by giving the Superintendent 
General the right to license a missionary 
to trade with these Indians if he thinks it 
expedient to do so. The Superintendent 
General will not allow it if it is an unde 
sirable thing. 
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Hon. Mr. DEVER—There are many; Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I would not be 


men who may call themselves missionaries, 
and may be at the same time unworthy 
people, and there should be some check on 
them. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If the committee 
will pass the clause as it stands I will not 
ask the House to give the Bill the third 
reading to-day until I consult with my 


colleagues. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD, from the 
committee, reported the Bill with certain 
amendments, which were concurred in. 


ELECTORAL FRANCHISE BILL. 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. 


The House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (136) “ An 
Act farther to amend the Revised Statutes, 
papier 5, respecting the Electoral Fran- 
chise.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On clause 2,— 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT moved to amend 
section 9 by striking out “ North-West ” 
and substituting therefor “ Western.” 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is no such 
lace yet as the Western Territories of 
anada. 


Hon. Me. POWER—If the other Bill 
that passed this House this Session does 
not me law the objection will be 
. good. 


Hon. MR. MILLER—Even though it 
does pass, that part of Canada is now 
known as the North-West Territories, and 
therefore should be referred to in this 
Bill as such. Of course, after the other 
Bill passes what is now known as the 
North-West Territories will be known as 
the Western Territories of Canada. 


Hon. Mz. DICKEY—A general provi- 
sion in a few words in the other Bill, say- 
ing that wherever the expression North- 
West Territories occurs in the Statutes it 
would mean the Western Territories would 
have been sufficient. 


Hon, Me. MILLER-—I think the words 
“ North-West Territories” should be used 
until the other Bill becomes law. 


surprised if my triend’s opinion were right. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—These Bills will 
all be assented to by the Governor General 
on the same day. A statute is regarded 
as beginning from the day it is assented 
to, and as the two Acts will gointo opera- 
tion on the same day, the reference to the 
Territories as the Western Territories will 
be perfectly correct. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I shall make up 
my mind about it between now and the 
third reading of the Bill, and suggest to the _ 
House the mode that I propose to follow 
with regard to the subject. If necessary, 
the Bill can be altered at the third read- 


ing. 
How. Me. DEBOUCHERVILLE, from 


the committee, reported the Bill, with 
amendments, which were concurred in. 


The Senate adjourned at 4:30 p. m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, May 6th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’cloek. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE GREAT MACKENZIE BASIN 
MOTION. 


Hon. Me. GIRARD moved: 


That in the opinion of this House, the time has 
arrived to organize that north-western part of the 
Dominion known as the Great Mackenzie pu and 
the attention of the Government is ins ed to 
the necessity for adopting a scheme for the better pro- 
tection of ita people, its valuable mines, fisheries and 
hunting grounds. 

He said: I have some hesitation in ap- 
pearing before the Senate with a question 
of this importance, at this late period of 
the Session; but on looking at our Order 
Paper to-day I may be excused for calling 
the attention of hon. gentlemen to the im- 

ortant subject which I have the honor to 

ay before the House, when there are 80 
few Orders before us for consideration. 
We are called here as members of Parlia- 
ment, not only to assist in the legislation 
of the country. but to suggest to our rulers 
means by which this Dominion of ours 
can be made to appear to more advan- 
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tage before the different nations of the 
civilized world. We must take advantage 
of the Sessions of Parliament to make a 
close enquiry into all matters pertaining 
to the welfare of the country, in order 
that we may determine in what way its 
interests can be best served, and no stone 
should be left unturned, if anything good 
can be expected in turning it, to promote 
the development of the Dominion. It is 
impressed with that sense of duty that I 
come before you to-day, and venture to 
trespass upon the patience of the House 
while I ask the concurrence of hon. gen- 
tlemen in the resolutions which I have 
submitted, to declare that the time has 
arrived for the organization of that vast 
north-western portion of the Dominion, 
known as the Great Mackenzie Basin, and 
to call special attention to the necessity 
which exists for the Government to adopt 
some scheme for the better protection of 
its people, its valuable mines, its fisheries 
and its hunting grounds. Sir Alexander 
Mackenzie, just 100 years ago, was the 
tirst explorer of the numerous rivers and 
lakes of that wilderness, which had never 
before borne on its waters any larger 
vessel than the canoe of the savage: and, 
as will be found in the report of his voy- 
ages, the country was, at that time, a 
wilderness of mountains, valleys and 
streams; small bands of wandering Indians 
were the only people to be met there, the 
dreary waste, wide-spreading forests and 
lukes and rivers succeeding each other over 
vast areas of territory. What has been done 
during the last century for that country ? 
Even its name was unknown to the great 
majority of the people of Canada, and it 
was a surprise to many when this House, 
_ two years ago, undertook to call the atten- 
tion of the people of Canada to that im- 
portant portion of our domain. A com- 
mittee was appointed two Sessions ago, of 
which the present Lieutenant Governor 
of Manitoba was chairman, and we all re- 
member the energy he displayed, and the 
labor he went through to obtain the in- 
formation on which to base the interest- 
ing report of the committee on the extent 
and resources of that unknown part of our 
territory, which was laid before Parlia- 
ment. I shall quote largely from that re- 
rt to make out my case, and to convince 
op. gentlemen to adopt my views, and 
lead them to appreciate, as I do, what has 
hitherto been an almost unknown region. 





The Senate has taken the first step in the 
good work, and it is our duty to direct 
the attention of the Government to the 
resources of that vast country, and to urge 
upon them to tuke advantage of the vast 
resources it offers, and develop them in 
such a way as to conduce to the profit and 
prosperity of the Dominion. It is a great 
country, important in the extent of its 
lands, its waters, its mines, its furs, and 
its fisheries. From the most reliable in- 
formation that has been obtained, there 
appears to be a possible area of 656,000 
square miles of country suitable for the 
growth of potatoes ; 407,000 square miles 
suitable for barley; 316,000 squaré miles 
suitable for wheat, and all of that land, with 
the exception of some small areas, is a 
productive land, waiting for development, 
with a river navigation 275,000 miles in 
extent, of which 139,000 is suitable for 
stern-wheel steamers, the remaining 136,- 
000 miles being deep enough for light 
draft sea-going stoamers. Everything in 
that country is grand and promising. It 
may be said that there are difficulties in the 
way of settlement. I would call the atten- 
tion of hon. gentlemen to the fact, that 
similar difficulties existed in the early 
settlement of old Canada. We remember 
the words that were pronouced at the 
Court of France, when the question of the 
expense of settling the northern part of 
the American continent was under con- 
sideration, and the statesmen of those days 
were trying to convince Louis the XIV, 
who was at the time king of France, of 
the advantage of opening up this country. 
Someone remarked that it was not desir- 
able to expend so much money for some 
arpents of snow. The same remarks might 
be applied to-day to the Great Mackenzie 
Basin, by persons who have not considered 
the subject. No doubt, many people in 
the older Provinces now think it is not 
worth while expending much money for 
some arpents of snow in the Great Macken- 
zie Basin, but I am satisfied that before 
many years that those “ arpents of snow ” 
will become a wealthy and powerful part 
of this Dominion. the king of France, 
who 130 years ago thought it was not 
necessary to expend so much money for 
some arpents of snow, could now visit the 
Dominion, and see what has been done in 
this country, beyond doubt he would not 
entertain the same opinion that he and 
his Court seemed to have at that time of 
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the value of the northern portion of this 
continent. The same remark will apply 
to the Mackenzie Basin. Everything 
in that country is grand and promis- 
ing, but like every new country, the 
land requires settlers, and until it is 
opened up and organized we cannot form 
a just estimate of its value. The immense 
area of arable lands is, of itself, a sufficient 

uarantee for the future of that country ; 

ut there is also the further inducement 
of abundance of game and fish to contri- 
bute to the comfort and wealth of those 
who settle there. Fresh-water fish is to 
be found in all the lakes and streams in 

reat abundance and of excellent quality. 

he fisheries of the Mackenzie Basin will 
be one of the great sources of supply for a 
large portion of the North American con- 
tinent in future years. The sea fisheries 
at the mouth of the Mackenzie River are 
also very valuable. Amongst others is a 
species of salmon, locally called the 
Inconnu, which exists there in vast num- 
bers. The forests contain timber suitable 
for all purposes connected with house and 
ship building, for mining, railways and 
bridge purposes, far in excess of the re- 
quirements of the country, and of great 
prospective value to the treeless regions 
of Canada und the United States to the 
south. I shall take the liberty, in order 
to make my case a little stronger, to quote 
some of the evidence given before a com- 
mittee of this House two years ago. I 
shall not quote it at any length, but I 
want to carry conviction to the minds of 
hon. gentlemen that there is a good basis 
for what I ask in the resolution before the 
House. In the investigation that I have 
referred to the question was asked of Mr. 
Christie, an old Hudson Bay factor, a 
gentleman of the highest respectability 
who passed a life of adventure in that 
country, as inspector of the Hudson Bay 
Company posts: ‘In what respect can 
the basin of the Mackenzie be considered 
of value to the Dominion? Is it a mineral 


country.” Mr. Christie, who had no 
interest in that country then, as he bad 
left the employ of the Hudson Bay Com- 


pany and was living in Ontario, replied : 
“I will answer that question this way: It will 
depend on what discoveries may be made. It isa 
known fact that all the streams from the mountains 
south of the Saskatchewan even, and going north, 
are auriferous—that is to say, indications of gold are 
found in them. I make that statement from what I 
am told by miners who have gone up as far north as 
the Liard into the mountains. Then we have from 


| wei hing fully sixty pounds to the bushel. 


the journals of the Artic expeditions—Franklin, 
Richardson and others—that on the Coppermine 
River copper exists in large quantities.” 


Further on he was asked about the Upper 
Peace River country, and he answers: 


‘The Upper Peace River, at Vermilion, is a 
splendid country. I rode with Governor Dallas sixty 
miles through a most magnificent country. The soil 
was a different dark loam, as we saw the mole 
hills, and we were struck with the charming appear- 
ance of the country.”{ 


Again he is asked if there is enough 
land there to make a new Province, to 
which he replies: 


‘Yes. I sometimes hear the opinion expressed 
that our country may ere long become over populated, 
but there is not the slightest danger of that. You 
need not be afraid how many immigrants come into 
the country to settle. You may bring all the immi- 
grants that Europe can send you. ere is room for 
all in the Saskatchewan and Peace River country. 
There is a vast extent of splendid country from Prince 
Albert on the whole north side of the Saskatchewan 
going away up until y-u come near Fort Pitt, keeping 
a little to the north. Then when you come to the 
route of Green Lake there is two days journey through 
& magnificent country, beautifully timbered, well 
watered and supplied with abundance of fish. As I 
travelled through it, I remarked to one of my men, 
‘What a splendid country to settle in.’ ” 


It is not necessary to call the attention 
of the House to all the advantages ottered 
by the Mackenzie Basin forsettlement. I 
have referred to the inestimable value of 
the fisheries. The mines have not yet 
been explored, but valuable minerals are 
in abundance—not only gold, but other 
valuable and economic minerals. I would 
refer hon. gentlemen on this point also 
to the report made last year to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior by Mr. Ogilvie, in 
which he says: 


‘‘ It appears, therefore, that from Dunvegan, on 
the work side of Peace River, down the river to 
Peace Point, and thence to Salt River, on the 
Great Slave, there is a tract of country about six 
hundred miles in length and forty miles wide of which 
a large percentage is fit for immediate settlement, 
and a great deal more could be very easily cleared. 


‘ At Dunvegan, notwithstanding the severity of 
the frosts, the crops are very , both in quality 
and quantity. When I was there the Roman Catho- 
lic missionaries had threshed their grain, samples of 
which I brought back. The yield was as follows :— 
Fifty pounde of wheat were sown on the 16th April 
and reaped on the 20th August, and twenty-seven 
bushels threshed of good clean grain ; fifteen pounds 
of Egyptian barley sown on the 18th April and 
rea, 20th August, and fifteen bushels t gt 

e 

Hudson's Bay Company and Episcopal Mission had 
i not threshed, and could not give their returns; but 
| they were well satisfied with their crops of all kinds. 

The Rev. Mr. Boek of the Episcopal Mission, was 

already using bread when I was there made from 
wheat of the present year’s growth. 
+ + L * & 


+ + 
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‘*Fish are numerous in the Mackenzie, the principal 


species being that known as the ‘Inconnu.’ Those 
caught in the lower river are very good eating, much 
resembling salmon in taste, being also firm and 
juicy. 

The mines, as I have said, have not 
been explored in that country, but we 
know that valuable ores exist in different 
parts of the territory. Enough is known 
to convince us that on the head waters of 
the Peace, Liard and Peel rivers there 
are from 150,000 to 200,000 square miles 
which may be considered auriferous. In 
addition to these auriferous deposits, gold 
has been found on the west shore of 
Hudson Bay, and is said to exist in certain 
portions of the barren grounds. We have 
also information that salt, sulphur and 
coal oil are found in that country in 
immense quantities. But the great wealth 
of the Mackenzie Basin is its furs, which, 
as the region is the last great fur preserve 
of the world, are of very great value, all 
the finer furs of commerce being found 
there. ‘The sales in London of furs ex- 
ported from those Territories amount 
yearly to several millions of dollars. Con- 
sequently, without unduly interfering with 
the rights of settlers, or the usual 
Ne ia of Indians, this great trade 
should be fostered, and, if possible, made a 
source of direct revenue to the Dominion. 
On this subject, I would quote from the 
report of Mr. Ogilvie to the Department 
of the Interior some observations he has 
made on the fur question from what he 
had noticed during his explorations in 
that country : 


‘ Owing to excessive competition in the outer or 
southern parts of the district, the supply of fur is 
gradually decreasing, both in quantity and quality, 
or the Indians now kill anything they see at any 
time in the year, knowing that if one will not buy 
from them another will. I have known them to 
break into a beaver house in the month of June, after 
barring all means of exit, and kill both old and 
young, though the young were hardly able to crawl 
about. When there was only one trading company 
in the Territory such things were not only discourag- 
ed but punished, by declining to buy out of season, 
and refusing to give credit to the Indian guilty of 
such unnecessary destruction. In this way fur-bear- 
ing animals were protected from extermination * * 
* * * * ‘Tf the present rate of decrease is main- 
tained in the supply of fur, in a few years it will be 
but little assistance to the Indian as a means of 
living. Then he will, as far as ible, remove to 
the vicinity of the settlements, where the public will 
have to sustain him, and the only business now pur- 
sued in the northern part of the Territory will 
almost cease. The evil will, to a certain extent, work 
its own cure; for the stop of the trade wi 
allow the fur-bearing animals to increase, until it pays 
white trappers to engage in hunting. Once the In- 
dian becomes ass of a living elsewhere he will 
resort to the hunting field no more. 


‘ I would respectful that some method be 
devised for restricting the indiscriminate slaughter of 
fur-bearing ani For the greater part of this 


slaughter there is no reasonable excuse, as most o fthe 
fur-bearing animals are useless as food, or are never 
eaten (which is the same thing), and protecting them 
during the breeding season would entail no hardship 
on any one. To appoint and pay protective officers 
would probably cost more than the whole business is 
worth to the country, and the result would likely be a 
failure. An alternative would be to lease the country 
to companies in districts large enough, and for terms 
long enough to make it an object to them to protect 
the trade and preserve the fur from extermination. 
The leasees should also enter into bonds not to accept 
a skin out of season, or one too young, under a heavy 
te for breach of this condition. It would pro- 

bly be difficult to prove any such breach, but the 
fear of the penal and the profit from protecting the 
trade would, I believe, accomplish all that is desired.” 


It would be necessary, to protect fur- 
bearing animals, to compel all strangers 
coming into that country for hunting and 
trading purposes to pay a certain duty on 
each skin when they leave; and strict 
regulations should be made against the use 
of poisons, and especially against strych- 
nine, in the capture of such animals as the 
fox and the wolf. Some protection also 
should be given to beavers; if not, they 
will be utterly destroyed before many 
years—especially if American adventurers 
are not prohibited from slaughtering them. 
Some measures should also be adopted 
with a view to protecting the whale fish- 
eries of our northern waters, and at the 
same time to derive a revenue from them. 
We know how American whalers kill 
them, attacking them with harpoons, ex- 
plosive bombs and lances, which methods 
not only destroy the whales with greater 
certainty, but inspire the survivors with 
such terror that they disappear from their 
breeding grounds. My intention in mov- 
ing this resolution is to call the attention 
of the Government to the necessity for 
constituted authority in this country—but 
that is not all. The great object is to 
keep the country for ourselves; and I 
would certainly hold the Government re- 
popes if any trouble should arise in 
that part of the Dominion. I have en- 
deavored to point out the great natural 
resources of the Mackenzie Basin, and 
how far they can be made to contribute to 
the wealth and importance of the Dom- 
inion; yet what have we hitherto done? 
We try to do as much as we can for 
Manitoba and the North-West, but the 


will | Mackenzie Basin is entirely ignored. Our 


American neighbors are encroaching on 
our fishing grounds on the Pacific coast 
day by day, and they will endeavor to 
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make as much as they can in our Ter- 
ritories; and I fear that some organization 
may yet make its way, either from Alaska 
or by way of the Mackenzie River, into 
the interior, and arouse the hostility of 
the Indians and create trouble that 
might be very difficult to overcome. 
course, the Indians have their mission- 
aries, who would do, as they always 
bave done, not only in that country, 
but in every part of the Dominion, 
all in their power to encourage respect for 
constituted authority; but at that great 
distance from civilization, in a country 
inhabited only by Indians and a few 
traders and hunters, if any parties went 
in there with an evil intent, to take poss- 
ession uf that territory, they would un- 
doubtedly succeed, unless there. is some 
authority there to resist them—mounted 
police or soldiers, or whatover constituted 
authority the Government should be 
pleased to create there. I do not expect 
the Government to expend much money 
at present in the Mackenzie Basin country. 
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it and my entire sincerity will be my 
excuse for troubling the House on this 
occasion, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am sure that 
my hon. friend from Manitoba may be 


Of | perfectly satisfied, as respects his advocacy 


of the interests of the people in the north- 
western portion of our Territories, that he 
has the entire sympathy, not only of this 
House, butof the Government, in his desire 
to preserve that country for the Dominion, 
and to take such preliminary steps as may 
further its ultimate development. I hope 
all his aspirations as to its importance as 
a part of the Dominion may be realized. 
I have no doubt that they will be ina great 
degree, though I do not hope that I my- 
self, or perhaps my hon. friend will see it, 
but of course we do not legislate for to-day, 
but for the future, ani the fact that the 
RESSRSE of this great territory may be 

eferred for some years until the natural 
overflow of population from the North- 
West Territories chall reach it should not 


We have Manitoba and the North-West| at all deter us from taking such steps as 


still to settle, and we want people to come 
in there, and if the Government will 
expend large sums of money for that pur- 

e they will deserve well of the Domin- 
ion, Atthe same time, they should not 
overlook that vast portion of the North- 
West to which I have endeavored to direct 
your attention. It is more important, in 


may be necessary to further its ultimate 
settlement, and its ultimately reaching 
the importance which my hon. friend at- 
tributes to it in the great system of the 
Dominion. My hon. friend took an active 
part last year and the year before—more 
especially the year before last—in the dis- 
cussion of the merits and capabilities of 


my opinion, than many other parte of|the great Mackenzie Basin, as a member 
Y OP ) y P [4 ) 


the Dominion; and I venture to predict 
that in the not very distant future the 
Mackenzie Basin will be one of the most 
important and wealthy portions of the 
great North-West. It will be remembered 
that during the great struggles in Europe 
it was the people of the north who came to 
reestablish order everywhere. In the future 
it may be from the Great Mackenzie Basin 
that armies of strong men fitted for battle 
will come perhaps to save the Dominion 
from some difficult position in which we 
may at any time be placed. The resolution I 
have placed before the House will, I think, 
meet with the hearty concurrence of hon. 
gentlomen, It is a patriotic question, and 
one that I have undertaken to place before 
you with great diffidence, because I have 
to speak in a language that is not my own, 
and I am not always sure that I make 
myself understood. At the same time, I 
am so convinced of the great importance 
of this question that my deep interest in 


of the committee which was appointed by 
the Senate for that purpose; and the 
Senate had in both those years an exposi- 
tion of the views of hon. gentlemen 
who had made themselves acquainted with 
the. resources of the Mackenzies Basin, in 
addition to the report itself. At the time 
that those documents were laid before the 
House I stated in the House that I would 
call the attention of my colleagues to the 
facts which had been brought out by the 
committee, and in the debates in the 
Senate; and, as is my habit, I carried out 
my promise, and during the past year the 
subject to which my hon, friend refers in 
his motion has been under the serious and 
caretul consideration of the Government. 
They have come to the conclusion, to a 
certain extent in accordance with my hon. 
friend’s motion, that the time has arrived 
when some steps must be taken towards 
the object he contemplates, and for that 
purpose it has been decided that as soon 
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as the weather favors the possibility of 
doing so, a party will be sent to this 
territory, which will spend the available 
season there for the ppepete of examining 
into its position and resources, and the 
condition of its people; of acquiring, in 
fact, all such information, in an authentic 
form, as will be needful to enable the 
Government to decide what ateps are 
necessary for the protection of this Terri- 
tory, and to determine what steps they 
will take for that purpose, and we con- 
fidently expect that next Session we shall 
be able to state formally what measures 
we shall take for the protection and 
development of this Territory. That is 
the course which the Government has 
decided upon, based upon the information 
which my hon. friend was one of the most 
active in procuring, for the benefit of the 
country, by means of the North-West 
Committee ; and 1 hope that that step 
will be satisfactory to my hon. friend, and 
to those who, like himself, take a great 
interest in this Territory, and in the 
people who: now reside there. I trust 
that my hon. friend will consider that, 
with this assurance, he has made sufficient 
progress for to-day, and that he will not 
press the motion which he has made, 
which would be like endeavoring to force 
the hands of the Government. to drive 
them faster upon the course which they 
have deliberately decided upon than they 
deem expedient, and the wisdom of which 
I think this House will appreciate—that 
is to say, to obtain in a proper way, and 
by a careful process, the best and most 
ample information possible with regard to 
this Territory, to act upon it by determin- 
ing what steps may be necessary for its 
protection and development, and to take 
those steps. So that I trust my hon. friend 
will consider that he has done enongh, 
and will withdraw this resolution. 


Hon. MR. GIRARD—I accept, with 
great pleasure, the declaration made by 
the hon. Minister. My intention was not 
to go any further with the question. I 
felt a responsibility which I wanted to 
relieve myself of by calling the attention 
of the Government to the position of that 
important part of the Dominion. I have 
done so, and I am glad to know that the 
Government is disposed to give #rerious 
consideration to the matter, and, either by 
legislation or some other way, to adopt 
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some of the views that I have expressed 
in my explanation to the House. Under 
the circumstances, I have no hesitation in 
withdrawing my motion, awaiting the 
action of the Government, and leaving 
with them the responsibility of dealing 
with that important matter. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Before the motion 
is withdrawn I wish to say a very few 
words. I am glad that the hon. gentle- 
man hus decided to withdraw his resolu- 
tion, bocause, to adopt it, would, I think, 
be to commit this House to a very injudi- 
cious expression of Opinion, and I was 

lad to see that the hon. leader of the 
rovernment realised that and asked the 
hon. gentleman to withdraw. At the 
same time, the hon. member who leads the 
Government here perhaps rather gave the 
impression that the Government do pro- 
pose, at some not very distant day, to take 
the steps indicated in this resolution, to 
enaébed to organize the country known as 
the Great Mackenzie Basin. Now, as an 
humble member of the House I beg to 
enter my protest against any such course. 
We have a population of about 5,000,000, 
not a very wealthy population, and we 
have at present, in the course of organi- 
zation, in what are to be known now as 
Western Territories and Manitoba, a coun- 
try capable, it is said, of maintaining with- 
out difficulty » population of 100,000,000. 
Under these circumstances, the absurdity 
of our going into the frozen regions of the 
Mackenzie River for the purpose of look- 
ing for more territory to organize must 
strike every one who looks at the matter 
from a business point of view. I think it 
is very desirable that the mines, fisheries 
and hunting grounds of that country 
should be protected as well as we can, and 
one of the best ways of protecting them is 
to keep the population out of that region. 
I cannot understand how the hon. gentle- 
man from St. Boniface is alarmed about 
Americans getting into that country, in- 
asmuch as from the American boundary 
across the Territories, which are now or- 
ganized, is a distance of several hundred 
miles. I understand the hon. gentleman 
to intimate that it was possible the Ameri- 
cans might go around by water to the 
mouth of the Mackenzie River. Any one 
who has read the accounts of Arctic ex- 
plorations must know that it is not at all 
probable that any fur-hunter will ever go 




















round Point Barrow and try to reach the 
mouth of the root River for qu 
urpose of getting furs. That is perfect 

baud: if i aay be allowed to ‘Be that 
expression, which is hardly parliamen- 
tary. In Hudson Bay the Americans 
have been indulging in practices in con- 
nection with whaling which are highly 
objectionable, and I think the Government 
ought to take steps to prevent such prac- 
tices, as far as they can; but it is per- 
fectly out of the question to speak of any- 
one ever settling on the barren lands 
which lie west of Hudson Bay. It is a 
country that can never be settled. I 
think the better way for us is to keep 
settling up the immense country which we 
have already organized, and which is open 
for settlement, and preserve the fur-bear- 
animals and the fish of those northern 
regions as well as we can without going to 
any great expense. It was only the other 
day that [ heard the hon. gentleman trom 
St. Boniface intimating that we had al- 
ready gone too fast, that it would have 
been wiser to take steps to thoroughly 
settle Manitoba before we went into 
what are now known as the North-West 
Territories. Surely, if that argument 
was good as between Manitoba and the 
present North-West Territories, it is 
still better as applied to the Mackenzie 
River Basin and those remote regions. 
The hon. gentleman seemed to look forward 
to a time when the civilization of Canada 
would become effete, and the hardy North- 
men would come down from the Mackenzie 
River, and the barren lands, ] presume, to 
save the fuiling civilization of this region. 
No doubt the Waquimaux are avery hard 

race, but I hardly think we would look 
forward to their being the saviours of 
civilization, even in the remote future. I 
think we have quite enough country to 
look after now, and we had better not 
worry ourselves about these Polar regions. 
Something might be made out of the furs 
of that country—some revenue might 
possibly be derived from them, as I notice 
the American Government does derive a 
revenue from the furs of Alaska; but we 
do not find that the United States, with 
its 60,000,000 of people and a territory 
almost completely populated, is taking 
any steps to populate Alaska yet, and I do 
not think wo need be in any hurry about 
the Mackenzie River country. I am very 
sorry to be obliged to say anything that 
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His speech does great credit to his heart, 
and I ‘know he is most enthusiastic on 
everything that affects the North-West, 
but all feel that he is asking us to go 
too far when he propores that we shall 
take the steps that his resolution indicates. 


Hon. Me. KAOULBACH—I agree very 
much with what my hon. friend from 
Halifax rays, yet | think he has belittled 
the resources, wealth and capabilities of 
the Mackenzie Basin when he calls it a 
frozen region. We know that that is not 
the case, from evidence, on most undoubted 
authority, brought two years ago before 
the committee of which I had the honor 
of being a member. The accounts of the 
resources of that country seemed to us to 
be almost fabulous. We did not know what 
a great country we possess until we heard 
the evidence, and I think the Government . 
should do all they can to protect the fur- 
bearing animals of that region. I do not 
think that the Government are sending an 
expedition into that country with the ob- 
ject of organization, but simply to get in- 
formation, with a view to the better pro- 
tection of the people and resources of that 
country, but not to go further than is ab- 
solutely necessary to attain thatend. At 
the same time, I! do not agree with my 
hon. friend, that it is unwise for us to 
let the world know the great heritage we 
have and the vast resources at our com- 
mand. We should be proud to publish far 
and wide the extent of our magnificent 
resources and the wealth and capabilities 
of that country, and [ think my hon. 
friend has manifested a zeal worthy of the 
object he bas in view, and although he 
may indulge in predictions which are vi- 
sionary when he speaks of a time when 
the Northmen will be coming down to pro- 
tect this country, when it shall have be- 
come to some extent effete, I agree with 
him that we have in the Mackenzie Basin 
a heritage of which we may well be proud. 
I am glad that the Government, on consi- 
dering the evidence elicited by the Senate 
committee, feel themselves justified in 
sending an expedition to that country to 
ascertain what steps should be taken for 
its protection and the development of its 
resources, 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I should like to 
say a word in reply to my hon. frierd from 
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Halifax. Generally, we agree, and on 
many occasions I have heard with great 
satisfaction the expression of his opinions. 
I think be must have misunderstood m 
remarks on this question. I did not as 
for the immediate settlement of the Mac- 
kenzie Basin; it was its protection that I 
advocated. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man said that the time had come to or- 
ganize, and that means to divide up the 
country into townships. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I stated clearly 
that I did not insist on the Government 
incurring large expense for the settlement 
of that region at the present time—that 
Manitoba and the North-West demand the 
immediate attention of the Government, 
and until they are settled no large scheme 
of colonization farther north should be un- 
dertaken. What I have been asking for 
is protection, lest some organization from 
the west side of the Rocky Mountains by 
way of the Yukon or some other river of 
Alaska should penetrate to the Mackenzie 
Basin, I know that an expedition could 
enter the country that way: one of our 
parties who started from Pruvidence 
crossed the country to Alaska, and that 
avenue would be equally practicable for 
an expedition from the west to the Peace 
River and the Mackenzie Basin. Nodoubt 
communication by way ot the Arctic Ocean 
and the Mackenzie River would be more 
difficult, but with the progress of science 
in these days it ent become an easy 
matter. My object in making this motion 
is to direct the attention of the Govern- 
ment to the necessity of protecting that 
country against any organization which 
might try to take possession of it. We 
might sell that country, as Russia sold 
Alaska. The United States paid for Alaska 
$7,000,000, which is less than the annual 
revenue derived from the Territory. We 
could sell ours, but I would not advise the 
Government to part with it. I would pre- 
fer to keep it for our own people. We do 
not need it now, but it will be of immense 
value to those who are to succeed us. 
hope my explanation will satisfy my hon. 
friend, and enablo him in the future, as 
in the past, to agree with me on public 
questions, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—<As my hon. friend 
from Halifax misunderstood the statement 


that I made, it is possible that others may 
also have misunderstood it. I stated very 
distinctly, and in very guarded terms, that 
what the Government proposed to do was 
to send an expedition to this Territory, to 
ascertain the facts—to get all the infor- 
mation that would be necessary for them 
to determine what, ifanything, they ought 
to do. That is what the .Government 

roposes to do. I think my hon. friend 
18 a little hard on the Mackenzie Basin, 
and he is directly at issue with the evi- 
dence given before the committee, and the 
report of the committee to the House. I 
think the fact that two hon. gentlemen 
who take such interests in public affairs 
as my hon. friends from Halifax and Winni- 
peg differ so much from each other in 
their appreviation of the character of this 
report is sufficient proof that the Govern- 
ment are taking a wise course in sending 
up an expedition to procure and report to 
them all the facts as they are with regard 
to that Territory. 


The motion was withdrawn. 


THE PAN-AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. POWER enquired : 


Whether or not the Government have invited the 
Mexican, South American and Central American 
delegates to the Pan-American Conference at Wash- 
ington to visit Canada before returning to.their res- 
pective homes ? 

He said: I am afraid, from what I 
have heard recently, that this question 
comes almost too late. I believe some, at 
all events, of those delegates to the Pan- 
Amorican Congress have gone home. 
However, it is just as well that we should 
know whether the Government have done 
their duty and asked them to come here 
while they were still within reach of an 
invitation, These delegates spent some 
months in Washington. During a great 
part of that time one of the members of 
the Dominion Government was in Wash- 
ington, end it would have been very easy 
to have invited those representatives of 


{| Mexico and the Central and South 


American States to come and see Canada 
before returning to their own countries. I 
am afraid that, looking at the fact that 
they have not been able to enter into any 
very satisfactory agreements with respect 
to trade with the United States Govern- 
ment, there would not be very much 
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chance of their entering into any such 
arrangements with Canada. Thesamedifii- 
culty occurs in both cases. It was fottnd, 
during the negotiations at Washington, 
that those people—particularly the dele- 
gates from South America—while they 
were Americans, were still business men, 
too; and when they found that, for instance, 
the United States Government could not 
agree to let wool in free, while countries 
in Europe did admit wool free, the repre- 
sentatives of the South American States 
did not feel called upon to pledge their 
countries to trade with the United States 
rather than with the countries that bought 
from them. As a matter of fact, the great 
bulk of the trade of all those South Ameri- 
can countries—I cannot speak for Mexico 
so well—is with Europe. They sell their 
goods—chiefly natural products, wool, 
wheat, and cattle, and the products of 
cattle—in the countries where those arti- 
cles are admitted free of duty or at very 
low rates, and they buy their manufac- 
tured goods where those goodscan be got 
cheapest. But while that may be true, I 
think that possibly there might be some 
room for trade between us, or animprove- 
ment in the trade relations between Canada 
and those countries. Mr. Simeon Jones, 
who went out on behalfof the Canadian Gov- 
ernment some years ago, made a report 
which is a very well written une, and, on 
on the whole, [ think a fairly reasonable 
report, although he looks at things through 
a somewhat hopeful medium. He thought 
there was room for a very considérable 
increase in the lumber business between 
Canada aud those countries. He thought, 
too, that those South American countries, 
and particularly Brazil, were beginning to 
consume coal in considerable quantities, 
and that the Lower Provinces ought to be 
able to ship a good deal of coal to. South 
America. He also thought that there was 
room for a considerable export of cheese 
from this country. Now, Canada has got 
to be a country which I believe makes the 
best cheese in the world, and I do not 
know whether these people in South 
America are very particular as to the 
quality, but if they are, then they ought 
to be good customers for our cheese. As 
to certain other articles, Mr. Jones thought 
there might be something done, but he 
did not feel very hopefal. For instance, 
in the item of agricultural implements 
hu thought we might do something with 
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them, but. the fact that in the United 
States those implements are manufactured 
at least as cheaply as they are here, and 
as the means of transport between the 
United States and the southern countries 
are better than these between Canada and 
the same countries, I do not think there 
is very much chance for us to compete in 
the matter of agricultural implements. 
Then Mr. Jones found that the cotton 
goods which we manufactured were of 
too heavy a character for that market. 
Still, as I understand that some enter- 
prising gentlemen have started a factory 
in Quebec for the purpose of manufactur- 
ing goods expressly for the Chinesee 
market, I know of no reason why they 
should not be able to ship from Quebec 
some cotton goods to South America. It 
is true they are liable to be met there with 
cheaper goods of the same class from 
England: still, we might be able to get 
over that in time. Mr. Jones thought also 
that there was a market for woollen goods 
in South America, and possibly if the 
Government could be induced to take the 
duty off wool we might be able to take 
their wool and send it back to them in the 
shape of woollen goods. One of the great 
difficulties in the way of. trade between us 
and South America is, in addition to the , 
fact that our goods are rather dearer than 
they might be, that we would not buy 
enough goods from those South American 
countries to furnish return cargoes; but 
inasmuch as the Government are subsidiz- 
ing largely a line of steamers, and as the 
subsidy has to be paid whether the 
steamers have return caigoes or not, 
just now the objection would not be 
so great. Apart altogether. from the 
trade view of the matter, looking at 
it from a higher standpoint, I think as 
we have got all those distinguished repre- 
sentatives of Central and South America 
as near to us as Washington, and as they 
had been taken over the United States and 
shown all the greatness of that country, 
whose people profess to think it isin ever 

way the greatest in the world, I think it 
is a great pity that these same gentlemen 
should not have been brought to Canada, 
to show them that we have a country which 
will compare very favorably with the 
country to the south of us. We have 
mountains, I think, nearly as high as any 
in the United States; we have prairies as 
extensive, lakes as large, and rivers that 
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would remind them perhaps not so much 
of the Mississippi as of the La Plata. Not- 
withstanding our population is so small, 
and we are comparatively a poor and young 
country, we have a railway which is quite 
as good and a great deal longer than any 
railway in the United States. We have 
in the Maritime Provinces a great many 
things that would naturally interest these 
people. In Quebec, and here at Ottawa, 
there are vast quantities of lumber, and 
ssibly these gentlemen, if they had come 
ere, might have seen their way to doing 
something towards assisting to open up a 
trade in lumber with their native coun- 
tries. Inthe lower Provinces they would 
perhaps have seen opportunities to do 
something towards improving the trade 
in fish and coal between those Provinces 
and their own countries. I think that as 
the expense would have been small, and 
as their coming here would have avoided 
the necessity of sending, within a reason- 
able time at least, delegations to the 
countries from which they come, it would 
have been money very well spent, and 
only a very judicious as well as a courteous 
act to have invited these gentlemen to 
come to Canada before returning to their 
homes. I trust that the Government, 
with the thoughtfulness of the reputation 
and public interests of the country for 
which they are so remarkable, have not 
omitted to issue these invitations. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I quite agree 
with my hon, friend that it would have 
been courteous for the Government to 
extend an invitation to those delegates 
from the South American countriés, but 
as my hon. friend says, it might not have 
had a very beneficial effect in extending 
the trade of the country. I am glad that 
my hon. friend on this occasion has not, 
as he has done on former occasions, spoken 
disparagingly of the resources of Canada, 
as far as trade with other countries is con- 
cerned, 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I have never 
spoken disparagingly of Canada. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—On many 
occasions I have been obliged to bring 
him to book for speaking disparagingly 
of Canada. I am glad that my hon. friend 
thinks there are many resources in Can- 
ada which these distinguished gentlemen 
from the south would be interested in 
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seeing. If they had come to Canada the 
would have returned to their homes wit 
a better idea of the Dominion than gen- 
erally prevails abroad, and it might have 
tended to increaso the little trade that we 
have with South American ports. In 
Nova Scotia we have some trade with 
Brazil, and the ventures that we have 
made in lumber and fish have, on the 
whole, been successful. I hope that our 
trade with South America and the West 
Indies will be extended, and there will be 
reciprocity in trade between those coun- 
tries and Canada, notwithstanding the 
tariff which my hon. friend thinks is such 
a barrier to commerce. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In answer to my 
hon. friend from Halifax, I have to say 
that the Government did not take the same 
view of its duty that my hon. friend does, 
and taking all the circumstances into con- 
sideration, the Government did not deem 
it expedient to extend any invitation to 
delegates to visit this country. I am sure 
the House will perceive that the reasons 
why they did not think it their duty to 
do so are not exactly subjects that we 
could well discuss here, but I rather think 
that the great majority of the members 
of this House will thoroughly appre- 
ciate those reasons without thair ome 
stated. With regard to wool, the woo 
produced in those southern countries is 
admitted free. Itis only on the coarse 
wools, such as are grown in Canada—the 
combing wools—that any duty is imposed. 


ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENI- 
TENTIARY. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—Before the 
Orders of the Day are called, I should like 
to know from the leader of the House if 
he is prepared to give an answer to the 
question that I put the other day ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I enquired into 
the possibility of procuring for my hon. 
friend the evidence which was taken by 
the hon. Minister of Justice and the hon. 
Secretary of State, and I find that it is 
impossible to do it. The subject was gone 
into by my hon. friend the Minister of 
Justice in the other House last Session, 
upon an enquiry by the leader of the Op- 
position, and the facts were stated in de- 
tail, and are to be found in the Common’s 
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Hansard. The fact is, in short, that the 
stenographer who was employed to take 
down the evidence in French has refused, 
and still refuses, to furnish a copy of that 
evidence to the Government, and they 
have never had it and cannot get it. They 
have no means of compelling him to fur- 
nish it. It is not a question of money; he 
will not accept the money and do it—he 
simply refuses. I understand there is some 
political reason for this refusal which it is 
not necessary for me to go into now, but 
such is tho fact—he positively refuses to 
furnish the Government with the evi- 
dence in French which he took down in 
shorthand writing. The English evidence 
forms only ashort portion of the evidence 
taken, and that can be brought down if 
my hon. friend wants it; but it would be 
imperfect without the French evidence, 
and the French evidence it is impossible 
to get. 


Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—Will 
my hon. friend give the name of the re- 
porter ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—He is a member 
of the Local Legislature, I believe. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—The name ap- 
pears in this motion of which | give notice 
how : 

What amount has been paid to O. G. Bourbonnais, 
Esq., at various times, in his capacity as stenographer, 
for the two days during which he accompanied, in that 
capacity, the Honorable the Minister of Justice and 
the Honorable the Secretary of State to the Peniten- 


tiary of St. Vincent de Paul, on the 10th and 11th of 
December, 1886 ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I suppose my hon. 
friend is aware of the facts since he puts 
the question. I understand that the short- 
hand writer refuses to take any payment 
—that he has been offered it repeatedly— 
has been asked to furnish a transcript of 
his notes, and that he refuses, I think the 
reason that is supposed to actuate him is 
something about the validity of his seat or 
something of that description. However, 
my hon. friend can put his question, and I 
will be able to give him a positive answer. 


Hon. Me. BELLEROSE—I said last 
year that the evidence would not be 
brought down, because the enquiry never 
took place. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Oh, yes; the en- 
quiry took place. 


od 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—Give me a 
committee and I will prove that it did not. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bill (DD) “An Act to amend the Pilo- 
tage Act, Chapter 80 of the Revised 
Statutes.” (Mr. Abbott.) 


Bill (135) ‘ An Act to amend the Sea- 
men’s Act, Chapter 74 of the Revised 
Statutes.” (Mr. Abbott.) 


SAVINGS BANKS IN QUEBEC BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (CC) “ An Act respecting 
certain Savings Banks in the Province of 
Quebec.” He said: This Billis simply to 
continue the charters of two savings 
banks in the Province of Quebec. It is 
just a continuation of the charters for ten 
years, with one or two very trifling 
alterations. 


The motion was agreed, to and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


GAS INSPECTION ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (137) “An Act to amend 
‘The Gas Inspection Act,’ Cap. 101 of the 
Revised Statutes.” He said: The main 
object of this Bill is to make a further 
provision with regard to the purity of 
gas. Under the law as it stands, measures 
are taken to prevent the admixture of 
sulphuretted pycrogen with gas. That 

is poisonous. The law now sufficient- 
y provides against that, but there is not 
a sufficient provision in the Act at present 
for the prevention of the presence in gas 
of ammonia and sulphur. The object of 
this Bill is mainly to make better pro- 
vision for the exclusion of these gases 
from gas. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p. m. 
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THE SENATE. 


Ottawa, Wednesday, May ‘th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o’clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND 
CHILDREN. 


PETITION PRESENTED. 


Hon. Me. MURPHY presented a peti- 
tion from the Society for the Protection of 
Women and Children. He said: This 
petition has been sent to me with the 
request that if possible it should appear 
in the Senate ebates. 


Hon. Mr. ROBITAILLE—If you put 
it in the Bill they will be better satisfied. 


Hon. Me. MURPHY—I do not say any- 
thing for or against the petition ; I do not 
know anything about it. 


The petition was received and read, as 
follows :— 


‘6 To the Honorable the Commons of Canada in Parlia- 
ment assembled : 


‘The petition of the Society for the Protection of 
Women and Children, sheweth : 


‘That your petitioners have viewed with much grati- 
fication the introduction to your honorable House of 
®@ measure for the better protection of women and 
girls ; but 

‘ Your petitioners deeply regret to note that for 
minor girls, who are without expectations and with- 
out guardians, protection against actual defilement is 
made to cease at fourteen years by section 12 of the 
new Bill. 

‘* Your petitioners represent— 

That under section 42 of the present law the mere 
taking away of a rich girl with intent is a felony up 
to the full age of twenly-one years ; 

‘That under section 44 the mere taking of a guarded 
girl, even without intent, is punishable up to the age 
of sixteen years; and that girls who are r and 
friendless require greater protection than those who 
are rich or guarded—and not less, as is here given. 


‘ Your petitioners also represent that in many other 
countries the age of consent for minor girls has in re- 
cent times been advanced to not less than siztcen 
years; ¢.g.—the law of the United States, with its 
penal co uences of 15 years imprisonment for a first 
offence and years for a subsequent offence ; the law 
of the State of New York, with its maximum punish- 
ment of 20 years imprisonment ;—and the somewhat 
similar enactments of Pennsylvania and New Jersey ; 
the law of the State of Kansas, where the age is 
eighteen and the punishment 10 years. imprisonment ; 
the laws of Europe generally, of which the Committee 
of the House of Lords reported in 1882 thus—‘‘ (8) In 
other countries, female chastity is more or less pro- 
tected by law up to the age of twenty-one. No such 
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protection is given in England to girls above the age 
of thirteen ;” and lastly—the law of Great Britain, 
where the age is stateen years, and the punishment two 
years imprisonment. 

‘ Your petitioners also represent that the mother 
country and AR ner are tigapenars 3 extradi- 
tion treaties, similar to that with the Republic of Col- 
ombia promulgated in recent issues of the Canada 
Gazette, one clause of which provides that— 

‘€ Extradition shall be reciprocally ted for the 
following crimes * * 5. Eniawful carnal 
knowledge, or any attempt to have unlawful carnal 
knowledge, of a girl under sixteen years of age, if the 
evidence produced justifies committal for these crimes 
according to the laws of both the contracting parties ;” 

‘““Unless, therefore, Canada assimilates her legislation 
to that of Britain and Colombia, she will require either 
to refuse fulfilment of the honorable obligations of the 
Empire, or else to extradite as criminals persons 
have committed no offence according to her laws. 

‘“ Your petitioners also deeply regret that under 
section 3 no higher age for inlaw harboring in a 
brothel has been accorded than the | pren utterly 
inadequate age of sixteen years ; and they represent— 

“That the age in Massachusetts is twenty-one years, 
with a penal consequence of five years imprisonment 
and a fine of $1,000 ; 

‘That the article in the Penal Code of France bear- 
ing on the subject is. . 

*s¢ 234. Quiconque aura attente aux mœurs, en exci- 
tant, favorisant, ou facilitant habituellement la dé- 
bauche ou la corruption de la jeunesse de l’un ou de 
l’autre sexe au-dessous de l’âge de ringt-et-un ans, 
et d’une amende de cinquante francs a cinq cents 
francs. 

“Si la prostitution ou la corruption a été excitée, 
favorisée, ou facilitée par leur , mères, tuteurs, 
ou autres personnes chargées de leur surveillance, le 
peine sera de deux à cinq ans d'emprisonnement, et de 
trois cents francs à mille francs d'amende ;’ 

‘ And that the adequate protection of minor girls, 
more especially those who are immigrants, is here im- 
possible without similar laws. 


‘“ WHEREFORE your petitioners implore your honor- 
able House— 
**(1) To amend clause 12 (sec. 40) so as to make the 
age of consent at least sixteen years, and 
‘“ (2) To amend clause 3 so as to make the age of 
unlawful harboring in a brothel twenty-one years ; 
‘‘ And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever 
pray : : 
‘On behalf of the Society, 
“$3. CARSLAY, 
‘* President, 
‘ D. A. Watt, 
“ Chairman, &c. 
‘* MONTREAL, 3rd May, 1890.” 


TAX ON TONNAGE AT QUEBEC. 
ENQUIRY. 
Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND enquired,— 


Is the Goverment aware of the existence of any 
precedent, either in Europe or America, for the levy 
of a tax on tonn alone for the support of a harbor 
police force, such as is levied at the port of Quebec, 
and there amounting to 6 cents per ton per annum ? 

Is the Government aware that the levy of this tax 
at the single port of Quebec has caused the United 
States to levy a tonnage tax of 15 cents per ton 
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por Sonu by way of reprisals on all vessels clearing 
ports in the Province of Quebec; while vessels 
that have cleared from Ontario ports, in which Prov- 
ince there is no analogous Dominion tax, go free ? 

Is the Government aware that by virtue of the Act 
of Congress of 19th June, 1886, section 11, provision 
is made that as soon as this taxation ceases in the 

rt of Quebec, the countervailing taxation now levied 
in the United States on tonnage from the Province 
of Quebec will also cease ? 

What steps does the Government purpose taking in 
the premises to the end that the tonnage of the 
Province of Que trading with the United States, 
may be there p on the same favorable footing as 
tonnage from the Province of Ontario? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—In answer to my 
hon. friend, I would say, witb regard to the 
first question, that the Government have 
not looked for any precedents. They are 
not aware of any, and have made no 
search for any. ith regard to the second 
question, the Government are aware that 
a tonuage tax is levied in the United States 
on all vessels clearing from the ports of 
Quebec, where a tonnage tax islevied upon 
them, while vessels that have cleared from 
Ontario ports, where there is no tonnage 
tax, go free. With regard to the third 
question: the Government are aware that 
as soon as the tax in question, which is 
not merely a tonnage tax for the support 
of the harbor police force, but which is a 
tax, one-half for the support of the harbor 
police force and one-half for the support 
of the marine hospital and sick seamen’s 
fand—that as soon as those taxes cease to 
be levied the taxes now levied in the 
United States on vessels from Quebec will 
cease also. Then, with regard to the last 
question, the Government have been for 
some time past considering the question, 
with the view, if possible, of getting rid of 
this tonnage tax in Quebec, and have already 
largely reduced the water police force in 
Quebec—that the question of abolishing the 
dues is under consideration. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMIS. 
SORY NOTES BILL. 


COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONSIDERED. 


The Order of the Day being called, 
‘ Consideration of amendments made by 
the House of Commons to the amend- 
ments made by the Senate to Bill (6) “An 
Act relating to Bills of Exchange,Cheques 
and Promissory Notes.” 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT said : The amend- 
ment which the House of Commons made 
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to the Bill is an amendment to the 24th 
clause. This clause gave rise to a great 
deal of discussion in another place, the 
Bill first introduced providing that banks 
should not be responsible for the payment 
made upon a cheque on a forged endorse- 
ment. That was struck out in the Lower 
House and the banks were left respon- 
sible, as they were under the ordinary 
law of the country, for the payment of a 
cheque on which there was a forged en- 
dorsement. Now, this House considered 
that the time under which the banks 
would be subject to that liability was too 
long—it was too much to compel them to 
remain under such a liability for six years, 
during which time they probably would 
have lost all possibility of tracing the for- 
gery ; and we fixed one year from the date 
on which the drawer of the cheque should 
receive notice of the payment of it by the 
delivery to him of any book, statement of 
account,cheques or otherwise during which 
the liability of the banks will continue. 
That was our amendment. When this Bill 
reached the House of Commons it was 
thought that was too long a period for the 
notice to ran—that is to say, that the notice 
ought to be given to the bank in a 
shorter period than a year — and the 
thought it was too favorable to the ban 
to allow the. delivery of the book or 
cheque, or statement of account, to 
be a notice; and therefore they altered 
it in this way, that the notice must 
be given by the drawer within one month 
after he has “acquired notice of the for- 
gery.” It seems difficult to ascertain how he 
could receive notice of the forgery, because 
in point of fact no one else is supposed to 
know about the forgery: he finds it. out 
himself, If it is found out at all it must 
be he who discovers it, in all ne pe 
Therefore, it does not appear to me to 
an accurate way of describing the notice 
he should receive. But I also think, if the 
cheques are handed back to the drawer, 
that a court would proves. hold that the 
giving back of the cheque with the forgery 
endorsed on it would be constructive 
notice, and would probably hold that he 
must give notice to the bank within one 
month after he receives back his cheques. 
That is a very short time inded; and 
moreover it must be remembered that this 
affects the party for whom the cheque was 
intended as well as thedrawer. Therefore, 
the time is altogether too short. 
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT — Altogether. The 


man might be away in Europe. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—I have had some 
conversation with some gentlemen who 
moved the amendment in the Lower House 
and supported it, and with my hon. col- 
league, the Minister of Justice, who took 
part in the debate; and I find that if wo 
were to substitute the same period in their 
amendment which we put in our own 
amendment—that is, a year—it would prob- 
ably be accepted, and it seems to me that 
the best way of remedying the difficulty 
_ig just to substitute a year for a month; 
the effect of which would be to restore the 
Bill to pretty much the form in which it 
left this House. I move that the amend- 
ment be not now concurred in, but that it 
be further amended by inserting the word 
“year” instead of ‘ month” in the amend- 
ment. 


Hon. Ma. DRUMMOND —TI think, in 
view of that amendment, the cheques 
should be returned frequently. It is not 
the practice of men in business to require 
their cheques to be returned to them 
oftener than once a year. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—The forgery would 
be noticed in the bank book. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Some people 
i not get their bank books back very 
often. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—If the banks wish 
to relieve themselves of the responsibility 
they can send back the cheques. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—The sugges- 
tion that I was about to make was, that 
they should send back the cheques, say at 
the end of every month. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved: 


That the said Bill be returned to the House of 
Commons, by one of the Masters in Chancery, to- 
gether with a Message to acquaint that House that 
the Senate does not concur in the amendment made 
by the House of Commons to the amendments made 
by the Senate to the said Bill, for the following 
reason :— 

Because the limitation of the right of action by the 
drawer against the drawee provided for by the amend- 
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ment of the House of Commons to the amendments 
made by the Senate to clause 24 of the said Bill, to 
the period of one month after the drawer has acquired 
notice of such forgery, is too short for the proper pro- 
tection of his rights and of the rights and interests of 
of other parties who may be affected by such limita- 
tion ; and further to acquaint that House that, for 
the said reason, the Senate hath amended the said 
amendment made by the House of Commons, by sub- 
stituting therein the word “year” for the word 
“month,” to which amendment the Senate doth desire 
the concurrence of that House. 


The motion was agreed to. 


ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of Bill (BB) “An Act farther to 
amend the Indian Act.” He said: The 
only point that was left for discussion 
when this Bill passed through the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House was whether 
we should persevere in the provision 
against missionaries trading. I have dis- 
cussed that question with my colleagues 
and have learned a good deal on the subject 
which [did not know on the former occasion 
and I am sorry to say that they are all 
fe Ra against pipe the proposition 
of my hon. friend from British Columbia, 
that missionaries should be allowed to 
trade under any circumstances whatever. 
They think that the fact that missionaries 
have been in the habit of trading, and 
more especially in some places in British 
Columbia, has been the cause of a great 
deal of trouble and disturbance, and that 
it has had a decidedly deleterious effect 
there. That is the only place where they 
have traded to any extent, and we are 
indisposed to relax the rule that mis- 
sionaries and persons in holy orders shall 
abstain from trading with the Indians. 


INDIAN 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The 
best missionary they ever had in British 
Columbia was Mr. Duncan, and he found 
it an absolute necessity to supply the 
Indians ; otherwise, they would have been 
obliged to go abroad for supplies, and thus 
would getinto bad habits. No trader was 
allowed on the reserve, and therefore it 
was absolutely necessary, if the Indians 
were to be kept on the reserve, that they 
should be able to get supplies there. Mr. 
Duncan has left the country, but there are 


Indian Act [MAY 6, 1890.] Amendment Bill. 


_——-———— 


other missionaries who require to have 
this privilege. 
Caledonia, at Metlakathla. He is obliged 
to keep supplies for tho Indians. If they 
cannot get them on the reserve they will 
run off every time they want a yard of 
cotton, or a pound of food, and get demor- 
alized. This trading privilege is for the 
purpose benefiting the Indians, of keeping 
them on the reserves. There are several 
places, like the Queen Charlotte Islands, 
where steamers go only once a month. I 
daresay the information the hon. gentle- 
man had was altogether about Mr. Dun- 
can, because he had a quarrel with the 
Government, and he was the most success- 
ful missionary that we ever had in our 
country. All the profits he derived from 
the trade were spent in purchasing medi 
cine, erecting buildings, establishing indus- 
tries and generally improving the condi- 
tion of the Indians. e built a saw-mill, 
established a canning factory and other 
industries to teach the Indians habits of 
industry. If the Government wish to 
deprive the Indians of the benefit of that, 
I have nothing more tosay; I merely point 
out the facts. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I need not tell my 
hon. friend that there is a great difference 
of opinion as to Mr. Duncan’s merits and 
the advantage to the country of Mr. Dun- 
can’s work, but I do not propose to enter 
into that now. I[ do not know anything 
about it myself; my hon. friend does. Mr. 
Duncan was no doubt a man of very great 
force of character, because he had as strong 
friends as he had bitter enemies—men who 
praised his work as strongly as others de- 
preciated it. It seems to me that the sta- 
tement of my hon. friend as to what Mr. 
Duncan did is sufficient to justify the pro- 
hibition in this Bill. Itseems inconsistent 
with the idea of a clergyman that he should 
have saw-mills and stores and carry onthe 
trade of building houses, and doing all these 
things that my hon. friend spoke of. These 
are functions which really seem to me to 
bolong to an entirely different class of 
people from the ministers of any church. 


Hon. Mz. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The 
Government are now walking in Mr. 
Duncan's footsteps. They are now estab- 
lishing industrial schools, as Mr. Duncan 
recommended them todo. He did this to 
teach the Indians how to earn their living. 

44, 


There is the Bishop of|daily bread; the 
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The Indians are taught to pray for their 
should also be taught 
how to earn it. Mr, Duncan taught them 
blacksmithing, carpentering a.d other 
useful pursuits. Mr. Duncan came to Ot- 
tawa here and had an interview with a high 
functionary who had never seen him be- 
fore. After Mr. Duncan had stated his 
policy for the Indians he was told that 

e was adictator. Mr. Duncan said: “If 
you think [ am not doing my duty to the 
Indians, I am prepared to go. Say the 
word, and I will leave the country and 
never return again.” This high function- 
ary said: “No; you are just the man we 
want. You must not go; we will make 
you an Indian Agent in British Columbia,” 

ut it never went beyond that. It just 
shows what kind of » man Mr. Duncan is. 
I think it will be a great mistake if this 
trading privilege is taken away from the 
Indians and the missionaries. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I do not know 
what the effect of the privilege may be in 
British Columbia, but I know somethin 
about it in the North-West Territories, 
know that four years ago it excited a 
eee deal of very hard feeling there. 

everal missionaries who had been blamed 
for trading said they were perfectly inno- 
cent of the charge. It went so far that, 
to my personal knowledge, two of the 
missionariesin the North-West Territories 
were blamed for selling goods that had 
been sent out from England as donations 
for the poor Indians. Two of these mis- 
sionaries told me that they would be very 
glad indeed if all the missionaries were 
prevented from trading at all, for then 
they would not be blamed when they were 
innocent of wrong-doing. I heard a good 
deal of what was said about the subject 
there, and many persons expressed the 
opinion that the missionaries were not so 
innocent as they professed to be. While 
Mr. Duncan deserves credit for his exer- 
tions on behalf of the Indians, I think if 
he can run a large business, like a saw- 
mill and the other industries mentioned, 
he had better attend to it, and let some- 
body else attend to the missionary business. 
So far as the North-West Territories are 
concerned, the trading privilege has proved 
an injury rather than a benefit to the 
country. 


Hon. Mr. MoINNES (B.C.)—I am very 
sorry indeed that I have to differ from my 
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had to send up a force there and keep 


hon. friend from Victoria. I expressed 
them at the reserve for some length of 


my views pretty plainly the other day 
when the Bill was before the House. [L'time. I am not as well acquainted with 
consider it is in the interest of all parties, ! that portion of the Province as my hon. 
especially the Indians, that this Bill should friend is, but I know that the view that I 
pass in its present form. I have considered | hold with respect to the southern portion 
the matter since [ last spoke, and I have 'of the Province is strictly correct, and | 
not had any occasion to alter my opinion.|am much surprised to hear that the In- 
All that my hon. friend has stated about dians in any part of British Columbis can- 








Mr. Duncan is strictly correct. He was 
possibly one of the best missionaries that 
ever visited the Pacific coast. Some thirty 
years ago he went in amongst those sav- 
ages, when they were as wild as the 
wild unimals that roamed in that section 
of British Columbia, and he civilized them 
and established a number of very import- 
tant industries—saw mills, canneries, 
manufacturing woollen cloths, etc.; but 
that day has gone by, and a ditferent con- 
dition of affairs prevails to-day. Thirty 
years ago Alaska belonged to Russia, but 
for over twenty years it has been a part 
of the great Republic and has made vast 
strides. A large population has gone in 
there, and not only are the Indians in the 
northern portion of British Columbia 
pretty well civilized now, but the natives 
of Alaska are also civilized. Another 
fact to which I would draw the atten- 
tion of the House is this: Mr. Duncan 
was not a clergyman. He was sent out 
by some society in England, and he acted 
as a Missionnary very successfully indeed. 
The mistake that Mr. Duncan made was, 
that after he civilized these Indians and 
made them amenable to the laws of the 
land, he did not retire and place the 
missionary work under the charge of some 
recognized denomination, That the pre- 
seut bishop, to whom the hon. gentleman 
has referred, should be allowed to continue 
trading with the Indians is, I think, con- 
trary to the work that he is supposed to 
perform among them. As I mentioned 
the other day, that gentleman has been 
the means of creating a great deal of 
discord and troable in that portion of our 
Territories. 


Hon. Me. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Who 
has done that ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Tho pre- 
sent bishop—Ridley, I think, is his name. 


not be supplied bv traders, but must de- 
pend upon the missionaries to supply their 
wants. 


Hon. Me. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Will 
the hon. gentleman tellme how it can 
benefit the Indians not to allow this to be 
done ? 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—If there is 
a sufficient population of Indians there to 
warrant the establishment of saw-mills, 
canning factories and other industries, we 
have enough commercial enterprise in 
British Columbia to do a legitimate trad- 
ing business with them. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Trad- 
ers cannot go on the reserves, to begin 
with. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—They can 
settle on the very border of a reserve. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCHISE ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
THIRD READING. 


The Order ot the Day being called, 
“Third reading Bill (136) ‘An Act fu: th- 
er to amend th Revised Statutes, Chap. 5, 
respecting the Electoral Franchise.’ ” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTI moved that the 
Bill be not now read the third time, but 
that it be referred back to a Committee of 
the Whole House, for the purpose of amend- 
ing the same. 


The motion was agree to. 
(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT saic: The first 
amendment which I intend to propose to 
the committee is to clause 6. The lan- 


He brought the Indians to the verge of| guage of sub-section 4, which is subeti- 


rebellion some years ago—to such an ex- 
tent, anyway, that the Local Government 


tuted in the Bill for the one which is re 
pealed, is not accurate. The substance is 
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not altered, but it does not convey properly 
the intention of the Bill. The defect was 
alluded to in the other House, at the last 
moment, by an hon. gentleman from 
Prince Edward Island, and it became 
evident that the amendment was neces- 
sary, and it has been carefully drawn, em- 
bodying the intention of the clause. [| 
move: 


Page 4, line 42.—After ‘‘district” insert ‘‘ that 
the name or qualification of the person whose name is 
objected to is incorrectly entered on such list, but that 
he possesses such qualification as entitles him to be 
registered thereon, the revising officer shall retain 
such person's name thereon, making the necessary 
corrections, or if it appears.” — 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—TI am not 
quite sure whether that is intended to 
meet certain cases which arose in Prince 
Edward Island in this way: a number of 
voters were duly qualified by property 
and residence, but on quarter day, or mid- 
summer day. they changed their resi- 
dences, and the consequence was that they 
were incorrectly described on the register 
and lost their votes. They appealed to 
the Superior Court and the court decided 
against the voters and in favor of the 
interpretation of the revising officer. It 
was obviously a misapprehension of the 
original Act,because these men were quali- 
fied in one place as well as in the other: 
they had merely changed their residence 
during the period when the lists were in 
course of revision. I hope that this amend- 
ment will have the effect of making those 
cases quite clear, and leave no doubt on 
them whatever. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—TI think it is quite 
clear that the case mentioned by my hon. 
freind is met by this amendment. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—These men 
do not know, until the time very nearly 
arrives, whether they will be in their old 
residences, or in the new. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—We made an 
amendment to the 7th clause, providing 
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election should occur before the lists are 
revised there would be considerable diffi- 
culty in holding a legal election, and it is 
thought best to give to the returning 
officer the power of sub-dividing such a 
district and dividing it into the divisions 
specified in the Franchise Act. That will 
only apply to the lists which are now in 
force up to the time of their next revision. 
I move that the following amendment be 
made at the end of clause 7 :— 


Page 3, line 37.— After ‘‘ person ” insert the follow- 
ing as sub-section 7 :— 

‘7. But no lists now in force shall be deemed 
illegal on account of any polling district therein des- 
cribed containing a larger number of names of voters 
than is permitted by ‘ The Electoral Franchise Act,’ 
and in the case of an election taking place before the 
next revision of such lists, a subdivision of such 
polling district may be made in due time for such 
election by the revising officer for the electoral divi- 
sion where such polling district is situated.” 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
from Halifax called attention, when the 
Bill was before the Committee of the 
Whole House, to a clause which he thought 
already existed in the Act. [differed from 
my hon. friend at the moment, because L 
was aware that, as far as the Revised 
Statutes are concerned, that clause to 
which he referred had been repealed, but 
on verifying the section with him to-day I 
perceive that while the section was re- 
pealed as it exists in the Revised Statutes, 
it was reproduced in an Act of last Session, 
and therefore the insertion of that clause 
is unnecessary. I therefore move that the 
amendment, which purports to be a repro- 
duction of clause 16, be struck out. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Me. DICKEY—Has my hon. friend 
decided what shall be done about the alter- 
ation of the expression “ North-West Ter- 
ritories’’ to ‘“ Western Territories ? ” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If the alteration is 
made it will have to be in the Bill respect- 
ing the North-West Territories of Canada. 


for sub-divisions by the revising officer of|It is proposed, if the alteration is con- 


any polling district containing more voters 
than the law allows. 
there are in British Columbia one or two 
polling places—one especially—where I 
think there are 1,600 votes, where if an 


curred in by the other House, to insert a 


It appears that} clause in that Bill which will cover all the 


legislation relating to the North-West 
Territories, and therefore the expression 
“North-West Territories ” must remain 
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in this Bill, I move that “ Western” be 
struck out and “ North-West” be substi- 
tuted. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—This Bill should 
not pass from the committee without a 
word being said as to the proceedings in 
this House upon it. We have already made 
some eight or nine amendments in this 
Bill—a Bill which peculiarly affects the 
other House, and which we had every 
reason to suppose would come to us in 
such aform that, except in some vital 
matter, we should not require to make 
any amendments at all. I mention this 
in confirmation of the ground which was 
taken the other day in another debate in 
reference to the labor and the pains and 
attention bestowed upon Bills in this 
House which come from the other Cham- 
ber, and the remark is perhaps excusable 
on the present occasion, because we are 
dealing with a Bill which belongs almost 
exclusively—at all events, to a large 
extent—to the other Chamber, and parti- 
cularly affects them. I think it is a very 
strong confirmation of the ground which 
was taken on a former occasion, and 
redounds greatly to the credit of this 
House. 


Hon. Ma. DEBOUCHERVILLE, from 
the committee, reported the Bill with 
amendments, which were concurred in. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
as amended, and passed. 


THE COMBINES BILL. 
REJECTED. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 


“Consideration of the report of the Select 
Committee on Banking and Commerce on 
(Bill 77) ‘An Act to amend the Act for 
the prevention and Suppression of Combin- 
ations formed in restraint of Trade.’ ” 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The report which I 
am about to ask the concurrence of the 
House is in the following words :— 


‘The Select Committee on Banking and Commerce, 
to whom was referred the Bill from the House of 
Commons intituled : ‘ An Act to amend the Act for 
the prevention and suppression of Combinations 
formed in restraint of Trade,’ have, in obedience to 
the order of reference of Monday, the twenty-eighth 
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of April last, examined the said Bill, and now beg 
leave to report thereon, as follows :— 

‘* Your committee have carefully examined and 
considered the said Bill, and have heard, from par- 
ties interested for and against the Bill, representa- 
tions as to the purpose and effect thereof. It has not, 
in the opinion of your committee, been proved that 
any difficulty exists in enforcing the provisions of the 
existing law, nor that any injustice has resulted, or is 
likely to result, from the operation of those sections 
of the Act 52 Victoria, chapter 41, which are sought 
to be amended by the Bill.” 


In order to give some explanation of the 
action of the committee it may be neces- 
sary that 1 should remind the House that 
the Act which is proposed to be amended 
by the one which has been under consi- 
deration by the committee was passed last 
year. It came from the House of Commons 
to this Chamber, and in this Chamber the 
words which are now sought to be re- 
moved by the proposed legislation were 
inserted after very careful and lengthy 
deliberation—the words “unduly and 
unreasonably.” In the ordinary mode of 
proceeding with measures of this nature, 
it is customary to refer such a Bill to a 
Committee of the Whole House, being a 
public measure, but the House showing its 
desire to afford every opportunity, to 
parties interested in the Bill to state their 
case, sent it to the Committee on Banking 
and Commerce, where ample opportunity 
was afforded to the advocates of the Bill 
and those who were opposed to it to present 
their views for or against its adoption. A 
large number of persons availed them- 
selves of the opportunity, and the matter 
was very thoroughly discussed before the 
committee at its two sittings. In this way 
the House has shown its earnest desire to 
meet any reasonable views that might be 
presented to guide it in legislation of this 
character. It has not stood upon its entr 
and said: ‘ Last year we put into the Bill 
words that we deemed necessary, and we 
see no reason why we should change it.” 
No statement, much less proof, was made 
in tho committee of any evil result having 
followed upon the introduction of these 
words. It was not shewn to the commit- 
tee that in any single case they had rend- 
ered the law inoperative or in any way 
thwarted its effect on the evils which the 
Legislature desired it to remove. It is quite 
true that in urging their case the advo- 
cates of the Bill stated that certain legal 
gentlemen had said it was no use to take 
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a case into court under this law, with these 
words in it; but no name was mentioned 
of any lawyer that we might be guided by 
his eminence in his profession or his ability 
asalegal man. No written opinion was pre- 
sented to the committee; there was nothing 
presented to them but the bare statement 
that some lawyers ad held that the words 
“unduly and unreasonably ” had rendered 
the Act inoperative. It happens that in this 
House there are lawyers of considerable 
legal eminence, and these hon. gentlemen, 
far from considering that these words had 
vitiated the law in any way, felt that it was 
absolutely necessary to have them there, 
otherwise it might prevent combinations 
which would be made in the interests of 
the public instead of being adverse to them. 
Consequently this necessary precaution of 
saying that they were not to be undue or 
unreasonable was put in. I am not going 
to detain the House by entering into any 
argument as to the course which should be 
pursued with regard to this report. The 
committee have presented their views. 
The first clause of the Bill, which relates 
to the taking out of these two words, was 
almost alone discussed before the com- 
mittee. A vote of 16 to 3, if my memory 
serves me right, upon that question decided 
whether these words should be expunged 
or not—that is to say, whether the Bill as 
presented to us for consideration should be 
passed. It certainly indicates a large 
amount of unanimity amongst the mem- 
bers of the committee on that question. 
With reference to the second clauso, very 
little was said. The second clause of the 
Bill is to the following effect : 


‘5. The foregoing provisions of this Act shall not 
apply to the exercise of any handicraft or to the per- 
formance of labor, and subject to such exception they 
shall be cunstrued as if section twenty-two of ‘ The 
Trade Unions Act’ had not been enacted.” 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Your report does 
not touch that at all. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Yes; the report 
touches both clauses. In the Act which 
it seeks to amend, that was passed last 
year, we have this clause—the one which 
the proposed Bill would strike out : 

** The foregoing provisions of this Act shall be con- 
strued as if section twenty-two of the Trade Union 
Act had not been enacted.” 

I do not myself see much difference 
between the clause which this proposes to 
strike out and the one proposed to be sub- 
stituted in its place. To my mind they 
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do not seem to differ at all in their effect. 
The original clause, clause 22 of the Trade 
Unions Act, which was repealed last year, 
and which, by the proposed section it is 
proposed still to keep repealed, is in these 
words: 

‘The pur of any trade union shall not, by 
reason merely that they are in restraint of trade, be 
deemed to be unlawful, so as to render any member 
of such trade union liable to criminal prosecution for 
conspiracy or otherwise, or so as to render void or 
voidable any agreement or t 

No argument was adduced before the 
committee in ase lees this, and when the 
motion was made to strike out the clause 
it was carried without any discussion, to 
the best of my recollection; consequently, 
the report was drawn up recommending 
that the Bill be not further proceeded with. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—Before this 
report is acopted I would like to say a few 
words. There was no discussion upon this 
Bill in this House at its second reading. 
lt was sent to the committee where it was 
supposed it would be thoroughly lookedinto; 
that is the reason why no discussion took 
place on itin this House. Itis within the 
knowledge of hon, gentlemen that this 
Bill was passed by the other House last 
year, and we amended it here. 

This Bill, to repeal our amendment of 
last year, was introduced in the House of 
Commons this Session, where it was passed 
unanimously, as they considered it in the 
people’s interest. Such being the case, I 
think it is our duty to look into this 
matter and sce if that amendment is in 
the people’s interest or if it is in the inter- 
est of a few. I shall try with my humble 
ability too show that it is in the interest 
of a few and not in the interest of many. 
I can see in this Bill that the National 
Policy is on its trial. Either we have to 
defeat these combines or the National 
Policy is not a success. I say that we 
should show that combines should not 
exist, and we should make it so that they 
cannot exist, in order that the National 
Policy shall be a success. What did I say, 
as far as I could say, some years ago, in 
this House, in asking for the adoption of a 
National Policy ? I said that the National 
Policy would create industries iu our 
midst, and in the creation of these indus- 
tries competition would arise that would 
benefit the country. I did not at all 
think that combinations would arise under 
the National Policy, and that the public 
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at large would suffer from them, because 
I could not conceive that such combina- 
tions should exist, fraught with such 
danger to this country and to the people 
as I know do exist at the present time. I 
see no reason why a few ringsters should 
say to the whole of the country: ‘“ We will 
toll everything you use, and we shall put 
the money in our pockets.” The country 
will say: “No, gentlemen, you cannot do 
that.” By wise legislation they will say 
it, because it is by legislation we formed 
these combines and by legislation we can 
abolish them. [Iam sorry to say that in 
some instances combines have been brought 
about by the legislation of this country, 
but by legislation they can be removed. 
The people at large are interested, and the 
fact that not one member of the House of 
Commons rose in his place to oppose the 
repeal of our amendment shows that the 
eopleare in earnest. It passed the House of 
mmons unanimously, showing that the 
eople knowing their own interests are 
ooking after them, and at the polle they 
will look after them, if we refuse to give 
them the justice they are seeking for at 
our hands. 

Now, I will take up what [ consider to 
be one of the combinations that materially 
interests the people at large. The chair- 
man told us that sometimes combinations 
were in the interests of the public. I will 
prove to him that they are in the interests 
of the few. Take the sugar industry. Our 
sugar refiners have the privilege in this 
country of saying to whom they shall or 
shall not sell. And why? Because the 
people cannot buy any place else. 


Hon. Mz. SCOTT—The National Policy 
again. 


Hon. Mr. REA D—The National Policy ; 
I freely admit it. We have given them that 
opportunity and they have been recreant 
to their trust. They have combined with 
others to do acts which, while they may 
call them reasonable from their own point 


of view, take an unreasonable amount of 


money from the public and put it in their 
own pockets. It may seem only a small 
amount On each pound of sugar, but when 
you come to estimute the quantity consum- 
ed vou find that it comes to a very large 
amount. What are the refiners com- 
bined to do? They are combined to 
say: “We will sell only to certain 
parties, and they shall be wholesale 
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dealers who belong to the combine 
If you do not belong to the combine yoa 
must pay us à certain amount more.” | 
heard a gentlemen giving his evidence 
before the committee that was appointed 
to enquire into this question of combines 
two years ago, and there were many others 
resent who were much interested in thr 
egislation ; gentlemen came from Toronto 
and Montreal in large numbers to attend 
this committee. Now, why do wholessle 
men leave their business and come here 
before a committee to protest against anti- 
combine legislation if they are not vitally 
interested? One gentleman, who wouk 
not go into the combine, stated that it cost 
him 80 cents per barrel more for s 
than it did the members of the combine, 
and those other gentlemen did not deny 
it, although there were many members of 
the combine present. Noone attempted to 
deny it. This man had said : “ I will not jou 
your uuholyalliance; I willnot be squeezed: 
will suffer first,’ and he did suffer, by 
having to pay 80 cents a barrel more for 
his sugar than members of the combine. 
I heard the evidence given myself, and | 
will read some of it to the House presently. 
If these are facts—if even one man is ur- 
duly oppressed by such a combination it 
is the duty of Parliament to prevent it 
When the masses aie forced to put their 
hands in their pockets and contribute to 
the coffers of such a combination I think 
it is the duty of Parliament to step in and 
redress the grievance. We find people, 
who cannot afford it, leaving their business 
and coming here from Toronto and other 
places to ee against the emasculation 
of this Bill. It may be said that the Bill 
has no effect upon their business, that 
they do not feel it; but they know it has, 
and they come here and ask the 11ouse to 
place them in such a position that under 
the law justice can be obtained. 


I think it will not be necessary to prove 
that these combinations exist, and I need 
not do anything more than quote from the 
evidence taken before the Combines Com- 
mittee to prove my case. A gentleman 1s 
under examination before that committee, 
and he knows what he is talking about. 
I will not mention names, because it is not 
necessary. The question is asked by Mr. 
Fishor :— 

‘*Q. I understand you to say that the guild cce- 


trols the list but at the same time —— 
‘* A, It is the list of the guild. 
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**Q. Exactly, it is the list of the guild ; but at the 
same time you exercise supervision over it that the 
changes must be within reason, as you it? 

‘A. Well, if they were very marked I would ask 
the reason why. 

**@. You would consider yourself at liberty to 
break the agreement ? 

‘* A. I consider myself at liberty to break the 
agreement at any time without reason. It is perfectly 
orne 

‘ Q. It is an agreement as long as you are satisfied 
with the list? 

‘* A. As long as I am statisfied that the thing is, 
as I believe it 1s, honestly and fairly conducted. 

4 a, Fairly and honestly, as between you and the 

ild ? 

‘© A. And the public.” 


Hon. MR. SMITH—Is that the evidence 
that was given before the committee the 
other day ? 


Hon. Me. READ—No; this was the evi- 
dence before the Combines Committee in 
the House of Commons two years ago. 


Hon. Mr. MoINNES (B. C.)—Will 
the hon. gentleman inform the House 
whose evidence he is reading. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I said I would not 
mention names. The witness is asked: 


**@. Well, the public, according to you, have no 
say in the matter whatever. Their interests are 
simply affected as to the advance which you and the 
guild e upon, that the sugar must be sold at. The 
public have no control over the agreement in any way 
whatever. The agrement is not an agreement between 
the guild and you and the public; it is an agreement 
between you and the guild which affects the public. 
Is that not so? 

‘A. Well, that is a very long question. 


Hon. Mr, .KAULBACH—Whose evi- 
dence is this? 


Hon. Mr. READ—I said I would not 
give names, but if you will have it, it is 
the evidence of Mr. George Alexander 
Drummond: 


‘“Q. Had the public any control over the agree- 
ment ? 

‘*A. Well, you covered that. 

**(). [ understand that the public have no control 
over the agreement ? 

‘A. Well— 

‘Q. Do you say that they have ? 

‘“ A. I don’t know; we will see. 

“*(). I want you to answer that question. 
the question ; I would like an answer ? 

‘* A. I don’t think a gentleman should ask a ques- 
tion like that ; it is wasting time. 

“*Q. A few minutes ago I asked you about the 
control over that list, and it is an agreement between 
you and the guild, and you say affected not only you 
and the guild, but the public, and that leads up to 
the question whether the public have any control over 
that agreement ? 

‘A. That is not the question. It is its effect upon 
the public I have to e into consideration, and I 
maintain, and they maintain, that the public cannot 

t the service of distribution on any cheaper terms. 

nat is the full extent to which the public is inter- 
es Ts 


I put 


I could go on and read more of the evi- 
dence, but I think I have read sufficient to 
show that the public have no interest in 
the combine—that they do not .know any- 
thing about it, and it is no trouble to 
prove that a combination exists between 
the wholesale houses and the refineries— 
an alliance is entered into between them, 
and that is as far as it has gone. You want 
to buy some sugar. You have your money 
in your hand and ask for aquantity; youare 
told that you do not belong to the guild, 
and that therefore you have to pay + per 
cent. advance or #, or in some instances 
4 a cent advance because you do not 
belong to the combine. These things I 
think are not to be desired. I do not think 
they should exist in a free country; and 
it is a grievance that we should try to 
remedy at the earliest date possible. It is 
within the knowledge of this House that 
some 212,000,000 of pounds, or nearly 
the whole of the sugar consumed in this 
country, passes through the hands of the 
refiners. They have the opportunity of 
taking toll on that, and you can easily see 
that on such an enormous quantity if the 
+ cent per pound is the profit of the com- 
bine it will make over one million of dol- 
lars. So you can see this is a pretty sweet 
morsel, This is divided amongst a few, 
and it is taken out of the pockets of the 
people of the country. It is singular, when 
we come to notice it, the small proportion 
of sugar that is consumed by the people 
in tnis country as compared with other 
countries. I do not wish to say anything 
more about the reason why it is so. I know 
very well what the reason is, I know the 
remedy, and [ suppose time will provide 
it. Ifthe only combination was on sugar 
we might be satisfied, but when we see 
combinations springing up in other trades 
we begin to feel alarmed. There is now 
a combination in salt to a certain extent. 
There isa combination amongst tho gro- 
cers as to the price of tobacco. There 
is combination more or less in everything 
used in domestic life, from the cradle to 
the grave—a combination on infants’ food 
and a combination of undertakers, that 
bear you to your last resting place. To 
the grave you must go, but you cannot be 
wheeled there except under the regula- 
tions of a combine in Ontario. I do not 
know that, such a combination exists in 
every part of the Dominion, but it does in 
Ontario. We have the grocers’ combina- 








tion, the coal combination—I think the 
latter has been more or less done away 
with. nee have been exposed te such 
an extent that they dare not undertake it 
again, because the people have seen through 
it. Then we have a biscuit and confec- 
tionery combine, a barbed wire combine; 
a combine in stovemakers, undertakers, 
oatmeal millors—and I am happy to say 
that the latter has come to grief. I need 
not run over the list of other combines, 
which I do not wish to speak about, and 
which I am not so well able to prove. The 
Combines Committee has done a great 
deal of good. If it has done nothing 
else it has induced people to look into 
these matters for themselves. What does 
the evidence show ? It shows that under 
the coal combination in Toronto, when a 
coutract was to be given to supply the 
Government buildings or the water works 
or other large institutions, it was put up 
to the highest bidder at a certain price. 
The contract for water works was to be 
let. They would say to a coal dealer, a 
member of the combine: “ How much will 
you give us for the contract at that price, 
and we will see that is the price you get 
for it, because all the rest of the dealers 
will tender at a higher price?” One man 
says: “I will give $1,500 for that con- 
tract,” and he gets it. Then you will ask 
what do they do with this money ? If they, 
et, say $10,000 as the result of the com- 
ine, they divide it according to a system 
that they have amongst themselves, reserv- 
ing one-sixth of the money that is so filched 
from the people in this manner for expenses. 
1 will not read theevidence. It isinter- 
esting, but it is not so interesting to the 
eople as it is to those who are engaged 
in combines to take large sums of money 
from the people in this manner. I Lap- 
pened to be in the committee room two 
years ago when the evidence was being 
taken. A gentleman was under examina- 
tion, and he said: “I belonged to the coal 
combine. They fined me $100, and I paid 
it. Then for some other trivial offence 
they fined me another $100, and I left the 
combine. I began to think it was a little 
tiresome, and I thought I would go on my 
own hook. The result was, I cut the com- 
bine, andI sent direct to the United States 
for coal. Ihad the money to pay for it, 
but I could not get it, and I found that 
I had no other way to carry on my busi- 
ness than to join the combine again. ” 
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Hon. Mr. SMITH—Because he could 
not order enough coal at a time. 


Hon. Mr. READ—He belonged to the 
combine, and he was getting 75 cents a 
ton from the combine for selling their 
coal, but he asked somebody to buy a ton 
of coal or put out asign or some other 
trifling thing of that kind, and they fined 
him $100. J would like to know if that is 
a state of things that Parliament can 
suffer to be carried on? I see in this 
evidence that Gooderham and Worts, very 
large dealers, by some means or other got 
a cargo of coal. It came to the ears of the 
coal combine, and they wrote to the party 
that shipped the coal that he would be 
fined for shipping coal to Gooderham & 
Worts, and they did fine him for so doing. 
It is a ring within a ring. We cannot 
prevent our American friends from ring- 
ing in that way, but we can prevent it 
at home. If the only object of this Bill 
was to punish by fine for entering into 
these combines they would not mind it 
one bit: they would simply put the screws 
on, give one turn more, and take the fine 
out of the pockets of the people. 

But when they have to go behind prison 
bars then they begin tothink. The money 
punishment they do not care for, so long 
as they can make it up out of the pockets 
of the public. I have said enough about 
the coal combine, and I will leave my hon. 
friend opposite (Mr. Clemow) to tell what 
he knows about it. He will perhaps tell 
the public how many thousand dollars 
he has put into his pocket through the 
means of the coal combine. The biscuits 
and confectionery combine I will say noth- 
ing about. The binding twine combine is 
a matter Ido not know much about. All 
the information we have is that there are 
four manufacturers of binding twine, and 
they have a combine. Then take the un- 
dertakers. Here is a nice little exposé of 
their combine, and I quote from the evi- 
dence to show how the undertakers of 
Ontario put up their prices on the people. 
I will read just a clause or two from the 
constitution of the association : 


‘* Article 10. Each and every party or parties, who 
may after this date start business as undertakers 
within the jurisdiction of this association, may be- 
come members by making appiiceton to the secretary 
and paying them the sum of $25, and shall be ap- 
proved by at least three out of four of: the nearest 
members of this association in good standing to the 
applicants proposed place of business, and receive the 
approval of the Executive Committee. 
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“ Article 11. Each new member when first starting 
business shall, within sixty days after his admission 
into the association, carry a stock of undertakers’ 
supplies : such as caskets, coffins, robes, arity 
Laden. &c., worth not less than $500 clear of al 
encumbrances. He shall also be required to build or 
purchase a hearse within six months after his is- 
sion. Any new members not comp ane with the 
article shall be dropped from membership.” 


“ Before a man can go into the under- 
taking business he has to get the approval 
of three out of four carrying on the 
business in his locality.” You can easily 
understand that it is a pretty hard thing 
for him to get that. They do not want 
competition. Combines in any case do 
not want competition. If he does get their 
approval, he has certain other things to 
do. He must have $500 worth of farnish- 
ing, but he must not lend a scarf even toa 
friend. If a poor neighbor would be 
buried he has to charge him for everything, 
or else he is expelled from the association 
or fined. You may say, why could he not go 
into the business independent of the com- 
bine ? Because the manufacturers and 
jobbers in undertakers’ supplies are all in 
the combination. Then you ask why does 
he not import ? There is the rub. That is 
where it hits me. I will not say anything 
more about that. I will now read Article 
26 of the constitution of this combinine: 

‘ Article 26. Any manufacturing establishment of 
caskets, coffins, and undertakers’ supplies, or jobber 
of same, of every name and nature, who shall. after 
due notice, sell, or offer to sell, any of their goods to a 
suspended or expelled member of this association, 
who has violated the by-laws, shall receive the merited 
rebuke from the members of this association by with- 
drawing their patronage.” + 

It shows that that is a pretty close cor- 
poration. Many of us do not expect to re- 
main much longer in this world, and when 
we pass away our widows will probably 
not have more money than they will find 
necessary, yet here these combines raise 
the prices beyond what are fair, and de- 
clare that there shall be no competition in 
trade. If there was nothing else to be 
said against these combines that would 
be sufficient to justify me in supporting 
such a Bill as this. If these words had 
been of no importance, we would not have 
found people travelling hundreds of miles 
from their homes to have them struck out 
of the Bill. The House of Commons with- 
out a dissenting voice passed this Bill, 
because it has been found almost impossi- 
ble to secure conviction if these words are 
retained. It is true that no one has gone 
to court to test it—why? Because they 


would be entering into litigation with peo- 
ple who would take the money out of the 
public to pay the expenses. Now there 
are the fire insurance companies; we know 
that there is a combination among them. 
Others may know more about the subject 
than I do, but I am aware that the rates 
of insurance have been raised through the 
combination of the companies, and those 
who have to pay those rates complain that 
it is against the public interest. I there- 
fore move that the said report be not now 
concurred in, but that the Bill and the 
report thereon of the Select Committee on 
Banking and Commerce be now committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I seldom trouble 
this House, and I would not do so now if 
it were not for the statements which have 
been made, no doubt with the hope that 
they will go unchallenged. I therefore 
wish to say a few words on this ued 
The promoters of this Combines Bill, in 
my opinion, are more anxious to appear 
before the public than to benefit the peo- 
ple. Ideny that there is any hardship 
resulting from combines in this country, 
and I repeat that the only object of those 
who are pressing this measure is to make 
an impression on the electors, before whom 
they must soon appear in their constituen- 
cies. I should like to say a few words 
first on the sugar question, For many 
years I have taken an interest in that sub- 
ject, and I have dealt considerably in 
sugars. When the refineries were about 
to be started in Canada I thought they 
would be a boon to the consumers of sugar 
throughout the Dominion, and I have every 
reason to still entertain that opinion. I 
know that the refineries have been of 
great value to the consuming population 
and have saved them a very large amount 
of money from year to year. The refiners 
are held up as men who combined to en- 
rich themselves at the expense of the ae 
lic. Has that been the case in Halifax ? 
In that city millions of dollars have been 
spent in attempts to establish refineries. 

or a considerable time they never paid a 
dollar on the money invested. The largest 
refinery had to be stopped. The stock- 
holders lost all their money and the re- 
finery passed into other hands. Since then 
it has yielded a very slight profit to those 
who are engaged in the industry. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—About 50 per cent. 
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Hon. Mr. SMITH—No. Some ane 
and some seasons they make a con 
siderable profit, but there are times when 
they lose money. The refiners take great 
risks. They have to order largerly, and 
when their orders are given, if the produc- 
tion of sugar in the countries from which 
it comes is greater than was anticipated, 
there is a drop in prices, sometimes to the 
extent of 2 cents a pound, and the refin- 
ing industry loses, No thought is taken 
of such losses; we only hear of the profits 
that are made. Not two years ago I am 
satisfied that the sugar interest lost 
millions of dollars. A portion of last 
year was a serious one for the sugar 
refiners, and also for those who dealt 
heavily in sugar. The production of 
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do. What were the consequences of Mr. 
Matthewson’s course? The refiners must 
have said: “Mr. Matthewson, you are 
selling this sugar lower than your neigh- 
bors and lower than you can bay it from 
us.” Mr. Matthewson’s answer to that 
would be, I suppose: “Well, what need 
you care, as long as I pay for the sugar.” 


Hon. MR. POWER—Certainly. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—But there is where 
the disturbance in trade comes in all over 
the country. Then, according to Mr. 
Matthewson’s theory, the people would 
buy the sugar from him because they 
could get it cheaper than from the refinery 
or any wholesale merchant in the country. 
That is the way that Mr. Matthewson and 


sugar turned out to be in excess of what Others like him work. Is that an honest 


was expected, and P 
foreign market. There was a proportion- 
ate drop in prices here, and every refiner 
and every merchant who held a stock of 
sugar lost money on every pound of it. 
There was a fall in price, within twelve 
months, of 1% cents per pound, re- 
sulting in an actual loss. e never 
hear of these facts from those gentle- 
men who talk against combinations. What 
would our country be without combines ? 
Combinations in a legitimate way are 
reasonable and proper, whether they be 
combines of laborers, farmers or retiners 
—they are good if they are not carried to 
too great an extent. We are told of the 
case of one unfortunate merchant who is 
losing about 80 cents a barrel on sugar be- 


rices dropped in the| way to do business ? 


Hon. Mr. ROBITAILLE—How could 
he stand that sort of thing ? 


Hon, Mr. SMITH—He puts it on other 
goods, where the purchaser cannot see if 
he is overcharged, and he makes the 

ople believe that he is a martyr. That 
is the man that appealed to his God in that 
committee, in language, as I have said, that 
was too strong to be wholesome. I say it 
is unfair for him to play such a trick and 
charge the refiners with doing what he 
himself is guilty of. It is all very well to 
have combines among the farmers, the me- 
chanics and the laborers; it is only com- 
bines of manufacturers, we are told, that 
are dangerous. Has any refiner or mer- 


cause he cannot buy from the refiners. | chant ever said a word against the farmers’ 
That gentleman is Mr. Matthewson, of|combines? I have never heard a word of 


Montreal, a wholesale grocer. In my 
opinion Mr. Matthewson wants to make a 
stronger combine than has ever before ex- 
‘isted in this country—he wants to build 





it. The farmers combined to run a co- 
operative store, agreeing to buy their 
goods there and nowhere else. Did any- 
body object to the farmers taking such a 


up his trade and advertise himself to the course? No; because the merchants were 


country. He goes to a refiner and buys 
granulated sugar at 7 cents: he sends | 
out his travellers and sells it for 63: 
cents, 
sugar 
or at 
finers 


reasonable men and knew that very soon 
the farmers’ co-operative store must come 
to an end—that it could not be carried 


and offers to furnish all thelon as cheaply as a legitimate mer- 
that is asked for at that price cantile establishment with a 
some price lower than the re-lable profit. 
or the wholesale merchants in| bine was the Grangers’ Union. 


reason- 
The next farmezs’ com- 
Nobody 


the country can sell it for. That gentle- objected to that, because every sensible 


man appeared before the committee and man knew that the farmers 


would 











used such strong language that it could not discover their folly in the course of time 
really be wholesome—he thought he would | and drop it, as they dropped the co-oper- 
never be contradicted. He spoke against | ative store. Then came the farmers’ guild, 
the refiners, but he did not tell anything a combination not to buy anything from 
about his own tricks or what he wanted to| merchants, though the merchant had been 
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the farmer’s best friend in the past, had 
trusted him year after year, and often 
when an account had been allowed to ran 
for years, let him off without interest. 
The merchant was not hard on the farmer 
—he is not hard on the farmer to-day— 
nor is anybody else. When it suited the 
farmer he joined this guild and said: “I 
will not buy an article from any store- 
keeper.” He has tried it to his heart’s 
content, and has learned, to his sorrow, 
that no combine got up by farmers or 
mechanics to run a mercantile establisment 
can ever succeed. Then comes the cheese 
question: the farmers have had a cheese 
combine, a reasonable and, I think, a 
legitimate combination, forthe purpose of 


carrying on cheese factories and exporting 
cheese directly instead of through mer- 
chants. 

Hon. Mra. POWER—That is not a 
combine. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—The cheese combine 
succeeded better than any other farmers’ 
combination, and this proves that com-| 
binations for reasonable purposes, carried 
on in a reasonable and proper way, are not 
objectionable; but a combination for the 
purpose of preventing men from working 
at what they consider reasonable prices, or 
to prevent men from dealing where they 
think they can get the best terms, ought 
not to be legal. I am pleased when I hear 
of reasonable combinations of mechanics, 
or laborers, or tillers of the soil, for the 
purpose of promoting their mutual inter- 
ests and sharing in the increasing wealth 
of the country, and I am sure that many 
of those capitalists—who are spoken of 
as monopolists and tyrants—are glad to 
witness the prosperity of those classes 
that are loudest in their denunciations of 
combines. The leader of the Opposition, 
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, says 
that the farmer pays more for his goods 
than he formerly did, and that the in- 
creased pices are the direct results of the 
National Policy. I ask him to point out 
one article that is not cheaper to-day than 
it was before the National Policy was in- 
troduced. If he can point to one article 
which is not cheaper I shall be glad to 
admit that I am mistaken. The hon. 
gentleman from Quinté says that during 
last year the refiners put through 212,000,- 
000 Ibs. of sugar, on which they made a 
profit of half a cent a pound. I am quite 
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sure if they could make such a profit they 
would be well satistied, but I know that 
they do not make any such profit. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I said the combinists 
and refiners together. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I say, without fear 
of contradiction from any merchant in the 
country, that the wholesale merchant to- 
day makes less on sugar than at any time 
during the forty years that I have been in 
business—that he makes less on tobacco 
than he ever made before. I am not afraid 
to state to the House the profits that we 
make, and I assert, without fear of contra- 
diction, that the wholesale merchant 
does not average more than 14 per cent. 
on all the sugar he sells from month 
to month. I am prepared to prove that the 
farmers were never as well treated in ob- 
taining their supplies of groceries as they 
are at present, notwithstanding all this 
ery about combinations. I hope I have 
said enough on the sugar question to show 
that there is no fortune in it, and I ques- 
tion very much if there is even a moder- 
ate profit. Last year the prices fluctuated. 
The price of sugar was low at one time; 
then it jumped up, because the production, 
it was said, in the countries of growth, 
would be short. The refiners and mer- 
chants did very well for a_ time 
and were making money, but later 
on it was found that there would be 
50 per cent. more sugar than had been 
anticipated, and there was an immediate 
drop in prices. Every merchant and refiner 
who had sugar in stock lost on it at once. 
The refiner lost on every hogshead of 
sugar he held here and even on the supplies 
which he had ordered and which were still 
at the place of growth awaiting shipment. 
I do not hesitate to say that many mer- 
chants have lust $1.75 per barrel on sugar 
for the last two or three months. Such are 
the risks which merchants have to run. Is 
it not reasonable that there should be a 
littlo profit on the capital that they have 
invested. Do hon. gentlemen expect that 
capitalists will invest in any industry 
without a hope of making something on 
their investments? It is very hard for a 
refiner to go on year after year making a 
profit—it is almost impossible. He cannot 
foresee how the crops will turn out. He 
has to buy on a chance, and when he has 
purchased, has to stand by his bargain, 
whether he makes or loses on it. If our 


late lamented friend, John Ross, were alive 
to-day he could tell you that he lost 
hundreds of thousands of dollars the lust 
year he was here. Was he a tyrant? Was 
he not a man that held out the hand of 
friendship to every honest man? He was 
a big-hearted man, a great speculator, but 
a legitimate speculator, and had he not a 
right to make a profit on his transactions ? 
He had ; but there were times when he lost 
and itis known that the last year of his life 
he was often seen walking with his hands 
behind his back lamenting the terrible 
loss he had made on sugar. 


Hon. Mz. READ—He died worth many 
millions. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I shall not dwell on 
this question, because there are gentlemen 
here who understand it better than I do. I 
shall, however, say a few words about salt : 
they say thatsalt and sugar are both sweet 
in their own way. The promoter of this 
Bill, before the committee the other day, 
laid great stress on the monopoly in salt. 
Few men in this country have watched the 
salt trade during the last forty years more 
closely than I have. I will tell you a little 
of what they say the combinations have 
done. I knew a man who went into salt ma- 
nufacturing when he was worth $150,000. 
He devoted fifteen to twenty years of the 
best of his life to the industry, and when 
he left it he was worth $150,000 less than 
nothing. He had to leave the country 
without paying his debts, and the un- 
fortunate man died in a foreign country 
last week. He was an honorable, upright 
citizen. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps that was 
the reason. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—Every man that put 
money into that salt industry has lost 
nearly every thing he invested in it. The 
gentleman who promoted the Bill said that 
the salt combination had raised the price 
from 55 cents a barrel to 70 cents. 
When salt was sold at 55 cents, 30 
cents of that went to pay for the barrel, 
leaving only 25 cents to pay for the 
pumping, manufacturing aa barreling. 

ime and again one of the gentlemen in- 
terested in the manufacture of salt has told 
me that they scarcely ever made a cent, 
but they kept on, hoping that they would 
reach a turning point when prices would 
improve. If the price has gone up to 
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es 


70 cents, is there anything wrong in 
that? In early times in this country the 
farmer used to pay from $2.50 to $3.50 per 
barrel, if the carriage was long, in any 
part of ‘he interior of the country. Now 
the railroad system is so thorough that 
25 cents will take a barrel of salt 
from the works to a very great listance. 
Any merchant will sell that salt ata profit 
of from 5 to 10 cents on the barrel—eel- 
dom more than 5 cents, because it is a 
staple article. They wish to please the 
farmer and they sell a barrel of salt at 
from $1 to$1.05. If you know the whole 
state of affairs you may well wonder how 
the merchant keeps afloat. But many mer- 
chants are failing this year, as you can see 
by the papers. hy? Because they are 
getting scarcely any profit on their goods. 

o much for the salt, and any man that 
gets a barrel of salt at from $1 to $1.25 in 
the interior of the country pays very little 
for it, compared with what he had to pay 
before the National Policy came into 
existence, 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I paid $3, ard was 
glad to get it at that. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—That shows that 
what I state is correct. Few know 
better, perhaps, than I do, what the prices 
were formerly. When I went to London 
first I controlled every barrel of salt that 
went through the Welland Canal in that 
whole western country, and I paid for it 
when it was landed from the schooner and 
took my risk in supplying the farmers 
wherever I could. 


Hon. Mz. READ—You bought it in the 
United States ? 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—There was no other 
lace to buy it then. I shipped it to 
oderich, Port Stanley, and other places. 

I advanced the money, sold the salt on 
credit, and what profit did Ihave? I got 
8 vents a barrel; I had to pay for all 
the dross, all the breakage, all the salt 
that was spilled, and I had to pay the 
money in advance, and some of this I 
trusted out to merchants and farmers, and 
never got a farthing of it. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man seems to have done business a good 
deal like Mr. Matthewson. 


Hon. Me. SMITH—I never got a profit 
of more than 8 cents a barrel on salt 








The Combines [MAY 7, 1890.] Bill. 


during that whole period. Then the salt 
sold at from $2.50 to $3 in different parts 
of the country, so that you will see that 
farmers are better off under the National 
Policy. A gentleman appeared before the 
committee the other day representing a 
labor organization. He was not so very 
rticular about that Bill being passed, if 
understood him aright. He thought it 
would be rather a hardship than a benefit. 
Another gentleman who spoke said he was 
a secretary of an enormous combination 
of 80,000 farmers. What cheek he must 
have had to appear before the committee 
in opposition to combines! Every man 
who spoke before the committee, with the 
exception of Mr. Matthewson, represented 
some combination; yet they have the 
audacity to ask this House to legislate 
against combines. Is that fair, right or 
decent? It is not. As I have said, I have 
no objection to a legimate combination for 
urposes of mutual protection or mutual 
nefit, but [am opposed to combinations 
that would wipe out those who interfere 
with their interests, opposed to combina- 
tions that would prevent a widow from 
having her son apprenticed to a mechanic. 
Time and again hassuch a thing occurred ; 
time and again has a widow been told,wher 
she has brought her boy to be apprenticed 
to a mechanic: “ We cannot take him into 
our establishment ; we are only allowed 
by the union to have so many apprentices.” 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Who said that? 
State the name? 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—It is not necessary 
for me to mention names; every one here 
must know of instances of the kind. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—I do not. 


Hon. Me. SMITH—Many a widow has 
been answered in that way—has been told 
that combinations of workingmen have 
forbidden employers to take more than so 
many apprentices, in proportion to the 
number of hands employed in their estab- 
lishments. Is that right or proper? Is 
that not a combination of the worst char- 
acter—a combination that ought to be 
frowned down by every honest man in 
this country? Whether it isa member of 
Parliament who is seeking for popularity 
amongst his constituents, or anyone else 
who encourages such organizations in 
Canada—this country,which is destined to 
be one of the greatest and freest among 
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the countries of the world —should be 
frowned down. There is not a man in 
this Dominion who is more anxious to 
protect the rights and liberties of laboring 
men than I am. I challenge anyone in 
this country to show an employer who 
ays his men more wages than I do. I 
efy anybody to say that I fail in this 
respect to treat my employés liberally. 
Iam not afraid of being contradicted on 
this point. It is not for me to dwell on these 
things, but 1 say this clap-trap of politicians 


‘appealing to the farmers because the elect- 


ions may be soon coming on, and making 
themselves popular by throwing the bur- 
den of this on the Senate, is too trans- 
parent. Well, hon. gentlemen, the Senate 
can afford to stand this kind of thing. It 
is well for the country sometimes that 
they have a Senate. The hon. gentleman 
from Quinté says that the unanimous 
oe of the other House is in favor of 
this Bill; don’t we all know that the 
feeling of the other House always is to 
throw athing like this on the Senate, 
instead of taking the responsibility of it 
themselves? They do that on purpose. 
Whether it is done wilfully or otherwise 
ie happens so, and it has been repeatedly 
one. 


Hon. MR. PERLEY—We had better 
abolish the other House altogether. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—We know that the 
hon. gentleman from tbe North-West 
threatened the other day that if such and 
such things went on he would be one of 
the first to smash this Confederation to 
pieces. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—Is the hon. gentle- 
man speaking of me? 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I was referring to. 
what the hon. gentleman said. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—I say it is false. 
I did not say what you are saying. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—Tell us what you 
did say ? 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—I said J would be 
opposed to the National Policy, and I do. 
not take it back, either. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—The hon. gentle- 
man said if the opportunity offered he 
would tear this Confederation all to pieces. 
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Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I beg the hon: | Gétabliahment of a prosperous, a progres- 


gentleman’s pardon. When I saw two 
members of the House of Commons grossly 
insulted in the committee by being flatly 
contradicted, it made me angry. 


Hon. Me. SMITH—You get angry too 
easily, and if you were one of the modest 
Senators of this House, when 16 to 3 
pussed their opinion against this Bill, 
you would have gone quietly away with | 
such a majority against you. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—I will tell - you 
about that when the time comes. 





sive and a powerful Dominion. It is that 
combination of wisdom and capital that 
has attracted the notice of our American 
cousins, whose eyes we have opened, and 
who say that the sooner they get hold of 
this promising country the better. The 
Dominion has become prosperous. It has 
grown up from a few petty Provinces to be 
one of the foremost colonies of Great 
Britain, and is not that the result of a 
combine? Has not everything that is 
great and successful something of the 
nature of a combine about it, in a reason- 
able and legitimate way? I would suggest 





Hon. Mz. SMITH—TI don’t want to to hon. gentlemen that we should all 
place that hon. gentleman, or the hon. | combine for the purpose of keeping this 
gentleman from Quinté, or the Hon gente) great country in our own hands, insvead 
man from Monck, in a false position, but : of threatening to break up the Confedera- 
they are a combination of three, and they ‘tion. Hon. gentlemen should be careful 
want to override the sixteen members of [not to make statements that cannot be 
the committee, and run them into a cor-; borne out by facts, and they should not 


ner. I did not want to trouble the House, | jump to the conclusion that great for- 


and should not have done so this after- 
noon only for the zeal that a few hon. 
gentlemen showed against the large 
majority of that committee, and I would 
not have said a word if the hon. gentle- 
man from Quinté had not moved his re- 
solution. But when he moved this re- 
solution in the face of the feeling of this 
House, and in the face of the almost un- 
animous report of the committee, I would 
not be the man I consider myself to be if 
I did not say a few words on the subject. 
I have stated the truth. I have said what 
I know. For the last twenty years there 
has been no profit in the manufacture of 
salt; it has been almost given away to the 
farmers at the cost of production. When 
one of our representatives from the west, 
a worthy man, whom everybody appre- 
ciates up there, wants to show that these 
combinations are ruining the whole coun- 
try, I say no. I say itis a combination ot 
capital and a combination of wisdom that 
has brought our country into the posi- 
tion it now occupies. It was by a combina- 
tion of the wisdom of the.country that our 
old chieftan brought the National Policy 
into existence, and has built a railway 
from ocean to ocean that has made us 
prominent before the nations of the world 
as a people who know how to take care of 
ourselves. It is this combination of wis- 
dom and capital that is keeping us here, 
I might say almost for a purpose, and we 
have accomplished that great purpose, the 


tunes are being made by any trade com- 
binations in this country, for there are 
none that I know of at the present. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—Though I do not, 
as a rule, like to find fault with others 
who have spoken, I must say that what 
we have listened to this afternoon has been 
to a great extent a repetition of what we 
heard in committee the other day. Every 
speech that has been made has been on 
some other subject than the question be- 
fore us. The question before us is not 
whether these combines are right, or 
whether they are wrong: it is whether 
we should pass a Bill this Session that, in 
effect, says that what we did last year was 
all wrong. I think that is it, as near as I 
can describe it, Last year we introduced 
the words “unduly” and “unreasonably” 
into this Act with tne almost unanimous 
consent of the House. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No; no. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—No; it was 
not. 


Hon. Me. OGILVIE—It was by a large 
majority at any rate, and that is the ques- 
tion we have before us now, and that was 
the question we had before us in commit- 
tee the other day; but we could not 
sibly keep any speaker down to the subject 
at issue. Each speaker would insist on 
telling us along story about something that 
was entirely foreign to the question before 
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the committee. I think these words “ an- 
duly” and “unreasonably” strike very 
hard at the minority on that com mittee, be- 
cause they were always talking about the 
undue influence of those combines, those un- 
reasonable combines. We do not want any- 
thing that is unreasonable; we do want 
what is reasonable. We thought so last 
year, gnd we think so again, and we think 
that those words should remain in the Bill. 
The hon. gentleman from Toronto spoke 
truly when he stated that the biggest com- 
bination that we know of is the very com- 
bination that is represented by the three 
gentlemen who were in the minority on 
this committee. The meeting of the com- 
mittee was put off from day to day in 
order that they might have the benefit of 
what they, the representatives of the far- 
mers, had to say in support of this Bill. 
The representatives of the great farming 
association of the west came before the 
committee, and each one of them told us 
all that he had to say, but I do not think 
that it helped us a great deal, because after 
they had got through I do not think we 
knew anything more about what we had 
to do than we did before. But even these 
representative men did not seem to be 
deeply impressed with the nature of the 
Bill before us, because I have a solemn 
declaration, taken before a commissioner 
for taking affidavits in Montreal, which I 
will read to the House :— 


‘* MONTREAL, 5th May, 1890. 


“To the Hon. A. W. OGILVIE, 
** Senator, Ottawa. 


‘*Sir,—After the meeting held by the Committee 
of the Senate, on Friday, the 2nd instant, on Banking 
and Commerce, the three representatives from the 
Central Farmers Union of Ontario expressed their 
opinions freely to Mr. C. P. Hebert and myself, and 
stated that had they seen a copy of the Wallace Bill 
as was pro and passed by him through the lower 
House, and is now before your honorable House for 
adoption, that they would not have left home as 
representatives of their union. They stated it was 
entirely a Bill of class legislation for trades unions 
inst the farmers’ interests. 

‘6 I remain, yours truly, 
‘D. L. L ERBY. 


‘ IT hereby declare that the above is correct. 
‘ CHARLES P. HEBERT. 
‘“ Montreal, 5th May, 1890. 


“ JAMES A. TAYLOR, 
“ A commissioner of the S. C. for the Province of 
pore for use in the Province of Ontario, also for the 

vince of Quebec.” 
Now, after putting ourselves toa great 
deal of inconvenience, and postponing our 
meetings to hear those farmers, in order 


to hear what they had to urge in favor of 
this Bill, they find that they have totally 
misapprehended the purport of it. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—They only looked 
at the second clause of it. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I think that the 
day is past, in these days of railways, 
steamers and telegraphs, for the people to 
be oppressed by combinations. There may 
be combinations in the United States, but 
they do not exist in this country. After 
spending so much time in talking about a 
question that is not in issue we might 
now contine ourgelves to what is before 
the House. There is nothing before us to 
prove that the law is a hardship to anybody, 
as we passed it last year. That being the 
case, I think it is better to leave it alone, 
and until it is proved to us that the law 
with these two words in it is a hardship 
and an injury to any class of people in the 
country, or to the country generally, then 
let us leave it alone. I do think, with all 
due deference to those gentlemen who are 
my superiors in knowledge and in years, 
that we had better confine ourselves to the 
questions before the House, and leave 
sugar and salt combines and other com- 
bines out of this debate. 


Hon. Ma. McCALLOM—This Bill was 
sent to me from the other House. Unfor- 
tunately when it was introduced here | did 
not happen to be in the Chamber. It is 
not an extraordinary Bill. It only deals 
with two or three words, but hardly any- 
body here would venture to father it. The 
senior member for Halifax was kind enough 
to take charge of it until [ came in. M 
bon. friend from Toronto has said that all 
this agitation is simply clap-trap. Does 
he mean to tell this House that the 215 
members of Parliament who represent the 
people of this country would pass a Bill 
the second time in that Chamber if it was 
nothing but clap-trap ? I am sure that the 
hon. gentleman must have forgotten him- 
self when he made such a statement. I 
remember the time when sugar refining 
was an infant industry in this country. 
The refiners came knocking at the doors 
of Parliament asking for assistance, and 
what did they say? Grant us what we ask 
and sugar will cost you no more than it 
has hitherto cost, and we will have the 
advantage of employing the labor in our 
own country and refining our own sugar, 
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The Government appealed to the people in 
1878 on that policy and the people sus- 
tained them under that policy. But soon 
afterwards these refiners, and the Grocers 
Guild, as it is called, entered into a combi- 
nation to raise the price uf sugar. The 
people find fault with the refiners, that 
with the protection they already have 
they should have entered into this 
unholy alliance. They were not satisfied 
with the protection they had under the 
National Policy. They were getting rich, 
but they wanted to squeeze a little more 
out of the people. That is proved by the 
sworn testimony taken before the Com- 
mittee on Combines in the House of Com- 
mons. The representatives of the people 
in the other House passed a Bill, and they 
sent it up to the Canadian Lords, many 
of whom I think ([ am not sure) are in 
combination against the people. When I 
hear words passing between the hon. 
gentleman from Assinivoia and the hon. 
gentleman from Toronto about smashing 
the Confederation I do not think any 
hon. member of this Chamber would do 
anything to smash the Confederation; but 
I say this to the sugar lords, the coal 
lords, the coffin lords, Lord Codfish, Lord 
Pickle Herring and the cold water lord, 
and all the other lords in this House who 
ure forming combinations against the 
people of this country, that the people 
who gave them that eee can take 
it away from them. The people are their 
masters. We are here, but by what right ? 
We stand here with walls of stone around 
us. Independent of the people ? No. Here 
18 à Bill sent in from the House of Com- 
mons last year, and again this year, and 
we say we will not adopt it. You have 
got to give way in the end. You are 
only carrying this nefarious combination 
principle too far. It is a warning, gen- 
tlemen! Submit to it gracefully. That is 
my advice. There are combinations, of 
course. For what? Forthe benefit of the 
consumers in this country ? No; combina- 
tions of the rich, in order that they may 
put more money in their own pockets. Do 
you imagine for one moment that the 
people in this country are going to stand 
it? When they adopted the National 
Policy it was to give manufacturers an 
opportunity to make a fair profit; but the 
moment you combine against the people 
they will kick. They will not stand it. 
This Bill was referred to the Committee on 
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Banking and Commerce and to accommo- 
date some senators it was fixed for discus- 
sion on Wednesday, and before the deputa- 
tion of farmers came down some gentle- 
men wanted to choke them off. We have 
taken two days in committee on this Bill, 
and we have taken this afternoon, discus- 
sing and rune to the lay mind, as these 
professional or legal lords I see around me 
who aspire to the ermine by-and-bye would 
say the meaning of the words “unduly” and 
“unreasonably.” I do not know that I under- 
stand it yet, but itstrikes me in this way, 
that these combines can take just so much 
from the people, but ifthey go further than 
that they will be punished. It is as mach 
as to say we can rob you of a certain 
amount, but until we go so far you cannot 
interfere with us. That is the truth of it, 
because I have taken alittle trouble to look 
up the meaning of the words “unduly” 
and ‘“‘unreasonably.” Just think of the 
Senate being two or three days discussing 
these two little words? How anxious 
gentlèmen engaged in combines are to 
come here and protect themselves. The 
National Policy protects them on all sides, 
but they don’t want to give the gentie- 
man who promoted this Bill in the other 
House the slightest chance. I may say 
that the promoter was insulted before the 
committee, or the next thing to it; he 
could hardly get a hearing. As usual, 
Alexander Coppersmith was raising an 
uproar at Ephesus because his trade was 
likely to be interfered with. “Great is 
Diana! Great is Diana, the God of the 
Ephesians.” 


I have taken some trouble to look up 
the meaning of the words, “unduly” and 
“unreasonably,” and I find it as follows :— 


‘* Undue influence is an influence which restrains 
free and deliberate judgment on any matter.—Sweet's 
Law Dictionary. 

‘* Undue cay A a an election is an influence 
which restrains the free exercise of a voter’s franchise 
by violence, or intimidation, or any other improper 
manner.—Sweet’s Law Dictio ; 

‘** Undue influence of any kind been decided to 
mean influence that savours of fraud.—Anderson’s 


Law Dictionary b 542. 

“ There is no di culty in deciding what is meant 
by unduly in the Act. The word does not in any way 
lessen the force of the Act against combines. 

‘The word ‘‘unreasonably ” in the Act of 1889, is 
calculated to-invite litigation and confuse the deci- 
sions of the courts. 

‘ Prices rise and fall to such an extent year by 
year, that a ‘reasonable’ price one year might be an 
extravagant price another year; and a combination 
to raise a very low price might be held to be 
‘reasonable,’ while a combination to raise a good 
price might be held to be equally ‘ reasonable.’ 
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‘The word unreasonable ought to be struck out, 
because any combination to raise the price of an 
article must be unreasonable, since it is contrary to 
the natural state of the market. The prices of arti- 
cles are already reasonably protected by the tariff. 
To allow of a further protection by private tariffs 1s 
to allow private individuals to assume the powers of 
te and tax the people without | right to 

0 80.” 


Gentlemen, are you doing this? AsI said 
before, these lords are very genial, nice 
gentlemen. I am every day amongst them, 
and I never met a more genial class of 
people in my life—but what are they doing? 

ave they come to this House to legislate 
for themselves, or have they come here to 
legislate for the people ? That is the ques- 
tion the people of this country will ask. 
They will name them one after the other, 
from Lord Sugar to Lord Coal, Lord Cod- 
fish to Lord Pickle Herring, Lord Coffin 
and even Lord Salt. Look at the combi- 
nation in coffins which follows a man into 
the grave? Combinations to bury the 
dead? Yes, by the rules of the combina- 
tion they return dust to dust, ashes to 
ashes, on a regular tariff of rates, no mat- 
ter what becomes of the poor widow and 
orphan. It is an unholy combination. 


Toe SPEAK ER—It being six o’clock, I 
now leave the Chair. 


Atter Recess. 


Hon. Ms. McCALLUM resumed his 
speech. He said: When six o’clock was 
announced, I was about to make a few re- 
marks about salt, in reply to the hon. 
gentleman from Toronto. I am going to 
speak from personal A Eu about it, 
and I think that is generally the best kind 
of knowledge. In my part of the coun- 
try salt was sold at from 90 cents to 
$1a barrel. I do not use much of it— 
about thirty or forty barrels a year—but 
that is the price that I used to pay for it. 
To-day you cannot buy a barrel of salt for 
less than $1.50. Now, why is this? I 


know for years the salt manufacturers of 


this country were probably not making a 
fair profit on their investments. It has 
been stated here that they now get 15 
cents a barrel more on the salt that they 
produce. Who gets the other 35 
cents? Where does it go? It goes 
to the salt combine. Is it in the public 
interest that that should be so? Are 


these men, who have raised the price of 


salt, producers? No; they are drones in 
the hive of industry. My hon. friend from 
45 
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Toronto spoke about a choese combine. 
There is cheese made in the part of the 
country from which I come, but there-is 
no combine about it. The farmers unite 
to put up a building and hire a cheerc- 
maker, and dispose of their products. That 
is not acombine: they are not drones— 
they are producing something. It may be 
said that combines in this country are in- 
significent yet. Do you want to have such 
combinations as exist to-day in the United 
States? If you do not check them now in 
the bud they will ruin this country yet, in 
my opinion. We have been told that 
farmers’ institutes are combines, and that 
their representative was down here before 
the committee. My hon, friend from 
Alma read letters from two farmors in the 
Province of Quebec 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
‘mistaken; they were not farmers, but 
merchants from Montreal. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—No doubt there 
were a good many merchants from Mon- 
treal here and they displayed a great deal 
of anxiety to keep those words in the Act, 
and to take as much as they could get 
from the public before rousing the people. 
There are farmers’ institutes in the Pro- 
| vince of Ontario. What is their object ? 
Not to combine against the public. They 
meet to discuss agricultural questions, to 
see how they can manage to make the soil 

roduce most and for mutual improvement. 
| {f there should be a combine in cheese or 
|any other agricultural produce, put them 
‘under the law and prevent any form of : 
combines. I have mentioned somethin 
about combines in the United States. î 
| have here a pamphlet by W. W. Cook, an 
eminent authority, of New York, whose 
words ought to prove a warning to the 
people of this country. He says: 


| ‘*POPULAR OPPOSITION TO TRUSTS. 


“The American pople have become alarmed at the 
growth of ‘Trusts.’ The Standard Oil Trusts and 
the American Cotton Oil Trust have sown their seed 

| in a fertile soil, and the rank growth is to-day polu- 
| ting the air and stifling the existence of healthy life 
land progress. It is currently reported and beheved 
| that the ‘Trust’ monoplies have drawn within their 
grasp not only kerosene oil and cotton-seen oil but 
sugar, oatmeal, starch, white cornmeal, straw paper, 
| pearled barley, coal, straw board, castor oil, salt, 
cattle, street railways, whiskey, rubber, steel, 
steel nails, steel and iron beams, nails, wrought-iron 
pipes, iron nuts, stoves, lead, copper, envelopes, paper 
, paving pitch, cordage, coke, reaping and binding 

and mowing machines, threshing machines, ploughs, 
glass and waterworks. And the list is growing day 
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by day. Millions of dollars, in cash or property, are 
ing drawn into the vortex. 

‘The fabulous profits which flow from an absolute 
‘Trust’ have dazzled the minds and set on fire the 
imagination of men. Manufacturers are rushing into 
the maelstrom. They are staking their fortrnes on 
the venture, and, in their dream of the future, they 
see a rich and golden stream of wealth rewarding 
their daring plans. 

“* They reason well and ably. Cheaper production 
is to result ; multitudes of officers are to be dispen 
with ; superintendents, travelling salesmen, and 
expensive advertisements are to be diminished ; raw 
material is to be purchased more cheaply ; the 
highest order of administrative ability is to be pro- 
cured ; inventions are to be encouraged and used ; 
over-production is to be prevented ; ‘permanency of 
employment is to be assured ; more certain returns 
on capital are to be guaranteed ; insolvencies, re- 
sulting from competition, are to disappear ; produc- 
tion on a large scale is to decrease the cost thereof ; 
large and new enterprises, requiring great capital, 
erent risk, and great powers of administration, are to 

undertaken ; and finally, they e within the 
secrecy of their conclave that the public is at their 
mercy, and that prices may be advanced. Silently, 
rapidly, and successfully their schemes are being 
consummated. No shock from the outer world has 
disturbed the progress of their plans. 

‘6 But, in the mean ar tan is becoming of the 
interests of the people? o is sustaining their rights 
and advocating their cause ? To whom are the people 
to look in the contest that is about to come? This is 
to be no insignificant struggle. On the one side are 
untold wealth, far-seeing management, splendid 
talents, unscrupulous methods, and that insatiate 
greed for gain which has little regard for the law of 
the land. On the other, are the decisions of the courts, 
the slow and silent but unalterable determination of 
the people, the legislative bodies, the great and natu- 
ral laws of competition, and, most of all, a free, a 
fearless, and independent press. The courts may be 
defied, legislative bodies may be corrupted, all other 
avenues of expression of the rights and wrath of the 
people may be suppressed, and yet the contest will go 
on. From the daily and weekly press of the count 
there will come a stormy advocacy of the peoples 
rights which cannot be defied, or suppressed, or con- 
quered. Itis the reflector of public opinion. It is the 
medium of the voice of the people, and the unerring 
index of the thoughts and feelings and will of the 
masses. 

‘ And it is a formidable indictment which the peo- 
ple, through the press, have brought against the 

Trust.’ It is neither a corporation nor a well defi- 
ned common-law trust; it avoids the checks and safe- 
guards which a wise public policy has thrown aruund 
corporate acts ; its articles of ment are secret and 
jealously arded, even from the investor himself ; no 
charter of statements need be filed for püblic inspec- 
tion ; no reports need be made or published ; it may 
carry on any business it desires ; the principies of ul- 
tra vires acts do not check it ; no limit is placed by 
statute on its capital stock; no laws prevent an 
increase or decrease of its trusts certificates ; no qua- 
lifications are prescribed for its trustees ; no tax is laid 
on its charter of franchise or capital stock ; no limit 
is placed by the public on the powers and discretion 
of its trustees ; no publicity is given to its acts. It 
mav move from State to State ; 1t may evade taxation, 
and defy the powers of courts ; it weields vast sums of 
money, secretly, instantaneously, and effectively, to 
accomplish its nefarious ends; and it does all this, 
not for the advancement of the community and the 
nation, but for purposes of extortion and for the an- 
nihilation of independent firms. 

‘ Nor is that all. A monopoly has ever been un- 
just, oppressive, and a thing of hatred. It raises 


prices ; persecutes those who refuse to come into the 
combination ; crushes out competition; punishes or 


idea is made prevalect that unscru methodsand 


sed | evil ends are justified, provided they are successful. 


It is difficult for the advocates of monopoly to find 
argument to support their cause. Nearly three cen- 
turies ago, a8 y said, Lord Coke, in the famous 
‘Case of the Monopolies,’ spoke truly when he said 
that there were three inevitable results of monopoly: 
‘(1) That the price of the same commodity will be 
raised; (2) That the commodity is not so good as before; 
(3) That it tends to the impoverishment of divers 
artisans, artificers and others.’ 

‘“Nor is this the end of the indictment of the Trust. 
It is a monopoly, and the most cruel, the most harah 
and the most detestable of all monopolies. It presses 
hardest on those who are less able to pay its exactions. 
It is a grevious burden, which is borne, not by the 
rich and the powerful, but by the poor and the weak. 
It is a mop OLY in the necessaries of life, in those 
things which render possible the daily existence of the 
farmer, the mechanic and the laboring man. In the 
item of sugar alone it is estimated that the increase 
already made by the ‘ Trust’ was a profit of over thi 
million dollars a year, in addition toold profits whic 
were made before the ‘ Trust ’ was o 

‘This monstrous exaction falls heaviest upon him 
who works for his daily sustenance. The railway, in 
its excessive rates for traffic, presses only lightly and 
indirectly on those who are unable to use it. The 
telegraph affects but little the mass of the people. The 
telephone is a luxury which the pong me can- 
not afford. But a monopoly in that which the plain 
people consume day by day, that which they eat and 
wear and use in their daily toil, is a monstrous wrong. 
It is a wrong which never has been and never will be 
endured by an lish-speaking people. It presses 
upon the source of the nations wealth, integnty 
character, intelligence, greatnees, and tees of 
permanency. It affects those who send forth the men 
and women by whom, in the next generation, the 
business, government and progress of erica will be 
carried on. The ‘Trust’ takes the money of those 
whose earnings are used in the struggle for a living 
in the common-school education of their children, and 
in the small accumulations which are laid by for sick- 
ness and old age. It is a monopoly which will be a 
blight upon the nation. It has arisen for the first 
time in erican history. It is a repetition of the 
historic English struggles between the people and the 
monopolies granted by the Crown on the necessaries 
of life—struggles which the beanie successfull 
when Elizabeth and, in, when Charles the First 
ruled the kingdom of neue In those days the 
monopolies went down in the contest. What is to be 
the result in America? 


‘S THE FUTURE OF THE ‘TRUST.’ 


‘ The contest between the people and the ‘Trusts’ 
is beginning. The forces arrayed on either side fore- 
tell a desperate st le. The Standard Oil Trust, by 
itself alone, has thus far pursued its way unconqu 
and unimpeded. And now it is re-enforced by many 
pren allies. The ‘Trust’ seems to be all-power- 

ul, and it is becoming the despot, the dictator of 
trade. Its wealth mounts into the hundreds of 
millions of dollars. It employs tens of thousands of 
men. Its powers are not limited by charter nor pub- 
licopinion. Itsmovementsare secret, silent, unerring 
and all-powerful. It ramifies into all branches of 1n- 
dustry. It reduces and raises the price of the finish- 
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ed product which it sells. It ignores the newspaper 


reas, and has effectivemethods of dealing with is- | be 


tures. In the sfruggle that is at hand the ‘Trust’ 
relies upon its capital, its secrecy, its unscrupulous 
talent, its fearlessness, and its concentrated power. 

‘ And yet all these will not avail it.” 

“A ‘ st’ cannot succeed unless it can prac- 
tically crush out competition. It must compass the 
country or give up the struggle. Compesiig concerns, 
content with reasonable prices will supply the mar- 
ket. Unless the ‘Trust’ is absolute, it is a body 
without bones, a machine without motive power ; 
and even after it becomes absolute it is never safe. 
Its vast profits are a tempting prize, to be contended 
for by the wealth and enterprise of all men. Cap- 
ital, ever ready to make daring ventures in hope of 

t returns, is a power dangerous and unceasing in 
its menace to the ‘ | AS 

** And there is another factor, great and growing, 
which the ‘Trust’ has not yet met. Competition 
and capital may be subdued throughout the length 
and breadth of the land. A system of laws may be 
retained on the Statute-book which will exclude the 
foreign competitor. But when these statutes are 
repealed, and when the wall that shuts out foreign 
competition is thrown down, then there comes a com- 
petition which cannot be controlled. A world-wide 

Trust ’—embracing all lands and all peoples, is yet 
to be seen. It may be attempted, but it 18 yet to be 
proved a possibility. The Prost >of America may 

estroy competition at nome but how is it to meet 
the competition from ab ? It is beginning to 
dawn on American people that the exclusion of 
foreign competition is the cause as well as the safety 
of the American ‘ Trust.” It is found in no other 
land, and the beneficent workings of international 
vac will sound the death-knell of the American 
‘Trust.’ 

‘“ But there yet remains an antagonist of the 
“Trust” more formidable than all the others. And 
the ‘Trust’ will not prevail. It will go down in the 
struggle inst the instincts and self-reliance, and 
f intellect of a race of men who for five hundred 

ears have come to no compromise with monopoly. 

ven Queen Elizabeth bent to the indigination of the 
English House of Commons and era the mono- 
polies which she had ted on iron, coal, vinegar, 
oil, lead, starch, yarn, leather and glass. One of the 
chief grievances that sent Charles the First to the 
block was his creation of monopolies.” 


Sir John Culpepper, in a speech in the 
Long Parliament, thus spoke of the mono- 
polies and “ pollers of the people: ” 


‘“ They are a nest of wasps—a swarm of vermin 
which ane M De the land. Lee ne ne of 
Egypt, they have gotten possession of our dwellings, 
and we have scarce a room free from them. They 
sup in our cup; they dip in our dish; they sit by our 
fire. We find them in the dye-fat, washbowl and 

wdering tub. They share with the butler in his 

x. They will not bate us a pin. We may not buy 
our clothes without their brokage. They are the 
leeches that have sucked ‘the common wealth so hard 
that it is almost Nectical.” This speech, quoted by 
counsel in his argument in the Slaughter House Cases, 
was made at a time when monopolies existed con- 
cerning wine, coal, salt, starch, the dressing of meats, 
beavers, belts, bonelace, leather, pins, and other 
necessaries, and even to the gathering of rags. 

‘It has been truly said that most of the great 
English struggles for constitutional liberty have grown 
out of unjust exactions of money from the people. 
The mutturings of discontent started and grew from 
deep down among the yeomen, the mechanics, and 
the laboring men. The same causes that were at work 
then are at work now. The storm is brewing. It 
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will be wise for those who are in its pathway to 


ware. 

‘When the railway in England and America 
showed itself to be a monopoly, by reason of the 
enormous expense and loss incurred in paralleling it, 
and when the railway began to insist on the exactions 
of a monopoly, there came a popular uprising. In 
England, for fifty years, poli ter policy was tried 
and abandoned, until now the system of private 
ownership and governmental regulation of rates and 
accommodations has become firmly established. In 
America the Granger laws, regulating rates, were 
followed by a discussion which here, too, has led to a 
governmental restriction of the railway monopolistic 
powers. And the same national c ristics 
which sustained Jackson in his overthrow of the old 
United States bank can be relied upon to deal with 
the modern ‘Trust.’ There can be no compromise 
between a monopoly and an Anglo-Saxon people. 
They have never existed together. The modern 
‘Trust’ has yet to meet this tendency of the race. 
It may s mune mio power and high position. Like 
the Standard Oil monopoly, it may accumulate mil- 
lions of money, destroy hundreds of competitors, and 
defy the press, the Legislature, the courts, and all 
the avenues of expression of the popular will; but 
sooner or later it will feel the heavy hand of the 
people laid upon it, and when that time comes it will 


come with a power that cannot be withstood. There : 


will be no trace of the monopoly left. 
‘Such will be the result, or I mistake the charac- 
ter of the American peuple.” 


After all, the sugar refiners are not so 
much to blame as this combine that went 
to them und pressed them until they gave 
way, a8 appears by the evidence given 
before the committee last year. They 
were not satisfied with what they were 
getting from the (overnment of this 
country under the National Policy, but 
they wanted more. There is this to be 
said of the sugar refiners: they were 
making better sugar, but I never heard 
of the grocers guild making su at all. 
I have heard of merchants telling their 
clerks to put sand in the sugar and to 
steep the tobacco, and then come in to 
prayers. The merchants combined against 
the consumers of this country, and are 
taking to-day, as I understand it, half a 
cent a porno more on every pound of 
sugar they sell than they should take. 
They have had protection from the 
Government of this country ; they ought 
to have been satisfied with it, and I 
warn them that they had better be 
satisfied with what they have, because the 
power that gave them protection can 
take it away. Do those combines make 
any returns to the Government? No. 
All their meetings are in secret, as they 
are in the United States, They have not 
reached the same proportions in Canada, 
because the National Policy has not been 
long enough in existence, and they have 
not had the chance to grow here as they 
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have in the neighboring country. I have 
Raid a good deal in a jocular way about 
the different lords we huve in the Senate— 
Lord Undertaker, Lord Coal, Lord Sugar, 
and others. But Lord Undertaker is not 
the worst of them. In conversation with 
him, what does he tell me? Hesays: “I 
only get one chance, and if I do charge 
400 per cent. I do not get as much as the 
others do. Here comes Lord Sugar; he 
is at me all the time—he taxes me three 
times aday. You can see how much he 
takes in the lifetime of a man compared 
with what I take—I only get one chance. 
Here is Lord Flour, he taxes me for every 
meal I take.” Gentlemen may say that 
there is no combination among the millers, 
but at a recent meeting of the Millers’ 
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| had better do it gracefully in the interest 
of the people. The 215 members of the 
House of Commons,representing the people 
directly, and answerable to the people, 
demand that this Bill shall become law. 
[Itis no clap-trap; you had better bow 
‘gracefully to the inevitable. Let the Bill 
| be referred to a Committee of the Whole 
: House, und if there is anything wrong 
about it let us amend it; but I appear to 
the House not to throw out the Bill and 
refuse to redress the grievances of which 
the people complain. In conclusion, let me 
remind hon. gentlemen that May’s “ Parlia- 
metary Practice” says that lords that have 
a direct interest,or an interest at all, should 
not vote on a question of this kind; but 
of course it is left to their own honor, and 





Association at Listowel, one of them, |I hope some of them will walk out. 


named Plewes, advocated a combine over 
the country for the purpose of putting 
‘ down the price of the farmers’ wheat. It 
did not smount to much, because a man 
named Norris, of St. Catharines, would not 
go into the combine, and that broke it up. 
Then Lord Coal taxes us every time we 

et warmed, as Lord Coffin tells me. Lord 
Cotton taxes us every time we get a shirt, 
in his nice, smiling way and genial man- 
ner that I respect so much. We have 
Lord Shoddy, who taxes us every time we 
get a suit of clothes, and a man who 
dresses respectably must have four suits in 
the year. Lord Steel taxes us every time we 
buy hardware of any description. Lord 
Torra Cotta is young yet, but he is ready 
to take your money if you want to erect a 
fine building. And here, too, is my friend 
who has done a great service for the peo- 
te of this country. I am surprised to see 

im acting in concert with the other lords 
to oppress the people of Canada—I refer 
to Lord Cold Water. I hope he will 
be spared to help us to promote the in- 
terests of the people at some future 
day. oy Pe oeing this Bill is thrown out, 
what will the people say of the Senate of 
Canada, They will say that the House of 
Commons has passed this Bill twice and 
sent it to the Upper House ; we were asked 
to pass this measure in the interest of the 
large consuming population of Canada, yet 
we amended it last year so as to make it 
of no value. The House of Commons has 
again passed the Bill, and what are we 
going to do about it? If we do not pass 
in this year we will hav to pass it next 
year—we will have to give way, and we 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—As I am about to 
vote somewhat inconsistently with my 
views on trade, 1 think it advisable that 
I should explain my position. It is this: 
I intend to vote to sustain the legislation 
of last year in the Senate. I do not think 
it is well for us to stultify ourselves and 
go back on that legislation until we have 
a full opportunity of knowing the result 
of it on the country. I am by con- 
viction and training a Free Trader, and 
those who have preceded me are well 
known in this House and country to be 
Protectionists. My hon. friend from Quinté 
advocates a high tarift on oats, cheese and 
other commodities in which he is more or 
less interested. Others who are interested 
in manufacturing industries advocate pro- 
tection. In doing so they are consistent, 
but I think it is not consistent when they 
refuse to extend the principle of protection 
to another class which combines in self- 
defence. They are not disposed to stand by 
protection on general principles. Viewing 
the matter in this light, I feel that the 
Senate has a right to sustain the legislation 
of last year, and I hope they will do 50, 
though when I give expression to the hope 
I am far from agreeing with the arguments 
of some hon. gentlemen who have pre 
ceded me. One hon. member set forth 
that the merchants of this country are at 
present making very little profit on their 
transactions. He did not seem to see that 
the cause of this was thut the merchants 
of this country at present are simply re 
tailers, Formerly those merchants did an 
import trade from abroad under a Free 
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Trade policy, and were real merchants; | though a merchant may do an ex- 


they bought in the lands where they could 
purchase cheapest, and were thus enabled 
to sell in their own markets at reason- 
able figures. That is all done away 
with; the West India Trade of our 
country is done away with; we have 
no more foreign importations and pro- 
tection is the policy of the country. I 
bow to the will of the people: I do not see 
that I have a right to set up my view 
against the judgment of the majority. 
Twice the people of this county by a 
large majority, have sustained the pro- 


tensive business and have a large capi- 
tal invested, he cannot do better than 
those smal] traders, and has to bring down 
his business to meet the changed condition 
of affaire. So it is with the salt trade. In 
former times the salt trade with Liverpool 
was an extensive one. It gave ballast to 
our ships, and we imported and sold it 
to our fishermen at a moderate price, We 
cannot do that now; our ships are deprived 
of the ballast and also of the freight. 
These are matters that you, who are 
engaged in manufactures, ougbt to con- 


tective policy at the polls, and I believe; sider. You are prospering, but [ hope 
they will sustain it again at the next) that in your prosperity you will see that 
election. Therefore, I think we have a there is another class, a very valuable 
right to bow to the will of the people and | element of our population—the mercantile 
carry out their views. Looking at matters | community, the importing class, who built 
in that light, I feel, though my principles | our cities by the seaboard—are declining. 
are those of Free Trade, that [ have a right These men were trained to find out the 
to suetain our present policy until there is | best markets in the world, and they im- 
a change in public sentiment. I have; ported goods on such terms and conditions 
some idea of going into commerce again, | that they were enabled to sell at moderate 
and if I were to do so I would feel at a! prices. In those days sugar was imported 
loss to know what todo. I would not feel|very extensively, giving freight to our 
disposed to purchase goods from local |ships. It is different now; it is more pro- 
sources. I know that one or two of the/|fitable to the manufacturer than to the 
last transactions that I had, when I was importer. As the hon. gentleman from 
a merchant, were very unsatisfactory.| Toronto said, the importer makes very 
When I was in the trade it was my little profit now, but he did not seem to see 
habit to import tobacco from abroad, | the reason of it. Itis that they are merely 





perhaps four or five hundred boxes at a 
time. On that tobacco we had a very fair 
profit, because we bought in the proper 
market, [ have known others engaged in 
that trade to import large quantities of 
tobacco, and after paying our local duties 
and getting a fuir profit, they were able to 
sell those goods again to other countries. 
All that is now done away with. We have 
to go to one or two manufacturers in this 
country who, no doubt, are combined to 
sell tobacco at a certain price. One hon. 
gentleman who is in trade, and who ought 
to desire to have freedom to import from 
abrpad, advocated a continuation of the 


retailers, and are not merchants at all; 
they have to buy from the local manu- 
facturers and are at their mercy. 1 think 
itis well known to all commercial men that, 
though our present policy is beneficial to 
manufacturers, it is unsatisfactory to very 
many of those who are engaged in trade. 
However, having voted for the legislation 
of last year, I will sustain it now. We 
criticised those words last year and had 
the opinion of the best legal authority in 
the House that they were the most fitting 
words for the purpose we had in view. [ 
have not chunged my opinion yet, and 
therefore I shall vote to sustain the legis- 


preven system. He knows very well that lation of last year. 


e could not get permission to purchase 
‘abroad ; he would have to go to one or 
two manufacturers of tobacco and 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I voted against 


ay | the introduction of the words “ unduly” and 


their price, and that would prevent him | unreasonably” into the Combines Bill last 
from getting anything more than a mere | year, because I considered that the spirit 
‘commission on the transaction, because | and the intent of the legislation was that 
his customers, to whom he formerly|men should not unduly or unreasonably 
sold, would have the same privilege of| combine to enhance the price of any com- 
going to those manufacturera and making | modity; that it was not intended that 
their purchases direct. Consequently,!combines should be deemed unlawful if 
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they did not unduly and unreasonably put 
up the price. Now that the words are in 
the Act I am not disposed to eliminate 
them, because if men do not unduly con- 
bine it is only right that they should have 
the right to noie I believe that com- 
bines in Capital, as well as in labor, are 
sometimes in the interests of the public. 
It may be in the public interest sometimes 
to restrict production by means of com- 
bination, in order that prices may be duly 
and reasonably raised. The price of 
labor, for instance, may be increased in 
that way in the interest of society. Refer- 
ence has been made to the sugar combine 
and the refinery at Halifax. I was, un- 
fortunately, interested in that institution 
myself. Owing to over-production and 
low prices the refinery had to shut down, 
and I lost some thousands of dollars. 
Common prudence would dictate at times 
that trade must be restricted within cer- 
tain limits, and in order to restrict it, it 
may be necessary even to suspend opera- 
tions for a time. Therefore, I do not 
think that it is wise to eliminate these 
words from the Act, I am sure that no 
rosecutions could be sustained where un- 
ue and unreasonable combination to put 
up the price could not be proved. Unless 
these two elements are proved, such a 
prosecution could not be sustained. 


Hon, Me. McMILLAN—And it ought 
not to be sustained. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—Certainly not; 
therefore these words should be retained 
in the Act. Ifthe object of the Bill is to 
destroy all combinations, then I believe we 
would be striking at the vital interests of 
this country; therefore [ am opposed to 
this measure. The parties who have 
brought this Bill before us have not shown 
that it is impossible to bring the law into 
force. I do not know that it has over been 
tried. All that was shown is that sugar 
refiners had entered into a combination 
with an association of grocers to put up 
the price of sugar, and to sell only to mem- 
bers of that association, and outsiders can- 
not get the sugar except at a higher price. 
1 believe that is undue combination under 
the present law, and if they were prose- 
cuted I have no doubt that a verdict would 
be rendered against them by the courts. 
I know that there is a feeling in this coun- 
try that combinations exist that are not in 
the interests of the community, and it is 
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well that this discussion should take place, 
for it is by discussion that some step may 
be suggested to check the evil if 1t does 
exist. If it is necessary to stop this or 
any other combination in the public inter- 
est, a jury would find against it if a suit 
were brought under this Act; and it is 
also evident that nobody would be pun- 
ished before a court and jury for having 
combined if the combination was not un- 
due and unreasonable. As regards the 
National Policy, although it is said that 
we are fostering bloated monopolists, we 
believed that competition would prevent 
anything of the kind—that things would 
come down to their proper level; and I be- 
lieve so still, notwithstanding the state- 
ments of some hon. gentlemen to the con- 
trary. No combination can exist in this 
country ayainst the public interests—the 
public mind would become so exasperated 
against anything of the kind that if a suit 
were brought before a court and jury uuder 
the existing law asummary remedy would 
be applied. Therefore, I am disposed to 
sustain and continue the words “unduly” 
and “unreasonably ” in the Act. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—While I am ex- 
tremely unwilling to say anything to dis- 
parage the speeches which have been 
made so very earnestly and sincerely by 
the hon. gentlemen from Quinté and Moncx, 
I feel that the interests of truth require 
that I should make some observations on 
their remarks, It appears to me that long 
and earnest as those speeches were, an 
full of detail, L did not hear one single 
word of argument upon the question which 
is now before this House Had there been 
a Bill before us to repeal the anti-Combine 
Act of last year I could have understood 
how all their earnestness would be stirred 
up and their eloquence enlisted to defeat 
the repeal of such an Act. But this House 
has recognized all the evils that these 
gentlemen complain of, and they hgve 
joined with the other House in patting up- 
on the Statute-book a law tu prevent and 
to punish these very things that they com- 
plain of. It looks as if they were setting: 
up à man of straw in order to knock it 
down again, for neither of them has touched 
the question before the House, and that is, 
whether these words “unduly” and “ un- 
reasonably” are to be taken out of the 
Act in order to make it operative and effec- 
tive. Surely the first thing we should ask 
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ourselves when we are invited to make an 
amendment to a statute of this kind is, is 
there some sound argumen: by which it 
can be made clear to us that the words 
are hurtful and do interfere with the 
carrying out of the law as we designed ? 
Have you any such evidence befvre you? 
Is there any petition from any part of the 
country to show that there has been an 
attempt to suppress unlawful combinations, 
and that the attempt has failed, because 
of the fact of these words “unduly” and 
‘ anreasonably ” beinginthe Act? There 
has been no such evidence produced before 
the House. We are not bound to wait for 
petitions to amend an Act, but I do sa 
we are bound to have some good and suffi- 
cient argument brought to bear upon our 
action in order that we may act wisely in 
making any change in an existing statute. 
The hon. gentlemen have gone on to 
explain all the evils of combines. I 
am willing to assent to what they 
have said. The House has already 
assed a law and put it on the Statute- 
k to prevent or suppress these combi- 
nations, but the hon. gentlemen have failed 
to show us that in order to make that law 
effective and useful it is necessary for us 
to eliminate these words. There is not 
an argument used by the hon. gentlemen 
who have spoken in support of their pro- 
postcn: y hon. friend from Lunenburg 
as spoken to the point, and has shown 
the desirability of these words being 
retained in, the statute. Supposing the 
Bill were passed without amendment, in 
what state would it leave the law? The 
law as it is provides a punishment for any 
persons who unlawfully do any of these 
things. You will observe it must be 
unlawfully done—even if this Bill were 
adopted and ‘he words “ oA ” or 
“ unreasonably” were expunged. Itseems 
to me that there is very little difference 
between an unlawful Act or an Act done 
unreasonably orunduly. My beliefis that 
if there words were not in the Act at all 
that any judge or jury trying a case 
brought under it to determine whether 
a combination was unlawful, would have 
to settle the question whether it was unduly 
or unreasonably done. 


Hon. MR. POWER—Then why are you 
so anxious to retain the words “unduly” 
or “ unreasonably?” 
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Hon. Me. VIDAL- Because they are 
there. We put them in last year after 
deliberate consideration. 


Hon. Mra. McMILLAN—And because 
there is no 1eason shown why they should 
be taken out. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I have not yet heard 
a single reason advanced why they should 
be taken out. In committee the allegation 
was made that they hindered the Act from 
being put in force. What evidence have 
we of that? Has there ever been an 
attempt made to put it in force? Not the 
slightest; but becanse in the opinion of 
my hon. friends these words militate 
against the efficiency of the law they think 
we are bound to take their opinion and 
have no opinion of ourown. The retention 
of these words in the law simply protects 
innocent and unoffending parties who 
combine together, and the result of that 
combination has no injurious effect upon 
the country. Without these words it would 
leave the working of the Act slightly 
ambiguous, and innocent parties entering 
into a combination might be found guilt 
by a court and be made subject to penal- 
ties when really the public interest was 
fot affected by it at all. The words 
“unduly ” and “unreasonably ” were 
not inserted in the Act without mature 
judgment and deliberation, and I am 
certainly very sanguine that the House 
will sustain its committee in the action 
which they have taken in this matter, 
unless some good reason can be shown, or 
some evidence adduced to prove that the 
insertion of these words by us last year 
was a mistake, and we are bound to take 
them out. I think they were put in cor- 
rectly, advisedly, with a good purpose, and 
we would be stultifying ourselves if we 
say, that because, the House of Commons 
desires to take them out we are bound to 
do it. I wonder that the hon. gentleman 
from Monck does not see the logical result 
of his arguments: The other House repre- 
sents the people; therefore, their views 
should preyail. Follow that argument to 
its legitimate conclusion and what does it 
prove,? That there is no reasun for the 
existence of this House at all, because we 
do not represent the people, and that we 
have therefore no right to refuse to cor- 
rect or amend a law passed by the Com- 
mons. The great reason for the existence 
of this Chamber is that it corrects legis- 
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lation which in its unbiassed judgment 
would be really hurtful to the publicinter- 
ests. We know that measures can be 
carried in the popular branch of the Legis- 
lature, where the person introducing them 
has a large number associated with him, 
sympathising with him and willing to help 
him, that are not to the advantage of the 
country. On several occasions such Bills 
have come to this House and we have 
thrown them out or amended them because, 
in our judgment, they were not in the 
interests of the country, although they 
had been carried in the other House by the 
representatives of the people. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND —TI did not 
propose to say anything on this question 
and did not come prepared to discuss the 
general question, because, as has been so 
well pointed out by the hon. gentleman 
from Sarnia, the question of combines is 
not under discussion at all; it is really 
and truly a question of eliminating two 
words from the Act which we passed last 
year for the purpose of regulating and 
keeping under all combines, whatever 
they may be. Under these circumstances, 
perhaps, I would be entitled to say nothing 
whatever on the general question; but as 
it has been in spite of all this obvious irre- 
gularity, discussed by hon. gentlemen, 
both in committee and in the House, and 
as my name has been brought into promi- 
nence in connection with it, I will, with 
your permission, myself trespass a little 

eyond the legitimate ground to meet one 
or two points raised by the speakers who 
oppose the report of the committee. 
Every man in business must know that 
to discuss his own affairs in public is to 
the last degree disagreuble, to say the 
least of it; but | have been pointedly re- 
ferred to, and not only referred to with 
reference to various combinations, but have 
been, by the hon. member from Monck, 
pointedly addressed when he spoke of 
the impropriety of hon. Senators, who 
are interested, having any vote on this 
question. I shall set all this at rest by 
informing this House that I am not, so far 
as I know, in any combination whatever 
having any purpose of advancing prices, 
and that the only indirect connection I 
have with such combinations is the con- 
nection with the Grocers’ Guild, in the sale 
of the article which is produced by the 
eompany of which I am president; and 
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indirectly only to this extent, because 
neither i nor the company which I repre- 
sent, have any pecuniary interest in the 
matter whatever, no pecuniary interest in 
the raising of the price of any article, so 
far as I know. 

There is not amongst the refiners now, 
and there never has been, auy combina- 
tion whatever for the purpose of putting 
up prices. In fact, the refiners occupy 
the same relation to each other as the 
celebrated Kilkenny cats—we fight to the 
last for every bit of the business going— 
every wholesale dealer in the country 
knows perfectly well that that is the case. 
It would not matter one sixpence to me 
directly if the combination amonget the 
grocers were suppressed to-morrow. In- 
directly I say it might, and I will give 
you the reasons for that: For the very 
reasons that induced the refiners individu- 
ally to go into any association with the 
Ho guild, for they are not in com- 

ination with them—was to protect the 
general interest of the trade, and not to the 

isadvantage of the country. We are in- 
terested in the solvency of our customers. 
That is an obvious duty which equally 
impresses every man in the business, be 
he merchant, manufacturer, or in any other 
capacity. Long before the National 
Policy was even dreamed of in this coun- 
try, and since, it is a rule amongst mer- 
chants to regard with a keen scrutiny the 
solvency of those who purchase their 
goods and owe them money. The hon. 
gentleman from Quinté may laugh, but if 
he enquires he will find that that is the 
obvious duty of every merchant; and 
when the wholesale grocers came to 
us and declared, and produced proofs, that 
they were conducting the sugar portion 
of their business, not only without profit, 
but at an actual loss, what was our 
obvious duty, but to give earnest heed to 
the representations which they made to 
us. If that be not a rule of commercial 
operations, commercial in every sense of 
the word, I do not know one that exists. 
I know many merchants, not manufac- 
turers, but merchants, who, if they de- 
tected a customer selling goods below cost, 
or even at cost, would not hesitate to 
strike him off their books and refuse to 
sell him any more, under the grave doubt 
that he would long continue to pay his 
debts. If the Grocers’ Guild came to me 
and made the representation I state to you 
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now, what was my duty? I belicve, my-| would the wholesale dealer be under the 
self, that in acceding to their demand | lash to you or any combination ? 
that a fair and modest profit should be 


part of their award for the business of dis- 
tributing my goods it was my duty to. 

ive a very careful consideration to their 

emand, and to that extent alone has any 
combination which I have had to do with 
them gone, and no further. As I havealrea- 
dy said more than once, not one sixpence 





Hoy. Mz. DRUMMOND—TIf free trade 
existed, and there were no sugar refiners 
in this country, if any truth is told by the 
dealer in sugar, they would secure a higher 
margin of profit than they do now. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Open competition 
would keep it down. 


worth of interest pecuniarily have I in 
that matter at all. Now, supposing I 'had| Hon. Mr. DRUMMON D—Open compe- 
said to the grocers: It is your business to ' tition nevor had that effect, and 1 am con- 
conduct your own affairs just as you/stantly met with the argument that if it 
please ; it is none of my concern whether | were not for the fact that sugar is made in 
you make money or not, what is the alter-; this country and sold at prices that are 
native held out to me? With a singular | known to everybody, the importers could 


unanimity they said to me: “ We will go 
out of the sugar business altogether—cut 
it off as a branch of our business, and leave 
the distribution of it to the refiners and 
manufacturers.” Now, I tell this honorable 
House what are the facts in reference to 
that. The grocers stated precisely to 
me what the extent of their wishes 
in regard to profits were, and I am 
informed by them that as ,the work- 
ing out of that agreement, the whole 
of the profit on the distribution on the 
sugar business of the country does not 
exceed 2} per cent., which, [ consider, does 
not exceed a reasonable commission. But 





have much higher profits by importing 
from abroad. Ÿ do not state that of my 
own knowledge, because I do not know it 
personally; but I tell the hon. gentleman 
that this statement is made to me by reli- 
able persons. I have, as already stated, 
no pecuniary interests in this question at 
all. In my opinion the expenses of distribu- 
tion are very moderate, and if the wholesale 
grocers did not distribute my sugar it 
would cost the consumer more to have it 
done by special organizations. I think I 
have said all that is necessary on the sugar 
business, but at the base of all the argu- 
ments on the general question lies this 


when I tell you that the Sugar Guild | fact, which was admitted by Mr. Wallace 
arrangement applies to only one-third of | himself, in his arguments before the Com- 
the sugar business of the country—to the | mittee on Banking and Commerce. He 
white sugar, of which only one-third is laid down the proposition, and 1 do not 
produced and sold in the country—you | wonder at it (because it is obviously an 
can understand what the total advance to| undesirable proposition), that he did not 
the public is. I heard an hon. member | suppose that anybody did business for not- 
who is also in the business to-day tell you| hing, but that they must make a reason- 
that 14 per cent. represented the profits, able profit to live. He admitted that be- 
of the sugar business, I can assure this |fore the Banking Committee, and it did 
honorable House that if the Sugar Guild | credit to hissincerity as a man of business. 
had never undertaken to distribute any | Now, if that be 80, if a reasonable profit is 
sugars, had the wholesale grocers never | an absolutely essential clement of business, 
distributed any sugars, and ‘eft it to me, | and nobody will deny that it is, I can tell this 
I could not have distributed it for as small | honorable House what the opposite feature 
a rate of advance or as cheaply as the of it is. The first effect of excessive com- 
Grocers’ Guild do. It could not have been | petition is to lower the price of the article 
distributed by the refiners at that margin, | competed for, and it invariably results in 
and the result would have been that it the ruin and elimination of the weaker 
would have cost the consumer a higher| men who are engaged in the business, and 
price than he is actually paying for it now. ‘in making to the public the last evil worse 


than the first, by enhancing prices. 
Hon. Mr. DEVER—Do you not see that 
tbe cause of that is the restricted quantity| Hox. Ma. DEVER—I deny it. 
of sugar manufactured in the country. If' Hon. Me. DRUMMOND—Now, if it be 
the country was opened for importation, | so, and by the law as it stands a combina- 
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tion to raise the price of an article is un- 
lawful, by the common law, this Bill does 
nothing. If it be necessary, as we, after 
due deliberation last year asserted, to insert 
in the law that the combination to be un- 
lawful must be “undue” and “ unreason- 
able,” we place ourselves in this position: 
The word ‘“ reasonable,” as I pointed out, 
at the Banking and Commerce Committee, 
and it was the only observation I made 
before that committee—occurs in many 
Acts which both Houses of Parliament 
have passed in recent years. In tae Bills 
of Exchange Act we are told repeatedly 
that delay in various provisions must be 
reasonable, and when y put the question 
which I did ut that time to the hon. leader 
of this House, how “ reasonable ” was to be 
arrived at, I was informed that it would 
be the business of the courts to decide 
what was reasonable or unreasonable. 
Why not leave this matter alsoin the hands 
ofthe courts? I say it is not flattering to 
the judiciary of this country that hon. 
entlemen should be so apprehensive that 
if a case is brought into court under this 
Act they will not receive due justice. I 
think the probabilities are in favor of re- 
ceiving due justice, even strained a littleon 
the side of the public, because we know 
that the sympathies of the judge and jury 
are on the popular side, and would pro- 
bably be, ifallowed to prevail at all, in that 
direction. I consequently think that the 
words “unduly” and “ unreasonably ” are 
only the protection that we are bound to 
receive at your hands—I speak of men in 
business of all kinds, because the operation 
of the law is likely to be much more far- 
reaching and much more widely applicable 
than you apprehend at first sight. I take 
it, ifthe Bill without these qualifying words 
became law you would find pulled into your 
neta much larger variety of fishes than the 
originator of the Bill ever dreamed of or 
intended. 1 do not know that you could go 
down to any public market in any large city 
without finding a singular unanimity wit 
regard to the prices, and the same way 
with regard to the prices of butter and 
eggs, and tnough you might not prove 
that there was a combination amongst the 
sellers, there would be the feeling that 
something of the kind exists, which might 
bring all concerned into the meshes of the 
law. How would these men like to be 
hauled before a court, and charged with 
and convicted of a misdemeanor, rendering 
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them liable to imprisonment for two 


years? The few words I uttered before 
the committee the other day were simply 
dealing with the question of similarity of 
the application of the word “ reasonable ” 
in many Acts now in force with the same 
words in them. I maintain that the keep- 
ing of these words in the Act, inserted 
after careful consideration by the Senate 
last year, is a duty which we owe to the 

ublic at large and to the Senate itself. 

he wildest possible assertions have been 
made with regard to profits, and all that 
sort of thing, but it certainly does not 
appear to me that they need be dealt with 
at all—they carry their own rofutation. 
[ have no reason to complain of the 
general course of the discussion on the 
other side, except in one particular, and 
there, I believe, that the hon. member 
from Monck was a little unfair. He said 
a good deal which, if it bore any con- 
struction at all, bore this construction: 
That his side of the House had been 
unfairly treated before the Committee on 
Banking and Commerce. Now, that com- 
mittee, under the able presidency of my 
hon. friend from Sarnia, was scrupulously 
careful to interpose not the slightest 
obstacle to an expression of opinion, in the 
widest possible sense, on the part of every 
witness who came betoreit. Not only so, 
but having laid down in advance, as he 
did, that the discussion should be restricted 
to the absolute facts of the case, he, with 
the greatest possible liberality, allowed it 
to branch off into every conceivable sub- 
ject, and to deal with the general question. 
Not only that, but there never was the 
slightest intention, I am sure, on the part 
of any member of the committee, to deny 
the request which was made by the hon. 
member who who took charge of this Bill 
to postpone the consideration of the ques- 
tion for another day, although that post- 
ponement caused a great deal of inconve- 
nience to many members on the other 
side. Consequently, beyond complaining: 
of that, which I think was quite unjus- 
tified, I have nothing to say. But we 
have been told repeatedly that this Bill 
comes from the Honse ot Commons unani- 
mously passed by 215 representatives. 
of the people, and therefore we mast re- 
ceive and pass it. Now, a member of the 
House of Commons—I do not state it of 
my own knowledge—tells me that the Bill 
was got through by something little short 
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of a surprise—that at the time of its 
passing tbere were not more than sixty 
members present—that it was by a for- 
tuitous combination of circumstances that 
it was reached on the Paper when ey 
members who were prepared to spea 
against it were absent, and consequently 
it is unfair to speak of the Bill having re- 
ceived the unanimous support of the House 
of Commons. I think, however, if it had, 
that this Senate is bound—bound by the 
very fact that it is irresponsible in a cer- 
tain sense—to treat the question on its 
own merits, without reference to the fact 
whether it was unanimously passed by the 
House of Commons or not. 


Hon. Mr. FLINT—I am not in favor of 
combines, and never have been. I never 
entered into but one, and that was soon 
broken. In reference to the words which 
we are asked to throw out of the Act, I do 
not see that it would be any great injury 
to leave them in. It might give satisfaction 
to the promoter of the Bill in the other 
House, and from what I have heara, 
probably, satisfaction to the country to 
strike them out. My hon. friend from 
Toronto gave us his views on the sugar 
question. Ido not disagree with him so 
much in reference to that article. For my 
pare I know something about business, and 

ave sold a vast amount of sugar, and in 
the 61 years that I have been in business 
for myself 1am confident that I have never 
made $10 out of selling sugar. If the 
sugar combine does not make more than 
that lam sureits members will not get very 
rich. However, it is possibie they may be 
makirg more. [If they are, I want them to 
have a fair profit. I think everyone should 
have a fair profit in his business, but it hap- 
pens particularly in the retail business that 
some articles have to be sold for just what 
they cost in order to keep up with other 
merchants who try to undersell. So far us the 
sugar question is concerned, I could more 
fally agree with the hon, member from 
Toronto and others who supported his side 
of the question on that chars I could on 
other points. In reference to salt, my 
hon. friend from Toronto gave us some 
information. I happen to know some 
thing about salt. remember when it 
was sold in the town of Brockville fur 
$12 a bushel. That was during the 
war of 1812-15, when it became very 
scarce. After the war we began to get 
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salt from the United States. Up to that 
time all the salt came from Great Britain. 
Prices fell until they reach $2 to $2.50 a 
barrel at Brockville, a duty of 50 cents 
being put upon it. In 1829 I went to. 
Belleville to do business, and found on ar- 
riving there that salt was sold for $6 a 
barrel. They were selling flour at $2.50 
per barrel, and it took two barrels of flour 
and $1 in money or 2 bushels in wheat to 
get a barrel of salt. I took a small quan- 
tity of salt with meon the steamer from 
Brockville, when I went up, waiting until 
I could get some over from Oswego. I 
commenced to sell it at 14 shillings a bar- 
rel and gave them a barrel of salt and 6 
shillings in cash for a barrel of flour. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That was York 
shillings ? 


Hon. Mr. FLINT—No; it was not York 
shillings. I went into my father’s store 
in January, 1816, about three weeks be- 
fore I was eleven years old. We had an 
old-fashioned high counter,.and I had to 
get up on a chair when I wanted to weigh 
anything. About the first customer that 
I waited on was an old lady who wanted. 
a pound of tea. I saw her slip a 2-ounce 
weight on the scale, and I got mad and 
told her not to do it. She said I was a 
liar, and we had a little quarre!, so my 
father had to come and give her the tea. 
At Belleville I sold salt at 9 shillings a barrel 
for 18 months and that was less than it could 
be laid down for from Oswego, but I had got 
a lot cheap, and had a chance to sell it at 
that figure. I sent for more, but unfor- 
tunately the navigation closed and the salt 
was sent to Kingston, and I wasout on that 
transaction. That was my experience of 
salt at that time. With reference to the salt 
trade: I say, and say it advisedly, that no 
maker of salt could afford to sell at the 
prices that it has been sold for heretofore. 

hen salt was sold for 90 cente to $1 a 
barre! in Belleville, after paying Je 
transportation on the Grand ‘Trun il- 
way, I am sure there could have been no 

rofit. The price has gone up; whether 
it has been advanced by a combine or not, 
Ido not know. I am told that there is 
one company that buys all the salt at a 
certain rate—70 cents a barrel. 1 know 
what it costs me to get a cargo from the 
works—36 cents a barrel. It costs me 
laid down $1.41 per barrel, and I am 
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selling it for $1.50 per barrel. This is 
not a large profit. Taking out the 36 
cents for freight, it left the price $1.05. 
Whether they are making money on that 
price or not I do know, but I think they 
‘could not afford to keep up the industry 
and sell it for less than $1 per barrel. 
‘Some referonce has been made to combina- 
‘tions of working men. I think the fact that 
labor is combining these days arises from 
the existence of other combines, and I feel 
that ifI could not do business without being 
under the thumb of a combination I would 
not do it at all. I have employed many 
men in my time—sometimes as many as 
300, and I have never had a quarrel with 
them, but now you cannot do anything— 
you cannot build a house or do any other 
work without having a combination at the 
back of it. I think that is wrong. Then 
my hon. friend spoke about cheese. It 
may be said that the farmers combine to- 
gether to produce cheese, but, after all, it 
is not a combine for extorting an excessive 
profit. The cheese trade of Canada is a 
wonderful industry, It stands second to 
none. Not many years ago we imported 
all our cheese from the United States; 
now we export it, and the Americans are 
very glad when they can get their chose 
into this country and have it shipped as 
Canadian cheese, because ours is better 
than theirs. The feed for our cattle is better 
and stronger than on the American side. 
The further north we go the more nutri- 
tious are the pastures. You can obseve it 
as you travel north from Belleville. Every 
ten miles you go back you can see an im- 
provement in the quality of the stock. If 
the feed is better it gives more nourish- 
ment to the cattle, and the result is better 
cheese and better butter. Some reference 
has been made to Mr. Matthewson, of Mon- 
treal. I have known him for many years 
and [ believe him to be one of the most 
honorable leading merchants of Montreal. 
If he refused to enter into the combine he 
had a perfect right to do so, and I do not 
agree with my hon. friend from Toronto, 
that if he loses on sugar he makes it up on 
something else where it cannot be detected, 
because Mr. Matthewson is not that kind 
of a man. Ido not believe there is a more 
upright, honorable man in business in 

ontreal, than Mr. Matthewson. I now 
come to wheat: there have been combines 
in wheat. The only combine that I have 
ever had anything to do with was in 
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reference to wheat. That was in March, 
1831, at Belleville. I was going to be 
absent about a week ona visit with my 
wife and sister. It was well known 
that I was going away, and I was invited 
to a meeting at a public house opposite 
my establishment, and I went over to see 
what wasup. It was a meeting of mer- 
chants to settle the prices of grain. We 
then were paying $1 a bushel for wheat. 
A chairman and secretary were appointed. 
and it was agreed that the price should be 
$1 per die b El with the understanding 
that there was to be no change made by 
any merchant without first giving notice 
to the secretary, and his giving notice to 
those merchants who were buying. I left 
in the morning, but after I got out half 
way on my journey, and when I was taking 
dinner, I thought it was best for me to re- 
turn. I sent my wife and sister on and 
returned, but I took good care not to go 
back into Belleville until 9.30 at night. 
Betore entering the place I took the bells 
off my horse and wrapped them in my 
buffalo skin to prevent them making a noise. 
When I went into my store I found the 
cierx was Winding up the business of the 
day. I asked him: ‘ Waat about wheat?” 
He said: ‘ We have not bought any to-lay. 
They were paying 5s. 3d.” Isaid: ‘‘ Mark 
it on the board that we are paying 5s. 
6d.” Next morning two of the merchante 
walked in and said to the clerk: ‘ What, 
are you giving 5s. 6d. for? We agreed to 

y 5s.” I met them and said: “ You are 
the ones that are putting up the price, It 
is 5s. 6d, to-day; to-morrow it will be 5s. 
9d., and next day 6s.” I did not buy any 
at 6s. I sent every one that came in to 
sell over to the others, and not one of 
those merchants who paid such a price 
made anything. None of them lost less 
than $300, and two of them who worked 
together lost $3,000. I had forty thousand 
bushels of wheat in different storehouses 
which cost me 4s. 74d., and I sold that in 
Montreal at 7e. 54d. What was left over! 
sold for 63., sothey did not makemuchout of 
their scheme. I havea mill, andtwo years 
come September I got it started. The nil- 
lers around me were offering 90 cents for 
wheat and ean AE for flour,the purcha- 
sers furnishing their own bags. That wasa 
very great difference, I commenced and 
paid $1.00 for wheat and sold flour 
for $5, and made money on it. These 
men were getting their wheat from Toron- 
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to by car. They were paying as much in 
Toronto as I was paying at my mill, and 
they got the price upto 95 cents, and the 
object was to take out of the furmers the 
5 cents it cost them to get the wheat down 
to their mills. I say that was unfair; it 
was a combine against the farmers at once. 
I ran out of wheat, or nearly so, and went 
to Toronto, and what did I tind? I found 
that I could buy plenty of wheat, but I 
could not get it down to my place without 
paying 8 to 9 and 10 cents a bushel, while 
the millers combined and got it at 5; but 
I wastold: “If you go and join the Millers 
Association you can get it at the same 
rate.” Isaid: “No; 1 will do nothing of 
the kind; I will take the wheat and pay 
the price, and lose the difference rather than 
do anything of the sort.” I had several in- 
vitations from the Millers Association to go 
and meet them, but I would not go. Ido not 
believe in such things atall. Ido not care 
what the combine is, whether it is dugar, 
salt, labor or anything else, I think it is 
altogether wrong. Now, as to the farmers, 
I do not think it is possible for them to 
make such combines: I know enough about 
them. I was brought up on a farm, and I 
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Hon. Mr. THIBAUDEAU—1 think 
that one more voice should be heard from 
the Province of Quebec, and as represent- 
ative from that part of the Dominion I 
think that you will allow me to say some- 
thing on the subject. Politics sometimes 
tell strange tales. A majority, I believe, 
of those who are now advocating this 
amendment to the existing laws have not 
always shown such tenderness for the con- 
sumer. When the high tariff was imposed 
upon this country those hon. gentlemen 
said very little about the consumer. The 
National Policy, however, induced capi- 
talists to invest largely in manutac- 
turing industries in this country, and 
it seems strange that, having brought about 
this condition of affairs, a Bill should be 
introduced to legislate against the very 
class for whom we legislated in 1879, 
and who, under that legislation, have in- 
vested largely in establishing manufactur- 
ing industries in our country. In the 
Province of Quebec, so far, the business 
arrangements which some hon. gentlemen 
speak of as combines have not been looked 
upon as combines, but as arrangements 
for the protection of the capital that we 


have dealt with farmers, and I call myself| have ourselves induced capitalists to invest 


the farmers’ friend, and feel it my duty to 
do all I can to help them, and perhaps I 
have done so to my owninjury pecaniarily. 
It is a matter of no consequence whether 
a man has much or little, so long as he 
goes through the world right and comes out 
right side up in the end. My hon. friend 
from Monck gave a shot at the cold water 
men. I think he was wrong there. He 
should never have brought that into a 
combine. I am a cold water man, and I 
glory in it. 
next June I shall have been 63 years a 
total abstainer from ull intoxicating beve- 
rages. Sooner than I would sell or drink 
a glass of liquor I would let my hon. 
friend take otf my right hand. That is 
my principle, and [ act upon it. Whenever 
I start upon a thing I mean to carry it 
out, and A mean to do so in this case, by 
voting that the Bill be placed on the 
Orders of the Day. Ido not believe in 
taking an extravagant price for anything 
I have to sell, or giving an extravagant 
price for anything I have to buy. If any- 
one tries to impose upon me I let him 
severely alone. I am trying to do my 
business in such a way that when I lie 
down at night I can feel at ease and go to 
sleep with a good clear conscience, 


in ourcountry. We should have no class 
legislation: there should not be legislation 
entirely for the consumers, but legislation 
which will be equally beneficial to the 
consumer and to the manufacturer. In 
the Province of Quebec we have had com- 
binations. We have had a combination, for 
instance, of the cotton manufacturers. It 
has been more beneficial to the thousands of 
hands employed in the cotton factories than 
to the shareholders. This combination, or. 


If I live until the 19th day of | business arrangement, as I call it, was not 


made with tho idea or increasing profits, 
but to keep the mills going and the hands. 
employed. At times they have been 
obliged to discontinue night work entirely, 
because they can ascertain whether stocks 
are increasing or diminishing, and where 
they found the stocks so large that it was 
unnecessary to produce so much, they 
reduced the hours from 10 to 8, and some- 
times had only five working days in the 
week instead of 6. Will anybody tell me 
that such an arrangement was not more 
favorable to the hands than if the mills 
had been closed for three or four months, 
throwing a number of hands‘idle upon the 
streets, with no choice but to beg, or steal, 
or go to the United States? 1 believe 
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that, in such eases, combines are beneficial 
to all, and more particularly to the em- 
ployés, because when the manufacturers 
are running their establishments on short 
time the bands at least earn enough to 
livenpon, They may have todowithalittle 
Jess drink, but at least they can provide 
food for their families, Takeanothersubject 
—the insurance business. The insurance 
companies of this country are combined— 
‘ why ? For the benefit of the citizens them- 
selves. How could the insurance com- 
panies enforce their rules for the proper 
construction of buildings, so as to diminish 
the danger of fire, without such a combina- 
tion? How could they force those who 
use boilers and steam engines to pave the 
engine rooms with asphalt? How could 
insurance companies compel builders to 
insulate electric wires? I know of houses 
that have been burned down because the 
electric wires used were the wires for 
bell-hangers. The insurance companies 
have not only protected themselves, but 
they have protected the community—they 
have protected the owners of houses and 
their neighbors from large conflagrations, 
by forcing builders to use proper precau- 
tions in putting in wires. Unless such pre- 
cautions were taken, the companies com- 
bined not to insure them, and this combin- 
ation is beneficial to the people they 
insure, Take railways: many of our 
citizens are more or less shareholders 
in railway companies. It is well-known 
that the railway companies settle rates 
and make business arrangements among 
themselves, and tbat is ealled a combine. 
How could you expect railways to run in 
this country if, by such sweeping legisla- 
tion as this, they were allowed to cat 
rates and destroy each other? If our 
great trunk lines did not pay, you would 
not find English and American capitalists 
investing so largely in our railways and 
Opening up our backwoods to settlement. 

ake marine insurance; the companies 
combine and pool rates and risks, and that 
part of the business could never be done 
withoutsuch business arrangements, so that 
the legislation that is sought here to-day 
is simply legislation that would destroy 
important industries in this country and 
deter capitalists from investing in large 
enterprises. If this Bill should become 
law manufact&rers could not agree among 
themselves in the dull time to curtail oper- 
ations and reduce production in such a 
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way ag to keep their hands employed with- 
out overstocking the market. I remember 
the time when there was an outcry against 
making this Dominion a slaughter market 
for United States manufacturers. Ifwe do 
not protect our own manufacturers, do you 
think that they will not slaughter in this 
market? They will slaughter worse than 
the Americans ever did, and, therefore, I . 
think it is the duty of this House, after 
having induced capitalists to invest in 
this country, to protect them. If we had 
no legislation on our Statute-book to pre- 
vent undue and unwarrantable restrictions 
on trade I would certainly ask for such 
legislation, but we have an Act which 
meets the case. Is there any combine in 
the sugar industry equivalent to the great 
New York sugar combine? If so, it could 
be dealt with under this law, but no such 
combine exists in Canada, Let any hon. 
gentloman who spoke, in favor of this 
amendment sbow a single case where a 
combino has been unduly and unreasonably 
carried out, and I am sure that our judges, 
to whose discretion it is left entirely, will 
punish them in the courts. But if you 
erase these two words from our Statute- 
book you actually place the large capital 
that we have induced people to invest in 
this country at a disadvantage. Large 
factories have been erected under our leg- 
islation and thousands of men have been 
induced to abandon the cultivation of the 
soil and earn their living in the factories ; 
yet we are asked to withdraw protection 
from this class of people. You may, by 
strict legislation against combines, favor 
the farmers a little. I admit that, but 
when you were so hard on the farmers as 
to adopt the National Policy I do not see 
why you should be so tender in dealing 
with them to-day. It is no reason, because 
you hit them hard before, that you should 
now hit the manufacturers, who are the 
very life and soul of our large centres of 
pulation. It is very strange that in the 
rovince of Quebec—I speak especially of 
the district of Montreal, where the largest 
manufactures exist—that nobody com- 
plains, not even of the sugar combine. It 
would Jook as if in Ontario people were 
more anxious to work an election d 
than anything else. I believe I am speak- 
ing pretty much the voice and the seng- 
ments of the district of Montreal 
saying that the Province of Quebec 
wishes that the law relating to combines 
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should remain as it is now on the Statute- 
book, 


Hon. Me. HAYTHORNE—Under the 
very particular circumstances in which 
this Bill has come before us, on Ahis 
occasion, considering that it has come 
from the House of Commons with a una- 
nimous vote asking this House to review 
its decision of last year, 1 certainly feel 
that it is incumbent on me to make some 
few observations on it. I am not one of 
those who think that the Senate is bound 
to concur in all the demands of the other 
House. It is one of our reasons for being 
here that we should stand in the gap, 
when a proper occasion occurs, and afford 
time to the community to study a doubtful 
measure before we give our final decision 
upon it. As to these two words about 
which so much has been said, I consider 
that last Session, when they found their 
way into the Act, we allowed them a 
place there as a kind of experiment. We 
were not sanguine as to the result. Many 
of us were doubtfal as to their fitness, 
and it was simply an experiment to see 
whether the views of all parties could not be 
met by their introduction. It seems to 
me that both of these words are ill suited 
to the position they are paced in. The 
hon. gentleman from Montreal, in his 
address, stated that he had found them in 
various Acts of Parliament. I do not 
doubt the correctness of his statement. I 
recollect myself where the word “ reason- 
able” is found in connection with the word 
“intendment,” but I think ‘‘unduly ” is an 
LS SE word. I do not feel that 
I should be at all acting inconsistently in 
refusing my consent to the continuance of 
these words in this Act for which I voted 
last year, nor do I consider that the bond 
of which the hon. gentleman spoke is at all 
binding on this House. He speaks of the 
Senate being bound by the fact that we 
placed these two words inthe Act last 
year, and that we are bound therefore to 
continue them there. 


Hon. Me. DRUMMON D—I do not think 
I said that. 


Hon. Mz. HAYTHORNE—Of course, 
if the hon. gentleman disclaims it I will 
not press it, though I took his words down 
as they fell. I think the hon. gentleman 
spoke of the Senate as being bound; how- 
ever, let that pass. I would not consider 
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any such thing binding on me. If the 
words are not properly there, either 
amend them or remove them altogether. 
As to the arguments brought forward in 
their favor, | wish to muke a few re- 
marks. I listened with great pleasure to 
the address of my hon. friend from Quinté 
division. There was no want of precision 
about his remarks. What he said did not 
bear a double meaning by any means, and 
I think it was a very useful and very suit- 
able address to meet the occasion; but I 
did expect before this debate closed, and 
before many of the gentlemen who are 
supposed to have an interest in manufac- 
turing sugars and other articles in Canada 
addressed the House, that we should have 
heard x more complete disclaimer in con- 
nection with combines than we have yet 
received. I give the hon. gentleman from 
Montreal perfect credit for what he said. 
I accept his disclaimer just as far us it 
goes, and no further. He said there was 
no combine amongst manufacturers with 
a view to keeping up prices, but that 
is by no means all that the manufac- 
turers were charged with. If I accept his 
disclaimer ofa combination amongst sugar 
manufacturers for the purpose of keepin 

up prices he must permit me to nd 
him that he also acknowledged a connec- 
tion with the Grocers’ Union. Now, con- 
sumers of sugar are not very apt to make 
nice distinctions, and if the acknowledge- 
ment is made publicly between gentlemen 
known to be connected with the manufac- 
turers and those to whom they sell, the 
public very naturally come to the conclu- 
sion that they are all inthesame boat. I 
wish to make a few remarks upon the 
position in which the manufacturers of 
different kinds of sugar, manufacturers of 
cotton,and other manufacturers, are placed 
under the National Policy of Canada. 
What privileges wero they promised under 
that great measure? They wore pro- 
mised a certain amount of protection by 
law; they were promised a monopoly of 
the Canadian market, so far as they could 
maintain that monopoly by means of the 
protective duty which was laid upon the 
importation of foreign goods. There was 
no absolute monopoly promised them, but 
only such a one as they could by their good 
management and their skill secure with 
the duty which was laid upon these arti- 
cles if imported from abroad. But it never 
was suggested that importations from 


abroad should cease. That was the last | himself of that shut the door of the manu- 
resource which the Canadian public had facturers against himself. That soft im- 
in case there really happened what is! peachment has not been denied. 


gencrally believed has happened—that is Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Wiill the hon. 


to say, that manufacturers would combine: : é 
together to keep up prices and control the £¢nUeman permit me to deny it utterly, as 
= far as I know. 


market. That was the anticipation, and I, 


recollect well that the time these measures | Hon. MR. REA D— Does the hon. gentle- 
were before Parliament almost every gen-' man deny that his company declined to 


tleman on the Liberal side of the House sell to Mr. Matthewson, of Montreal, at 
anticipated that such an event would occur, the same price as to other dealers? 
an attempt to keep up prices by combina- : | 
tion between manufacturers, not of sugars} Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—That is not 
alone, but of other articles. That was the question at all That question, as I 
flatly denied, and we were told that there , understood it, is, that there is an arrange- 
would be home competition sufficient to! ment whereby if any person imported 
prevent any possiblity of a combination from abroad. the refiners refused to sell to 
between the different manufacturers. I him, and I gave it an explicit and entire 
very much doubt if that can be said to denial,as far as my knowledge is concerned. 
have resulted as was anticipated. I believe | E 
myself that there has been some sort of ! Bae ait aCanede cat a 
combination between the manufacturers ns kos Ee WAAR ALTO Ce ho they 
in : ats ane LS ET te eh pri LE expected to set in motion by means of the 
À a ae smn ees ae a, rae ‘Quint é aan | National Policy, they never contemplated 
this Hat Pa took a further advant- ‘hat the doors should be closed against the 
h y forded thom be 1b ‘importation of foreign goods, or that meas- 
PRE SUP Waray Wis avOrdes Kem y 0S peg should be taken to punish men who 
tariff of Canada to keep down competition availed themselves of foreign markets. 
from abroad. If I ne pol = aot | They certainly never contemplated such a 
pente sat Chat it any independent: io. of things as that. It might be the 
dealer in sugar, a man of perbaps a Saal ‘ 


| ‘ase that in the early experience of sugar 
more than ordinary push and means, should | “8° é 
find that the price of sugar abroad was | ™anufacturers in Canada there would be 


: bsolute scarcity of sugar, and to say 
such that he could import it, pay the duty. 41 à J 
and sell it in Canada for les+ money than | inay arly man who ventured Lo imporeirom 


; ces | abroad for himself, or for his own busi- 
he could obtain the same article from the nes, should be if nished by the home 


manufacturers here, that that would be a : ; 
fair speculation, but that the manufacturers : ee vu Fae Me tha ar iles 
had taken measures to prevent any such, which sadwntuotarers were allowed by 
venture, by intimating to the importer that Parliament 

he could not avail himself of two markets. " 


Am I correct ? Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—I havealready 


Hon. Mr. READ—No; what I said was told the hon. gentleman that it is not 4 
this : that under the rules of the combine | fact that any such arrangement ever 
a person that did not enter the combine | existed. I never heard of it, and the only 
could not get the same advantage from the , Way in which the home manufucturers can 
retiners as those who did enter the com-| Prevent importation is by selling sugar 
bine; and that the duties were ‘such that | Cheaper than it can be imported for. 


he could not buy in a foreign market and) yo, Mr H AYTHORNE—In general 
compete with the refiners. you do, but not always. 





EDS. HAYTHORNE There is not) Hon. Ma. DRUMMOND—Always. 

n my hon. friend’s 

statement and mine, The cases in which; Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I am sure 
the merchant could go toa foreign market | the hon. gentleman does not suppose that 
were few, but some there were, and it is! I have invented anything of the sort. It 
the talk of the trade in the Province from | has been the talk of the country, and has 
which [ come that any man who availed | formed the subject of leading articles in 
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leading newspapers of Canada, and I for 
one would be very glad to find, if the hon. 
gentleman says 80, that there is not a 
shadow of foundation for it at all—that 
the manufacturers have never punished 
anybody. 


Hon. MR. DROUMMOND—I assure the 
hon. gentleman that it is so—that I never 
heard of such a thing. 


Hon. Me. SMITH—It is not true at all. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—AIl I can 
say is, that in the Province from which I 
come bags of sugar find their way there 
occasionally, which do not come through 
the hands of the combine or through the 
refiners at all, and they are very much 
sought after, and they do sell there for 
about the price of granulated. I have used 
them myself frequently. Now, to enter 
upon some of the arguments that have 
been used in defence of the manufacturers, 
it seems to me that to attempt to identify 
farmers and dealers in hay and butter, and 
such articles as are brought to market by 
farmers, with combinations amongst them- 
selves, is a complete failure. ‘The hon. 
gentleman spoke of hay, and asked if far- 
mers did not combine in the hay market 
to keep up the price. He must be aware 
that there is as much difference in the 
qualities of hay as there is in the grades 
of sugar. A load of clover hay and a load 
of timothy hay are two different articles, 
and to say that they always have the same 
value would be absurd. It is the same 
with regard to butter. 


Hon. Me. DRUMMOND—I simply used 
that expression, not by way of condemna- 
tion of any such arrangement, but as a 
are of how this law, if these words *‘ un- 

uly” and “unreasonably” are elimi- 
nated from the Act, would operate. I was 
led to infer that it might operate against 
an arrangement which was very common, 
and very simple and very blameless, in a 
very cruel way. That is my argument. 
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original clause of the Bill, and I infer that 
under that clause such a simple arrange- 
ment as I have spoken of would probably 
bring the farmers under the meshes of the 
law ; and my argument, if it were good for 
anything, would be to prove the injustice 
that such an interpretation of the law 
would lead to. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I am not 
quite sure whether it was the hon. gentle- 
mun from Montreal who spoke on the sub- 
ject of co-operation, but it does seem to me 
if you cast any reflection on the co-opera- 
tion of the agricultural classes it is an ex- 
ceedingly unwise thing, because all the 
greatest results which have been obtained 
in Canada have been obtained through co- 
operation. 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMON D—I said nothing 
on that subject. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE —I did not 
charge the hon. gentleman with using these 
words, but one of the gentleman whospoke 
on the other side of ths House did. ill 
any hon. gentleman pretend to say that 
such succers as has attended the manufac- 
ture of cheese in Canada could have been 
obtained in any other way except through 
co-operation ? I do not believe there is a 
gentleman in this House who would be 
bold enough to stand up in his place and 
declare that it would. We know very 
well that Canadian cheese has gone into 
competition with the best American and 
defeated it, and we know that in Europe, 
where it is rather a novelty to use new 
cheese, Canadian cheese has found x market 
there, and when we find that co-operative 
work can be asuccess in Canada we are not 
claiming to build up an article sold exclu- 
sively to Canadians, but sold to foreigners, 
thereby conferring on this country the valu- 
able boon of having an article to export of 
ready money value, Now, that is just about 
as important a boon as can possibly be 
conferred on agriculture in this country, 
and to speak slightingly of co-operation 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—Read the sentence | for producing so desirable a result I think 


as it is, leaving those words out. 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND—“ To prevent 
or lessen competition in the production, 
manufacture, purchase, barter, sale, trans- 
portation or supplies of any such article or 
commodity, or in the price of insurance 
la ea or property.” That was the 





may be stigmatized us being rather short- 
sighted. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I did not speak 
slightingly of that co-operation. I said it 
was necessary on many occasions to have 
these co-operations, and that I approved 
of them to a certain extent. You are 
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deviating a little from what was the exact 
statement. 


Hon. Mz. HAYTHORNE—Co-operation 
- Is one of the things which gentlemen who 
are alittle younger than I am may perhaps 
hear a good deal mors of in the course of 
their lives, for it seems to me likely to be 
one of the coming questions of the day and | 
having a larger meaning than is applied to | 
it now. When the principle of co-opera- 

tion comes to be more generally applied to 

our dealings with each other and with 

foreigners we shall then begin to see the 

importance of it. Before I resume my 

seat I should like to refer for a moment 

to the question of sugar. I did not happen 

to be in the Committee on Banking and 

Commerce the morning that the witnesses | 
were examined in 1888, when Mr. J. A. 
Matthewson was sworn and was asked the 
question : 

“Q. You know that this arrangement still exists ? 
A. I know it exists, and it existed in 1886, when I 
refused to submit to the combination—this conspiracy, 
is hardly the term for it. I see there is a strong idea 
abroad that the refiners were not associated with this 


thing. The thing would not have lasted one hour if 
the refiners had had nothing to do with it. | 
* 


#* Our prices have been raised ever since the combi- 
mation started, and it is to the advan of the 
refiners, and they have lowered the quality of the 
yellow refined sugar; the quality never was lower 
than it has been or was till the end of the year. We 
never had such a poor quality of sugar, and the retail 
grocers throughout the country will confirm the 
statement ; we never had such an extremely objection- 
able quality, and sticky.” 

I do not insist upon these statements 
with pi ra to sugar refiners. [think we 
have elicited from the hon. gentlemen 
opposite that if the combines exist at «ll 
they exist in a form much more modified 
and much less injurious than was gen- 
erally believed; but that the sugar trade 
is conducted upon a reasonable and fair 
basis I cannot think is the case, judging 
from the fact that sometimes sugar has 
been exceedingly low in the old country, 
and but for the National Policy and the 
sugar factories of Canada consumers in 
this Dominion might have reaped all the 
advantages of it. They find in this pur- 
chase of cheap sugar that they are gener- 
ally paying about double the price at 
which sugar is sold in Europe. I know 
quite wel] that I will he told that the 
sugar business in Europe has been abnor- 
mal for years past, in consequence of some 
foreign countries, especially Germany 
and France, giving what is practically 





The Combines [SENATE] Bill. 


ea 2 — _ 


a bounty upon home-manufactured sugar. 
I do not believe that they actually 
pay out the money to the manufac- 
turers of refined sugar extracted from 
the beet root, but they manage their busi- 
ness something in this way: Beets are re- 
ceived in the factory and weighed by a 
Government inspector, and a duty is 
charged upon that per 100 pounds, which 
is refunded on proof of the export of the 
manufactured article—another way of giv- 
ing so much per 100 pounds of a bounty. 
Any quantity of sugar which the manu- 
facturer can extract from that given quan- 
tity of beet root upon which duty has been 
pert in excess of the duty is supposed to 

e his profit, and that is the system which 
has so broken down the English refiners. 
I have spuken on this subject with more 
than usual interest, particularly because I 
am myself a native of a city which at one 
time was one of the first sugar refining 
depots in Great Britain. The sugar re- 
finers there were owners of estates in the 
West Indies, owners of fine oak-built ships, 
in which they brought their sugars 
home, and sent their supplies abroad, 
and owners of the refineries in which 
the sugars were treated. Under the 
old régime refiners grew rich. But all 
these things have changed now, and the 
old merchants and plantation slave owners 
have given place to another generation, 
and that generation are scientific men, who 
learned new arts in sugar refining. They 
made fortunes, but they were afterwards 
broken in their business, and their fortunes 
in a great many instances disappeared by 
the introduction of bounty-fed German and 
French sugars. ‘These are details which 

erhaps are not relevant to this debate, 

ut I must say, returning to the words 
which are considered so objectionable in 
this committee, that I have no scruples 
whatever in eliminating them from the 
Act. They come here unsupported by any 
interest from the other end of the building, 
and I think that the Senate is as free as 
free can be to use its own discretion 
whether they will continue them in the 
Bill or not. Remember that they were 
placed there tentatively. It was a mere 
experiment. They are not words which 
are generally found in Acts of Parliament. 
They are unpractical words, and ill-suited 
to the object for which they were adopted, 
and we should eliminate them orsubstitute 
others, 
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Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I am a young|that it was necessary to have a strong 
member of this House, and I desire on all amount of protection to establish native 
occasions to treat every hon. member with | industries and build up our country, and 
that courtesy and gentlemanly treatment | makeit the great and powerful nation that 
to which he is entitled, and I wish to say | I still hope to see her. I found, when 
now that this afternoon I may have been canvassing for the National Policy, that I 
a little rash in the remarks I made to my | was met with the argument that prices of 
hon. friend across the House. But if 1! home-manutactured goods would increase, 
was, it was because I thought he was/that a few men would become millionaires 
bringing up a matter that took place in'at the expense of the many. My answer 
the corridor, and that I was being misre- | was that there was some force in the argu- 
presented. However, if I used any im-| ment; that the disposition of all manu- 
proper language on that occasion se facturers was to get all that they could 
say Iam sorry for it, because I do not|out of an investment, and that they 
desire to do anything that would tend to would not manufacture at the start as 
detract from the honor and dignity of this! cheaply as they would uliimately, and 
House. I did think that tne hon. gentle-| consumers would have to pay a higher 
man, in referring to the members of the price for a time; but we looked for- 
other Honse, was rather diecoartaoas| ear to the future when better facilities 
and unkind and, perhaps, that led me,for manufacture and close competition 
to express the feeling I felt. I think it is | would bring the prices of all articles down 
our duty here to guard and look after the! to a proper level. We experienced the 
interests of the people of this Dominion | high prices that were predicted by gentle- 
impartially. We are here, not by the! men on the other side of the question; I 
popu at voice of the country. e are; have experienced them myself. I know 

ere supposed to represent the interests | what I had to pay for agricultural imple- 
of the country as a whole, and we are here | ments in the North-West, in consequence 
as nominees of the Government, because | of the newness of the National Policy, but 
the Government supposes we are men who what are we now met with ? We are now 
are able to represent the best interests of| met with monopoly to still keep up the 
the country, and that we have those|high prices, and the argument that I 
interests at heart. For these reasons [| advanced that over-production would keep 
feel more anxious to give that care and | down prices is killed at once, because we 
attention to all measures that come before | have undertaken to maintain and sustain a 
Parliament that their importance de-|monopoly in this country which I know 
mands, because if I had to appeal to the has for its purpose the keeping up of 
people for my seat I would have a check/| prices beyond what they ought to be. 
on my conduct that would necessitate my | For that reason, I am strongly opposed 
giving that care and attention to my par-'to any system of monopoly. We have 

amentary duties that the Sur ex-|a law on the Statute-book now, but 

















i 
pects. 1 feel that the same responsibility | it is rendered inoperative by the words 
rests upon me as a Senator—thatif I wish|in question now before the House. 
to keep in touch with the people of Canada, The object is to handicap the law so 
I should be in sympathy with them. [las to make it impossible to put it in 
am one of the members of this House! operation—and to prevent ordinary men 
who was a strong supporter of the National | with ordinary means from undertaking to 
Policy. I used every influence, when |enforce the law as it should be enforced. 
I formerly resided in the Lower Provinces, | That is the reason I say that these words 
to encourage and support the Government | should be struck out, and the law made as 
in the enactment of what is known as the! forcible as possible. My hon. friend com- 
National Policy. I am morethan ua protec-| plains that we have not stuck to the 
tionist. [would advocate almosta prohi-| question before the House. I tell hon. 
bitive tariff, if I considered it an advantage | gentlemen that the country will not tole- 
to the country, but that idea has been |rate a system of combines. It is against 
knocked cleau out of me. I had that idea our prosperity, and will take any nation 
before I went to the North-West, for I| by the throat that countenances any such 
felt that in a small country like Canada system, and no honest or patriotic man 
we should foster our own industries, and | will stand up in Parliament and assist in 
46% 
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handicapping those who ure trying to 
enforce the law against combines in this 
country. These combinations are unhal- 
lowed alliances that should not receive the 
sanction of Parliament. Talking about 
sugar, | went the other day, because sugar 
up in my country is worth 12 or 13 cents 


a pound, and thought I would try down. 


here to buy a supply to take with me. I 

riced some sugar, and asked the merchant 
if he could not quote me a lower figure. He 
told me the prices of two kinds, and said 
there could be no difference. He said: “I 
cannot sell below that figure; that is the 
price.” I venture to say that he quoted a 
price that he did not lose on, and the 
manufacturers did not lose on. Then the 
article of binding twine is in the hands of 
a combine. If you go toa merchant and ask 
him to quote a price for it he will do so, 
and then you may got to a dozen others 
and you will find their quotations are 
exactly the same. I cannot get my build- 
ings insured to-day because 1 know there 
is tariff between all these insurance men 
under which they will not go; the only 
competition there is, is the smartest man 
gets the trade. I am a farmer, one of, I 
will not say an unfortunate class, but I ask 
bon. gentlemen how many millionaire 
farmers are there in Canada to-day? How 
many farmers are there who have a com- 
petence—men who can ride round in their 
coaches and can live in comfort and luxury 
without having to labor for it? How 
many laboring men can gain a position of 
ascendency in this country? Talk about 
the laboring men combining: If it were 
not for the combinations of these men they 
would starve to death. I have myself, 
when I go home, to work trom 14 to 16 
hours every day, and work hard, and that 
is the way farmers have to work in this 
country; and if we buy anything we are 
met with prices which give large profits 
to the manufacturer and middle men, taken 
from the farmers’ pockets. With regard 
to the manufacture of cheese and butter, 
we are told that such factories are com- 
bined. I may say to the House that I 
have attended every meeting of the farmers 
in my district, and every meeting that I 
have attended was held simply for the 
DAREONS of a better dissemination of know- 
edge, and to teach ourselves how to pro- 
duce things better and cheaper than they 
have hitherto been nraduesd and in that 
way to benefit the great mass of humanity. 
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The hon. gentleman tells us that far- 
mers combine io selling hay. I was in the 
market here the other day, and enquired 
the price of hay. One man told me $10, 
another $12, another $13, andsoon. Is that 
a combine? They had the price pretty 
well fixed, but when you go to the market 
what do you find? I have gone to the 
market many a time and sold bundreds of 
tons of hay in my lifetime. I always 
found the market price, but if anyone 
came and offered me half a dollar or a 
dollar less, and I saw no chance of doing 
better, I took it. [ went to the market with 
the intention of getting all 1 could, but I 
was not pledged to any secret arrangement 
that I must get so much or I should not 
sell my hay. No farmer ever is so pledged. 
They go there and try to get the best they 
can. I say I do not think the system of 
legalizing monopolies by the Parliament 
of Canada is conducive to the best interests 
of this country. No man within hearing 
of my voice tan go to any constituency 
now, unless it is a manufacturing dis- 
trict, and be elected for this Parliament 
if he advocates a system of monopoly 
in this country. It is not in the public 
interest, and no country can ever be- 
come great or prosperous that legislates 
in favor of the few and against the masses. 
I supported the National Policy; Lama 
supporter of the National Policy, believing 
it tu be the true principle; but if the pro- 
tection that we give by our high tariff was 
not enough to protect our manufacturers 
against foreign competitors we had better 
throw up the sponge and get out. I was 
in the North-West a few years ago when 
the National Policy was established. The 
duty on implements was 25 per cent. 
That was not enough, and they put on 35 

r cent, I contend that 35 per cent. 
is too much. [ hold that if the difference 
in freight and 25 per cent. is not enough 
to give the manufacturers of Canadu a 
monopoly in their own markets they do not 
understand their business, or there is some- 
thing seriously wrong, because the differ- 
ence is too great tor the encouragement of 
the farmers of this country. 1 repeat, I 
am a supporter of the National Policy, but 
when we have to pay such extravagant 
duties, and then, in addition to that, give 
a monopoly of a few industries to wealthy 
men who live in luxury and comfort, 
there is something unfair about it. I 
am glad to know that our manufacturers 
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are prosperous, but I say they ought to be 
content with a reasonable profit. They 
want to get 10 and 12 per cent. on their 
money, while foreign capitalists are satis- 
fied with 2 and 3 per cent. If you esta- 
blish this system of monopoly in this 
country you strike a blow at our vital 
interests, that will kill the National Policy. 
My hon. friend talks about members of 
Parliament going back for re-election, and 
that is one argument in favor of it. These 
men would not take their lives in their 
hands; they are elected by the people, and 
they represent the people five times more 
than the Senators. They know the wants 
of the people and will vote for such legis- 
lation us they believe the great mass of 
the people favor; and when this Bill passed 
the other House unanimously, it certainly 
shows that in the House of Commons, 
where the members are responsible to the 
people, they approve of this Bill. Iam in 
avor of striking out those words because 
they tend to prevent the people, who feel 
that they have a grievance, from getting 
redress. There are so many legal phrases 
in the Bill that they dare not undertake 
the risk of litigation, and if they did, they 
would have to face a combination of men 
who are ready to pay any price to succeed. 
We should make the law as plain and 
workable as possible; that is why I sup- 
port the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I think there has 
been enough said to convince this House 
that the words that are sought to be eli- 
minated from the Act as it now stands are 
not objectionable. The arguments that 
have been advanced in favor of this Bill 
have been almost entirely against com- 
bines in general, and not against the words 
now in the Act. I may diverge a little 
from the question in reply to some re- 
marks made by hon. gentlemen. It appears 
to me that you cannot, by legislation, con- 
trol the money market any more than you 
ean the labor market, or anything else 
which has a commercial value. Like water, 
it will find its own level. If you impose 
severe restrictions upon monopolists and 
combines, money will seek investment in 
other ways. One reason why money is so 
plentiful to-day andcommands soverysmall 
a rate of interest is that the men who hold it 
have not sufficient confidence in the com- 





are taking place everywhere, and increas- 
ing. Suppose we could legislate against 
combines and put down everything in the 
shape of a combination in which money is 
involved, would it affect the market to any 
appreciable extent? What effect would 
it have? The same effect that it has had 
in the United States. There they have 
stringent laws against combines, and the 
effect of them is to induce people who 
have the money, when they find that they 
cannot combine under the law, to form 
syndicates, and large joint stock companies, 
as is being done by British capitalists to- 
day who are coming out to this continent 
and buying up the inte industries of the 
country. There is no law to prevent that. 
I take it that a monopoly of that kind will 
be worse than a fair combination on the 
part of moneyed men. 


Hon. MR. DEVER—That is not a com- 
bine at all. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I consider com- 
bines in trade, in some respects, are very 
beneficial. What has been the effect ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Hear, hear! 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The hon. gentleman 
from Halifax says, Hear, hear! What 
would have been the effect on his own city 
if the sugar refiners had entered into a 
combination sooner than they did? Would 
the large amount of capital which has been 
lost by the capitalists have taken place ? 
No. Before these combines took place it 
had this effect, that the large firms swamped 
the small ones. The weakest had to 
go to the wall, and that was the case with 
the Halifax refinery, although they had 
hundreds of thousands of dollars invested, 
every dollar of which was lost to the share- 
holders. The establishment was bought 
up afterwards as I understand, at a nomi- 
nal price by a syndicate. It has been the 
same with the cotton mills and other 
establishments in competition with the 
large establishments at Montreal—the 
small ones had to go to the wall. What 
would have been the result in our 


‘lower Provinees if this had continued? 


The hands employed by those establi- 
shments would have been thrown out 
of employment and would have been 
obliged to come up to Montreal to find 
work in those stronger firms or go to the 


mercial world to invest their capital. They ! United States. It is admitted on all hands 
are afraid of trade unions and strikes that | that these institutions have not been pro- 
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fitable in the lower Provinces. That has grocers make does not exceed 24 per 
been the case, especially with the cotton cent. Any one who knows anything 
industry. Persons who invested their ca- of business, whether he is a merchant 
ital in the institution at Moncton in 1883 or a farmer, will not dare to say 
know have never received, since that that 24 per cent. on any commodity 
time, on the capital invested, more than is an exorbitant profit. If it can be 
one dividend of 24 per cent. The millhas proved before the courts that these mo- 
been kept in operation and has been a | nopolies are making an unrcasonable and 
great boon to the people of Moncton. The urdue profit, I take it for granted the 
shareholders have not benefited, but the! courts of the country will find them guilty 
community in the vicinity has. If these’ of doing that which is unlawful and unjust 
local industries had been swamped by the and punish them accordingly. It has been 
larger factories of the upper Provinces said tbat there is no friendship in trade, 





trade would have centred here and the | and that leads me to this conclusion, that 


large establishments could have controlled 
prices as they pleased. Then, in reference | 


to the sugar refineries: when I was on thelthem at a high rate 


these combines were never established for 
the purpose of raising ae and keeping 
rough monopoly. 


Committee on Banking and Commerce 1; These industries have been forced into 


heard the statement made by a gentleman 
from Montreal who has been represented | 
here as a most hono: able and upright man. 
If it is true, as stated, that he would not 
enter into that combine of the wholesale 
grocers because he wanted to sell his sugar 
at less than it cost him, I say that that is 
not, from a business point of view, an 
honest transaction. It is said that he put 
an additional price on his goods 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Who says 
that ? 


Hon. Mz. PROWSE—Do you deny it? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I am not Mr. 
Matthewson. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—TIf it is not so I 
withdraw it, but I understood that he sold 
his sugar for less than it cost at the factory 
and would not join the combine. I say a 
merchant who does business that way is 
not, from a business point of view, doing 
an honest business. He must have a fair 
living profit on the goods he sells, and if 
he does not get it on one article he must 
get a sufficient profit on something else to 
make up the loss on sugar. What is his 
object? Itis to swamp out the smaller 
dealers alongside of him. It is to bring 
his neighbor, who does a fair trade, to 
bankruptcy. 


Hon. Me. McCALLU M—My:hon. friend 
has set up a man of straw and knocked 
him down. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I think that posi- 
tion has been fairly taken. It has been 
stated that the profit that these wholesale 





these combinations for self-preservation. 
We know that it was anticipated, especi- 
ally by the advocates of the National 
Policy, that when that policy would 
get a fair footing in this country there 
would be a boom in business from 
one end of the country to the other. Peo- 
ple were sanguine and hopeful, and were 
induced to put their money into manufuc- 
turing onterprises beyond the require- 
ments of the country. The consequence 
was that business was overdune. One way 
to preserve the smaller institutions was 
by combining with the larger ones, s0 as 
to keep them running until our Western 
Territories become settled and a market 
could be found for their products. My 
hon. friend from the Western Territories 
tells us that there are no millionare 
farmers. If there are not, there are very 
few bankrupts among them. It is said of 
a commercial community that not more 
than one in ten of those who enter into 
speculations succeed. It is not so with 
the farmers. They may not be able to 
make an immense amount of wealth in a 
short time; it is only by speculation that 
is done, and those who do it have to risk 
large sums of money to accomplish it. 
The farmer, although he is not rolling in 
wealth and luxury, is perhaps the happiest 
man ir the community after all, It must 
not be supposed that those who own shares 
in those large manufacturing establish- 
ments are all millionaires. They are 
owned by joint stock companies, and many 
of the shareholders are very poor people, 
widows, and perhaps orphans, who have 
very little else to depend upon beyond the 
little pittance that they have invested in 
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these manufacturing establishments. If, 
by the legislation of this Parliament, those|are not characterized by the utmost 
industries should be allowed to go down, ! deliberation. When the Bill was in Com- 
those poor people would lose all they have. mittee of the Whole House the hon. 
If I were satistied that these words in the | gentleman from Sarnia, who happens also 
Act were likely to prove an injury to!this year to be the chairman of the com- 
the country I should certainly vote to mittee to whose tender mercies the Bill 
have them eliminated from the Statute- 


days of the Session our proceedings 





book, but until it has been proved that 
they are an unnecessary appendage to the 
Act or injurious to the public [ shall vote 
that the words be allowed to remain where 
they are. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman 
from Murray Harbor began by reproving 
some of those who have spoken to-day for 
having drifted away from the subject, and 
then he informed the House that he pro- 

sed to diverge for a little while from the 
argument before the Senate. So far as I 
have been able to follow the hon. gentle- 
man’s speech, it has been all diverge, be- 
cause he has not given us any information 
at all on the question before the House. 
This is not the time to enter into a general 
discussion of the question of combines and 
presen ; but with the permission of the 

ouse I shall say a very few words about 
the subject that is before us. The position 
is this: A couple of years ago, inasmuch as 
a great deal of dissatisfaction had grown up 
throughout the country with the system 
of combines, a committee was appointed in 
the other House—the House which is 
directly responsiblo to the people. They 
felt that it was necessary that something 
should be done to meet the popular dis- 
content in connection with these combines. 
A committee was appointed and evidence 
was taken; and that evidence was such as 
to satisfy most people that there were 
combines in the country which were in- 
jurious to the consumer, There was no 
legislation that year, but last year the 
members of the House of Commons felt it 





was unfortunately committed by the hon. 
gentleman from Monck, moved that these 
| two words “unduly ” and “unreasonably” 
be inserted in certain parts of the Bill, 
and that motion carried by a pretty large . 
majority. The Bill went back to the 
House of Commons, and there the gentle- 
men who had sent the Bill up were very 
much dissatisfied; and it was a question 
whether they should take the Bill in its 
mangled form or refuse assent to our 
amendments and let the country do with- 
out the Bill altogether. I think, myself, 
they would have been a little wiser to let 
the Bill go, and not to have accepted our 
amendments. Üowever. a measure was 
introduced into the House of Commons 
this Session for the purpose of replacing 
that Bill in the same position as it was 
when it came to us last year. It has been 
alleged that the Bill passed the other 
House unanimously. The hon. gentleman 
from Kennebec division feeling that that 
was really a very strong argument, under- 
took to break the forccof it by telling usthat 
that may have been so, but it was a sort of 
snap vote, that the members were not on 
the qui vive and the Bill was practically 
smuyyled through the House. What are 
the facts? You cannot smuggle a Bill of 
this consequence through the House of 
Commons. If there were only one reading 
1 could understand it; but the Bill must be 
read three times, and it has to go through 
a Committee of the Whole House. I have 
been informed that the statement of the 
hon. gentleman from Kennebcc is incor- 
rect in every particular: that there was 
no snap vote; that there was a speech of 











was their duty to legislate—I do not know | some considerable length made on the se- 
whether the members of the House ot!cond reading; that it was early in the 
Commons were individually in favor of|evening, about 10 o’clock, when the Bill 
the legislation or not, but they were | passed the second UE and further that 
impressed by the popular feeling and were | at the third reading the Bill was allowed to 
obliged to legislate. They were driven} pass unanimously and was taken up out of 
by the popular sentiment to pass the lits place at the request of the leader ofthe 
legislation. The Bill came up to our House | House of Commons. He said he wished 
at a late stage of the session—regret- that this Bill should have a chance to get to 
tably late. There was not time  to!theSenate. Hercis the leader of the House 
di<cuss the Bill very thoroughly; and as'of Commons, the leader of the great pro- 
hon. gentlemen know, in the closing! tectionist party and presumably as much 
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interested as any hon. gentleman here in 
maintaining those great associations which 
furnish the funds for election campaigns— 
here is this gentleman instructing the 
House, asking and advising the House to 
let this Bill be taken up out of its place in 
order that it might get here to be dis- 
cussed; yet the hon. gentleman fiom 


Kennbec told us that it was a snap vote, | 


and that it was smuggled through the 
House of Commons. it has been stated 
that we are not here to endorse every- 
thing that is done in the House of Com- 
mons. Certainly not, and I have always 
taken that round as strongly as an 
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Now, according to the common law 
these combinations to raise prices and limit 
production, and all that, were, I believe, held 
to be unlawful: and the object in passing 
this Act was largely to render it practi- 
cable to bring the common law to bear— 
it was more declaratory than anything else. 
But the word “unlawfally” shuts out 
anything that is fair or reasonable. The 
common law said it was unlawful to do 
certain things, and in order to weaken the 
effect of the common law and to put things 
really in a worse position than they were 
before the Act passed the Senate put in 
the words “unduly.” When you come to 


member of the House; but I have always | talk about unduly limiting, you open up 
said this—I suppose hon. gentlemen do|alarge field for discussion. I have no doubt 


not attach much weight to what I say, but 
on two or three occasions, when we have 
discussed the uses und purposes of the 
Ssnate, I have said it was often our duty 
when a measure came from the House of 
Commons, which appeared to be the re- 
sult of undue haste, to reject it, if we 
thought it was mischievous, But if, 
after the people of the country had 
time to consider the question, the 
House of Commons again passed the 
measure, that then it was a rather serious 
matter for us to undertake to throw it 
out. We have just got that case now, and 
when the House of Commons unanimously 
adopt a measure of that sort it is a serious 
responsibility for us to undertake to reject 
it. So far as to the position of the measure: 
how with re-pect tu the wording, the hon. 
gentleman from Sarnia said something 
about our having sanctioned an anti- 
combines Bill, but everybody knew the 
alteration that was made in the Bill last 
year practically rendered it useless; and to 
whom have we to look if not to the yen- 
‘tlemen who introduced this Bill and took 
an interest in it, and who no doubt have 
had legal advice on the question, and have 
felt that the Bill in its present shape is of 
little or no value? 1 think it is our duty 
to give them a Bill that they will be reason- 
ably satistied with, and that they feel they 
can do something with. Now, what is 
the proposition? The Act which we 
passed last year reads this way : 

‘Every person who conspires, combines, agrees or 
arranges with any other person, or with any railway, 


oe: 
unlawfully, 


steamboat or transportation company, | 


that gentlemen, such as the hon. gentle- 
man from the Kennebec division, could 
persuade almost anyone that there was 
nothing undue in the most atrocious 
combine in the country. If] am allowed to 
say one word on the subject of witneses, 
I wish to be understood as not finding the 
slightest fault with the gentlemen who 
compose these combines. They are like 
other people ; they like to get all they can 
and hold on to all they have. That is hu- 
man nature, and Ido not blame them at all ; 
but it is our duty to look after them, and 
see that they do not get too much—more 
than their share. The hon. gentleman from 
Kennebec was examined before the Com- 
bines Committee of the other House two 
years ago; and although I was not present 
at the meeting of the committee, I took a 
little interest in what was going on; und 
I remember asking a member something 
about the examination of the hon. gentle- 
man, and he gave me to understand that 
he was a witness out of whom it was very 
difficult to get any definite information. 
But we do not get nearly as much definite 
information this evening a3 we might have 
received if he had been in a mood to dis- 
close. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Is the hon. gentle 
man sticking to the point now ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am dealing with 
the word “ unduly,” but I shall not say 
anything more about the evidence. I think 
it is our duty to give the common law fair 
play, and improve it, by putting it into a 
more defined and positive shape, in which 


“To unduly limit the facilities for tenniorting, lit can be utilized. While we leave in the 


producing, manufacturing, supplying, storing or dea 
ing in any article or commodity which may be a sub- 
ject of trade or commerce, &c.” 


|word “unlawfully,” no great harm can be 
l done by striking out “ unduly ” and “ un- 
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reasonably.” Hon. gentlemen have talked 
as though these combinations were not 
bad things. I do not propose to say much 
about them, except this, that the effect of 
combinations is to raise the prices of food 
and clothing and other necessaries of life. 
There is nothing more hurtful toa country 
than that. And the House of Commons have 
felt the duty imposed upon them of trying 
to stop that process, It is our duty, having 
seen that the sober second thought of the 
country is behind the House of Commons, 
to let them have their way in this parti- 
cular instance. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would not 
trouble this House at this late period of 
the evening were it not that as a member of 
that committee, L am bound to vindicate 
the committee as against certain inuendoes 
made by hon. gentlemen who have moved 
for the recommitment of this report to the 
committee. The reflection has been cast 
upon that committee that they knowingly 
brought into this House a report for the 
purpose of wilfully rendering ineffectual 
and inoperative a law upon our Statute- 
book which we, using the language of the 
hon. gentleman from Halifax, ‘“ knew to be 
entirely nugatory,” and rendering the law 
inoperative for the purpose for which it 
was passed. Therefore, in consideration of 
that fact, I would trouble the House as 
to the manner in which I viewed this 
question when before the committee. 
As far as I can apprehend the duty of 
that committee, there was only one duty 
cast upon them, and that was to consider 
the bearing of these two particular words 
upon the law as we found it on the Statute- 
book. We were not delegated to go any 
further. 


question resolved itself simply into this, 
whether those words prevented that statute 
from being operative or not. Tho two 
words in question are “unduly” and ‘‘un- 
reasonably.” My hon. friend from Monck 
has already Stated to this House in the 
course of this debate that he is quite satis- 
fied that the word “unduly” in no wa 

affects the operation of the Act, because it 
is entirely harmless, so that we limit the 
difficulty down to the word ‘ unreason- 
ably.” Now, the committee during the 
consideration of this Bill extended a great 
deal of liberality to the various gentlemen 


There was a Bill before us for 
our consideration to expunge two words. 
that we found on the Statute-book, and the | 





who approached them in the capacity of 
delegates to urge their views upon this 
question. They treated them, I say, with a 
delicate consideration and allowed them 
very much greater latitude than perhaps 
they were entitled to, but owing to the 
fact that considerable sensitiveness ap- 
peared to prevail in the minds of the pro- 
moters of the Bill, the committee there- 
fore appeared to extend to them a latitude 
which was not warranted if we had limited 
our deliberation to the strict letter of the 
proper construction of the Bill before 
us. It was not our duty to go into the 
question of combines. It was not our 
duty to consider the merits or demerits 
of the alleged iniquitous combinations 
which were said to exist throughout 
the length and breadth of this coun- 
try. Parliament has already expressed 
its disapprobation of all combinations 
entered into in restraint of trade, by 
placing on the Statute-book a law which I 
submit is calculated to supress in every 
way such combinations as the statute was 
intended to reach. Hon. gentlemen said 
before that committee that that statute 
was rendered inoperative by the insertion 
of the words referred to. One would 
naturally suppose that before we would be 
called upon to expunge two words from a 
statute, or make any material alterations 
in the statute affecting such very large 
and such important interests.as those be- 
fore the committee, that a very clear case 
should be made out to the committee why 
the proposed action should be taken. The 
first duty of the committee, I take it to be, 
was to ascertain if there was a sufficiently 
clear case made out why there should be 
any interposition of Parliament this 
Session for the purpose of changing that 
Act. What was submitted to the com- 
mittee on that occasion? Was there any 
statement made to the committee that 
this particular statute had come before 
any court fo: judicial interpretation ? 
Was there any evidence before the com- 
mittee that any legal opinion of conse- 
quence had been submitted, either to the 
delegates or to those who were promoting 
the Bill, that this Act was inoperative by 
these two words? I say there was no 
such evidence before the committee that 
these two words rendered the Act ineffec- 
tive to carry out the intentions of Parlia- 
ment against combines formed in restraint 
of trade. When the promoter of the Bill 
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in the Commons was asked if there had lebeare in Montreal. Now, if these 200 
been any judicial decision on the question retail grocers had chosen to put their hands 
he stuted that there had been none. He in their pockets and contribute $1 each 
was also asked whether any legal opinion they could have obtained the best legal 
of consequence had been obtained. He opinion in the Province of Quebec as to 
stated that they could not produce any whether these two words would render the 
legal opinion of consequence. Are we,| Act inoperative. I submit to this honorable 
therefore, to take the ipse dixit of any one ' House that as the Act stands these two 
of those gentlemen who confessedly had no! words are simply declaratory of the law as 
legal training, but who came here us a it stood before. We know that the masses 
delegation from Western Ontario, and |of the people are continuously asking Par- 
stated to us that this law had been inope- | liament to make its Acts clear. I say that 
rative by the insertion of the words com-| Parliament has done it in this particalar 
plained of, after the solemn deliberation | case. They not only assist a definition being 
of the two Houses of Parliament had | placed on the word “unlawful,” but they 
intended and declared otherwise ? Were | have made it clear on the Statute book what 
we to accept the statement that these ' constitutes a contravention of this Act. 
two branches of Parliament were wrong Therefore, it should be considered to have 
in the conclusion that they arrived at ? | been a commendable motive that prompted 
Were we called upon to stultify our- | Parliament to place these two words on the 
selves after Parliament had inserted these Statute and make it clear. Considerable 
two words, because three men represent- | reflection has been cast on the judiciary of 
ing certain farming institutes have given |this Dominion by observations of certain 
it as their opinion that these words render | hon. gentlemen. I think if they had con- 
the Act inoperative? Are we called upon|sidered the import of the observations 
on such a statement to declare ourselves|made they would not have made them. 
in error to such an extent as to say we! They say the court cannot possibly construe 
were wrong last Session, and that, there-|the words “unduly or unreasonably,” I 
lore, we shall expunge these words this assert that the courts of this Dominion 
Session of Parliament, without anyjare called upon every day to construe 
decision of a court or any legal opinion us|these and kindred words. We find in 
to the necessity for such action? The!real property law the words “reasonable 
excuse was made why legal opinion was; wear and tear.” Take the converse of that, 
not obtained, or why a test case had nut |“ unreasonable wear and tear.” The courts 
been made, that the public were not called | are called upon every day to construe that 
upon to put their hands in their pockets| particular phrase. Will my hon. friend 
for the purpose of testing whether an Act! from Monck contend that all these qualify- 
of Parliament of this kind was sufficient to | ing phrases should be expunged from our 
carry out the purposes which Parliament | statutes because a court of law may find 
had designed in passing it. The delegates | it difficult to construe what they mean? 
stated that they represented no less than | In our commercial law we find the phrase 
8,000 farmers in Ontario — that they | “reasonable time” expressed. They are 
represented a combined strength of!to be found in our Bill relating to bills of 
8.000 farmers, who protested against exchange and promissory notes, which 
the retention of these words in the Act.) passed this House the other day, and will 
Now, if these 8,000 farmers had considered | the hon. gentleman from Monck say that 
that they labored urder a grievance they our commercial law should be revised, and 
could by placing their hands in their! that these limiting words should be strack 
eee and contributing 25 cents each | out in case the court should throw up its 

ave raised $2,000, which would have hand by reason of inability to construe 
carried a test case into the highest court these particular words? Then in our law 
of the land and proved whether the ex-,on wills and also upon elections, we find 
punging of these two words or their reten- the words “undue influence ” cropping up. 
tion was necessary. But did these 8,000; Will the hon. gentleman from Monck 
farmers consider to the extent of 25 cents say that the word ‘‘undue” should be 
each that it was necessary to do such a/struck out because the judge of a court 
thing ? I say they did not. Anotherdele- may not be able to ascertain what the 
gate told us that he represented 200 retail | word “undue ” means ? Wilful negligence, 



































railway law, in laws respecting civil rights. 
I say that in the perusal of our statute 
books you will find these words and kind- 


red words used hundreds of times, and if 


We are to strike out the words “unduly” 
or “unreasonably” from this Act by reason 
of the court possibly finding it difficult or 
impossible to construe their meaning we 
should, to be consistent, strike out similar 
words in all our statutes. The contention 
of the promoters of the Bill avowedly is 
that the object for striking out these words 
is, that the court by their retention is pre- 
vented from construing the language of 
the statute, not that it is alleged that they 
nullify the statute or render it ineffectual 
—but that the court will be unable to ascer- 
tain what “anduly ” and “unreasonably ” 
mean. Under these considerations, I 
think the House should accept the report. 
I say that the committee were justified in 
coming to the conclusion that no evidence 
whatever was submitted to them calcula- 
ted to show that these words rendered the 
Act inoperative in any way. 


Hon. Me. READ (Quinté)—It will bein 
the recollection of the House that on Mon- 
day this Bill was in committee and that on 
Thursday of the same week prorogation 
took place—I am speuking of last Session 
—so that there was no time in the other 
ITouse for consideration of our amend- 
ments, and they were allowed to go. After 
having time to give it conrideration since 
then the House of Commons have elimin- 
ated our amendment, and now ask this 
House to concurin theiraction. We have 
been told by the hon. gentleman from 
Quebec that there have been no complaints 
from his Province about this Bill. Î think 
he must be mistaken; his friends could have 
informed him that hundreds of grocers 
have complained aboutit. [think that he 
will tind it to be the case when he returns 
to bis constituency, that there have been 
many such complaints, 


Hon. Mr. THIBAUDEAU—Mr. Mat. 
thewson complained. 


Hon. Mr. READ—We are told by 
another gentleman that if the 200 grocers 
in Montreal had contributed $1 apiece 
that they could have tested this Bill. Does 
anybody believe that $200 or $2,000, 


keep such a suit running, as we know law- 
suits can be kept running, until many of 
us are in our Braves I think the fee of 
‘the hon. gentleman from Calgary, if he 
i were asked to take such a case, would 
be $500 at least, so that what he tells us 
about testing the luw for $200 goes for 
nothing. If these combines can, by com- 
bining, put dollars into their own pockets, 
they are likely to contest any such case to 
the bitter end. There is no doubt that 
when these words were put into the Act. 
they were put in under the best legal ad- 
vice. We know where they emanated 
from. We know that the manufacturers 
had the opportunity to procure the best 
legal advice to have these words inserted 
so that the Act would do the least possible 
harm. The hon. gentleman from Kenne- 
bec told us that he was interested in dis- 
cussing this question. Well, everyone is. 
They all wish them to succeed, because if 
they succeed, no doubt those that supply 
them will succeed. Then he told us it was 
his duty to see that they made a good 
profit. 

Hon. Me. DRUMMOND—I did not say 
that. 


Hon. MR. READ—That was the infer- 
ence—that was really the result of what 
he said. 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND—No. 


Hon. Mr. READ—Then he told us that 
they threatened him if he did not do this, 
that they would not sell his goods, and I 
think they threatened more than that— 
that they would erect a refinery for them- 
selves. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—I would have pitied 
them if they had done that. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—They did not 
threaten me at ull. 


Hon, Mr, READ—It may not have been 
the hon. gentleman; it may have been some 
other retiner. ‘That is what I heard at 
the time. What with these threats and 
the interests of his customers, and of him- 
self as well, they formed this combination, 
and it is the opinion of the people that it 
is hurtful to their best interests. The 
House of Commons have thought so, and 
I have no doubt that they are speaking 
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the sentiments of the people when they 
say that combines are not in the interest 


of the country. Why do we find gentle- 
men coming from Montreal, Toronto and 
other parts of the country in large num- 
bers if they are not greatly interested ? 
They would stay at home and attend to 
their business if they were not interested. 
The hon. gentleman told us that we ought 
to leave this in the hands of the courts. I 
think those who have the least to do with 
the courts will come out best in the end. 
Reference has been made to one of our 
departed Senators who was complaining 
of his losses on sugar, but his opinion on 
sugar combines I Rappen to know. One 
day as we sat in the committee room, 
while the combines evidence was being 
taken, he said laughingly :_“ I do not know 
but I have been in a little combine. I 
took $20,000 in a sugar refinery in 
Boston and aflerwards was induced to 
take more stock. It did not pay me for 
some time, and I thought it was not a good 
thing, but latterly I have been getting 3 per 
cent. a month, and the combine is not 80 
bad on the sugar as I at one time thought 
it would be.” Those were his words to 
me. Something has been said about salt: 
the opinion is, and I believe it is correct, 
that certain individuals said to the salt 
producers: “ We will take all your salt and 
give you 70 cents a barrel, and sell it our- 
selves.” Having all the salt, this combine 
" said : “This is a good thing; salt cannot be 
Lie in competition with us, and we 
will put our price on it.” Those of us who 
had been purchasing salt for $1 a barrel 
did not know for a time that there was 
anything wrong. I had occasion to send 
a team for some salt, and I gave the usual 
amount of money to biing back a load, 
and when the team returned the quantity 
was less than usual. Then 1 learned that 
salt had risen to $1.50 per barrel. Who 
gets the increased price? Seventy cents is 
the first price, 35 to 40 cents is the cost of 
transportation, and where does the balance 
go? Not to those who produced the salt, 
but to those who controlled the trade, 
those who sat quietly by and caught the 
bird while the others beat the bush. The 
consumer is so much out. These things 
have occurred within our own knowledge. 
Now, it is just the same with these whole- 
sale grocers. Do they work ; do they pro- 
duce; are they employers of labor? No; 
they sit by, write an order to a refiner for 


forty, fifty or one hundred barrels of 
sugar, pay for it in forty-eight days, get 
the best pay they can from their custom- 
ers, and pocket the balance. They are the 
drones that are taking the honey, and the 
working bees are producing it. I am one 
of those who have always believed in a 
protective policy for this country, but it 
never entered into my mind that cotton 
manufactures would be produced under the 
National Policy. I was more than sur- 

rised when cotton factories were estab 
ished. If they have not been successful it 
is not a disappointment to me, and I might 
also almost place sugar refineries in the 
same category, because they are not exactly 
adapted to the conditions of this country. 
The effect of these combines has been 
explained often. Take the case of Mr. 
Matthewson: it shows the tyranny that 
can be practised upon a merchant. I see 
by the evidence that where he had been a 
customer at one place for thirty years they 
refused to sell to him because he would 
not join this holy alliance. It proves, first 
of all, that he was a long time in business, 
and it proves also that because he would 
not knuckle down, because he had the 
spirit and independence of a man, they 
refused to sell him set Mase on the same 
terms as others. I think that that alone 
is sufficient to warrant me in doing every- 
thing in my power to defeat any combine 
that may exist. 


Hon. Mz. CLEMOW—This debate has 
been very long, and I must ask the indul- 
gence of the House to say a few words in 
reference to some of the points that have 
been brought forward by some hon. gentle- 
man who have spoken. I was upon the 
Banking and Commerce Committee, and 
took every pains to ascertain from the 
various Witnesses whether they had any 
grievance to complain of. I did all I could 
to get a fair and undisturbed hearing for 
every man who appeared before the com- 
mittee, and I did not hear one man express 
himself as dissatisfied with the operation 
of the Act—I could not find one solitary 
instance where injury had been inflicted 
upon a community owing to the presence 
of those two words inthe Act. I think it 
is a misnomer to call this the Combines 
Bill; I rather think that the proper term 
would have been: Bill for the purpose of 
preventing persons from protecting them- 
selves ina legitimate way in their trade. 
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We carry out the principle of protection 
throughout our lives. Every man does 80 
more or less. I cannot understand why 
there should be such a difficulty in arriving 
at adecision in this matter. It is true that 
some gentlemen have quoted instances 
where grievances have occurred. They 
have instanced the salt combine. They say 
that salt costs the combine $1.15 per barrel 
and that they sell it for $1.50. Is 35 cents 
a barrel on salt an unreasonable profit for 
the man who has embarked his capital in 
the bnsiness and undertaken some risk? 
If 80, the courts of justice are open to give 
redress to anyone who may be injured in 
that way. If I were in the position of 
those who complain of this I would seek 
redress in the courts. I am told that it 
would be expensive, but if there is an out- 
cry against combines throughout the 
country there should be no difficulty in pro- 
curing funds to bring a test case before the 
courts. No such action has been taken. 1 
have not seen the petition, or heard one 
man in this country say that he feels 
aggrieved. Would the Senate, therefore, 
be justified in listening to the appeals of 
gentlemen from the other House who tell 
us that becanse the Bill has passed the 
House of Commons we must also pass it? 
I think that this is a matter legitimately 
and properly belonging to the func- 
tions of the Senate. The members of 
this House are gentlemen acquainted with 
trade and the customs of trade, und they 
can form deliberute and just conclusions 
with respect to the operations of this 
Act—in my opinion equal if not superior 
to the judgment of members of the other 
House. I am perfectly willing to listen 
te anyone who can bring forward a real 
grievance, and am willing, if it can be 
proved, to assist in making restitution to 
those who may be injured, as far as Parlia- 
ment can. We have heard a good deal 
about farmers’ combines. I do not sup- 
se that they enter into arrangements in 
lack and white, but they do combine. 
They have often held their wheat and oats 
and hay for years—for what purpose? For 
the purpose of getting better prices. To 
that there can be no objection; it is what 
every man in this Chamber and in this 
country would do if he could. I do not 
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law are open to punish the offenders; but 
I think it would not be right to require 
that they should be subject to punishment 
for something that is not unreasonable and 
undue. I do not think the Senate will 
stultify itself by undoing now what was 
deliberately done by the majority a yeur 
ago. When we pass a law we should wait 
until we ascertain whether it is effective 
or not before undertaking to amend it. 
I do not suppose that the Senate will per- 
severe in its present attitude if evidence 
can be shown, by petition or otherwise, 
that there is a general desire in the coun- 
try that the law should be amended. 
hen that time comes the Senate will bow 
to the decision of the niany; but, as we are 
constitated, we ought to protect the in- 
terests of all parties. The interests of 
capitalists and manufacturers should be 
just as sacred in the eyes of this House 
as the interests of the workingmen, or 
any other section of the community. As 
business men, we can understand this 
subject as well as any other persons in the 
country. A great deal has been said about 
monopolies in Canada. I have yet to 
hear any evidence that we have any great 
monopoly. Surely if there was anything 
ofthe kind we would have heard something 
of it. Iam told that these gentlemen who ~ 
came down from the west to support this 
Bill went away with their minds quite 
changed with regard to the effects of the 
law. They said if they had known how it 
really stood they would not have taken the 
trouble of coming to Ottawa for the pur- 
pose of supporting the Bill. Is it notright 
that men who have invested largely in the 
industries of this country should have the 
opportunity of conducting their business 
in such a way as to prevent ruin to their 
interests by over-trading and over-produc- 
tion? I think it is but fair that they 
should be allowed to co-operate for the 
proper management of their business, sub- 
ject, of course, to doing so in a fair and 
legitimate way. One effect of the present 
system is that it has curtailed, to a very 
great extent, the credit system, which I con- 
sider was a great bane and worked 
serious injury to the country. The 
credit system prevailed generally, and 
the effect of this mutual arrangement 


see, therefore, what necessity there is for|among those engaged in the legitimate 
making this onslaught upon the words of|trade of the country has been to place 


this Bill, because if it is unreasonable or 
undue restriction on trade, the courts of 
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business operations on a safer footing than 
ever before. If it has had no other effect 
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l 
than that, the country has derived a very | 
great benefit from the operations of these 
gentlemen who have taken into their own | 
hands the management of business affairs. 
I have heard it often stated that a man 
will buy any amount of goods if he can 
get three or four months’ credit. When 
the business of the country is reduced to 
a cash basis it will benefit every other] 
interest. Until we have better evidence 
that this law is inoperative, inefficient, or 
unsatisfactory to the masses of the people, 
we should, at all events, firmly insist upon 
leaving it unchanged. The committee gave 
every consideration to the Bill and did all 





| 





in their power to render substantial justice | 


to all concerned, and they have come to: 
the conclusion that the law should remain | 
unchanged. If, at a future Session, it can 
be shown that the law would be improved 
by the proposed amendment, then it will 
be quite time enough to take action; but 
until that time does arrive we should 
remain firm, and refuse to take action 
hustily. 


The Senate divided on the amendment, 
which was rejected by the following vo.e:— 


CONTENTS : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Grant, Pelletier, 
Haythorne, Perley, 
McCallum, Power, 
McClelan, Read (Quinté), 
McDonald (C.B.), Robitaille, 


McInnes (N. Westminster), Scott, 
Macdonald (Victoria), Wark.—14. 


NON-CONTENTs : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Abbott, McKay, 
Armand, McKindsey, 
Bellerose, McMullan, 
Bolduc, MacInnes (Burlington), 
Casgrain, Merner, 
Chaffers, Miller, 
Cochrane, Murphy, 
DeBlois, Pâquet, 
Dever, Prowse, 
Drummond, Smith, 
Girard, Sullivan, 
Glasier, Thibaudeau, 
Kaulbach, Vidal. —27. 
Lougheed, 


The report was adopted on the same 
division. 


The Senate adjourned at 12 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, May 8th, 1890. 


Tax SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


. Prayers and routine proceedings. 


ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENI- 
TENTIARY. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon, Mr. BELLROSE inquired: 


What amount has been paid to O. G. Bourbonnais, 
Esq., at various times, in his capacity as stenographer, 
for the two days during which he accompanied, in 
that capacity, the hon. the Minister of Justice and 
the hon. the Secretary of State to the Penitentiary of 
on Vincent de Paul, on the 10th and 11th December, 
1 L : 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—I have to inform 
my hon. friend that Mr. Bourbonnais has 
received nothing for the services men- 
tioned, he never having made any claim 
therefor, or furnished the notes of the evi- 
vende taken, though repeatedly asked for 
them. 


SAVINGS BANKS IN QUEBEC BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (CC) “ An Act 
respecting certain Savings Banks in the 
Province of Quebec.” 


On clause 20, which reads as follows :— 


‘* 20. The bank may also lend such moneys, upon 
the personal security of individuals, or to any cor- 
porate bodies, provided that collateral securities of 
the nature mentioned in the next preceding section, 
or Britieh or foreign public securities, or stock of 
some chartered bank in Canada, or stock in any incor- 
porated pulling or lean society, or bonds or deben- 
tures or stock of any incorporated institution or com- 
pany, or such securities as are accepted by the 

vernment of Canada as deposits frown insurance 
companies, are taken in addition to such personal or 
corporate security, with authority to sell such secu- 
rities if the loan is not paid, and provided also that 
the bank may lend moneys without collateral secu- 
rities to the Dominion or any Provincial Government, 
or to the corporation of any city in the Province of 
Quebec with a population of at least twenty thousand 
inhabitants within the limits of the borrowing powers 
of such corporation.” 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT enquired—Can they 
lend to their own directors ? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I think they can 
lend on security to anybody. Whether 
they can lend to any great extent, perhaps 
my hon, friend from Montreal can state. 


approved in any other case, no matter 
what it is, either Montreal Bank stock, 
municipal debentures or bonds. They 
have a right to do that: I do not know 
that there is any restriction as to the 
amount. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—These two banks 
cannot lend on endorsed paper ; it must 
be collateral security in every case. 


Hon. Mra. MILLER—There is no ex- 
ception in favor of the directors ? 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—No. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This empowers 
them to lend on the stock of chartered 
banks. 


Hon. Mz. MURPHY—In reference to 
that. hon. gentlemen will recollect that the 
ordinary chartered banks cannot lend on 
bank stocks of any kind, and consequently 
it is a privilege given to the savings banks 
to enable them to dispose of the money 
that is deposited. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I doubt the wisdom 
of it. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—One can see where 
this clause. is open to very serious abuse, 
where there is no restriction to lending on 
the stocks of chartered banks. Often such 
stocks are below par, perhaps 50 per 
cent. or less. I think that the clause re 
quires looking after, because it is the 
most important one in the Bill, and it 
would be manifestly wrong to allow the 
banks by collusion among the directors to 
lend 100 cents on the dollar when the stocks 
are worth 50 cents in the market. 


Hon. Me. MOURPHY—That has never 
occurred in the bank with which I am con- 
nected. When the stock is worth, say 
60 cents in the dollar, probably only 
50 cents would be loaned on it. There 
is always a considerable margin. 


Hon. Mz.ABBOTT—My hon. friend will 
perceive that in making provisions in va- 
rious Acts as to the nature of securities 
which may be received as investments no 
restriction as to the amount is usually 
made. In companies of this descriptivn, 
we never say to what extent security is 
required, because the directors are selected 
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| by the shareholders to take care that their 


money is not lent on insufficient security, 
and as a matter of fact we know by expe- 
rience that it is not. There are no better 
managed banks in this country or nny- 
where else than these two. The board 
bave to account for their management to 
the shareholders. It would be very diffi- 
cult to establish a general rule as to the 
extent to which money might be loaned on 
collateral security. 1t might have a very 
different effect from the one intended; it 
might lead to the loan coming up in every 
case to the margin fixed, whereas the di- 
rectors, if there were no such margin, 
would be careful to keep it low enough to 
make the security perfect. There is no 
reason why we should impose new restric- 
tions now. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—Several banks in 
this country have been wrecked, simply 
by the directors loaning large sums to 
themselves. I need not point out the 
recent failure in Toronto, where the loss 
was due to that cause. In the case ofa 
savings bank, particularly, we ought to 
guard against fraud of that kind. Of 
course, one may have a feeling of delicacy, 
in view of the very pee board of 
directors existing now, but we are legis- 
lating for a number of years ahead. The 
men in charge of the bank now will not 
be in charge of it ten years from to-day, 
and therefore we ought to surround those 
savings banks with every possible precau- 
tion. It is quite possible, under this provi- 
sion, for the directors to lend 100 cents on 
ae dollar on stock that is worth 50 cents 
or less. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—As I have had oc- 
casion to remark more than once in this 
House, there is scarcely a Bill that we pass 
that one could not imagine would admit 
of injury being done to some one. Here is 
a bank which has been in existence for a 
great many years. 


Hon. Mr. MURPHY—For forty-three 
years. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It has been in ex- 
istence under its present charter for 
twenty-five or thirty years. These char- 
ters have been renewed twice, and this 
clause has been in them in the same form 
as now, and we have had no experience in 
their management that would warrant us 
in making a change. 
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“Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The trouble is that 
other savings banks may be established on 
the same lines, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—We might be more 
strict in other cases. 


The clause was adopted. 


On clause 22,— 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT said: At present 
the Act prohibits the sale of collateral 
securities for thirty days after the matur- 
ity of the debt, but such securities fluctu- 
ate in value, and it is not in the interest 
of the bank or its depositors that it should 
be compulsory to hold stocks which may 
be falling in value for thirty days after 
the debt becomes due. It is proposed to 
let the bank make an arrangement with 
the borrower at the time the loan is made. 
That arrangement, as we all know, usually 
_ consists of a contract note by which it is 
said that so and so borrows so many dol- 
lars, and pledges certain stocks, and the 
bank is allowed, in case the debt is not 
paid, to sell the collateral. In order to 
make clear what the rights of the bank 
are, and what the rights of the party 
borrowing are, I propose to add after the 
word “payable” the following : “or within 
such shorter delay as shall be fixed be- 
tween the bank and the borrower at the 
time the loan is contracted.” 


Hon. Ma. POWER— Some provision 
should be made to prevent the property 
being sacrificed by reason of too short a 
notice being given. Under this clause the 
advertisement might be inserted in a 
newspaper for only one day. 


_ Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—It has got to be 
published in two newspapers, and notified 
also by letter. 


Hon. MR. POWER—That might be the 
morning of the sale. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—If it is a saleable 
article in a large city, that might be suffi- 
cient notice. r have no objection to in- 
serting the word “reasonable,”but if we 
use such a word might it not deter people 
from purchasing, lest a dispute might arise 
afterwards as to whether the notice was 
reasonable or unreasonable ? 


Hon. Mr. MUKPHY-The interests of 
the depositors and all concerned would in- 
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duce them to give proper notice, and 
reasonable notice might be difficult to 


define. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—It might be a blot 
on the title. The clause in its present form 
is better. I think we should leave it to the 


discretion of the directors. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—You are legislating 
on the character of the present board. 


Hon. MR. REESOR—They could have 
no object in sacrificing the security. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—My difficulty is 
this, with regard to the notice: I think 
there should be notice, because you give 
the banks power to buy in the property 
themselves, which is not generally given 
to creditors who sell equities of redem- 
ption. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—There should be 
some consideration for the borrower. If 
his secureties are sold without notice he 
has no time to protect himself, and his 
property may be sacrificed. You should 
ut least give the borrower two or three 
days’ notice to enable him to look round 
se see if he cannot meet the claim ofthe 

ank. : 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If the borrower 
desires to have any special notice given 
he can stipulate for it when he borrows 
the money. 


Hon. Ma. POWER—But where there is 
no agreement made. 


Hon. Mrz. ABBOTT—The practice is to 
state in the contract note what the desire 
of the borrower is. | 


Hon. Me. MILLER—It may be said that 
at the time the debt is entered into there 
is a fixed period for the payment of it— 
he has notice from the very start when it 
is to become due. I would not recommend 
the insertion of the word “ reasonable,” 
because although it was a very good word 
in the Combines Bill, I do not think it 
would serve a useful purpose here. It 
might throw a blot on the title. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The borrower always 
means to pay on the day when the debt 
is due, but experience tells us that he does 
not pay, in a majority of cases, on that day, 
and the coarts have been obliged to inter- 
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vene and protect the borrower, and the 


courts have intervened to protect the 
borrower from himself; because often, 
when a man borrows money he is pre- 
pared to make any sort of bargain. It 
gives the bank power to put the property 
up the day after the debt becomes due 
and buy it themselves. You have no right 
to offer that temptation to the directors, 
and I am quite sure that the House of 
Commons would not pass the Bill in that 
shape. We are ignoring the interests of 
persons who ought to be protected. No 
mortgagee would be allowed to sell in that 
way. The court requires reasonable 
notice—a month, or two or three months 
—and its adds further that if the mort- 
gagee buys in the property himself he has 
ot to give the mortgagor an absolute re- 
ease. You do not provide any such thing 
here. If, for instance, a man gives a se- 
curity for $5,000, and it is sold on short 
notice for half its value, leaving a balance 
still due, that balance is a claim against 
the borrower. I think the proposition is 
iniquitous. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
from Ottawa criticizes this as iniquitous. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, indeed; the pro- 
posal is iniquitous. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—That is at present 
the law of Quebec, and if you come to 
criticize the laws of the Provinces I suy 
that it is an iniquitous thing to say 
that a man shall be discharged from his 
debt if he fails to pay, if a property is 
mortgaged for it, and the property is sold, 
and does not realize enough to pay the 
debt. He should be held liable for the 
balance. With regard to this right of 
po which seems very strange to my 

on. friend, this is in exact accord with 
the law of Lower Canada where this bank 
does business. In Lower Canada, where 
property is sold by the sheriff it may be 
purchased by the mortgagee; for the pro- 

rty has to be bid up by the mortgagee, if 

e wants to save himself, to a sum sufficient 
to bey ue and all the expenses of the 
sale, besides paying previous mortgages ; 
and I venture to say that in nineteen cases 
out of twenty property is bought in neces- 
sarily by the more because such 
propertics do not realize their full value at 
sheriff's sale. . 
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Hon. Mr. MILLER—Is the mortgagee, 
allowed in Lower Canada to buy in the 
property. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes; the law ex- 
pressly allows him to do so without paying 
cash for it. There is no process of fore- 
closure known to our law at all. He 
simply takes a judgment against the owner 
of the property, takes out an execution, 
and the sheriff sells the property. At that 
sale the property must be sold for enough 
to pay any first mortgage in cash, and all 
the expenses of the sale, before the holder 
of the second mortgage can get one cent. 
The consequence is, in nineteen cases out 
of twenty the plaintitf has to buy the land 
to try to make his own out of it. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is always 
notice under a mortgage there ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There is no notice 
at all. There is a suit, 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT— Under this clause it 
is done in twenty-four hours, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is chattel 
property. In case of chattel property a 
contract is usually signed, which declares 
whether or not the bank shall have power 
to sell on default. 1f the price is not suffi- 
cient to realize the amount that is due to 
the bank, and the bank believes that the 
securities will rise, its proper course is to 
buy them itself, and hold them until a 
better price can be realized. The only 
object of this privilege which is accorded 
to the banks is to enable them to protect 
their debt. There is no instance during 
the thirty or forty years of their existence 
of their having speculated in securities, 
They buy, if they buy at all, because the 
property is about to be sold for less than 
will pay their debt. 


Hon. Mr. MURPHY—Hon. gentlemen 
will bear in mind that what is provided 
for here is stocks, and stocks may fall or 
rise within two or three days, and the 
object is to allow the bank to realize as 
much as possible for the borrower. I know 
that we have been thanked, as far as the 
bank with which I am connected is con- 
cerned, for having promptly sold stock 
at a time when it realized more than it 
would if sold a month afterwards. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—Take the 
case of valuable debentures, on which a 
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depositor borrows money, and he sion last this House to adopt the clause which 


pates to pay the amount that he borrows 
on them, but through some accident or 
other he is in default, and the bank realizes 
on the debentures withoutnotice. Valuable 
property might be sacriticed in that way. 


Hon. Me. DEVER—That could not be, 
for valuable bonds at any time will bring 
their value, even at a public sale. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—No hardship of that 
kind has ever arisen. 


Hon. Mr. MURPHY—The bank can- 
not advance or lend money on such assets. 
They can be only taken for a bad debt, and 
then disposed of. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Sub-clause 3 
authorizes the bank to make any arrange- 
ments that it pleases with respect to col- 
lecting or realizing on a debt. It is not 
unreasonable to provide that the property 
of the borrower shall not be sacrificed at 
a sale without due notice. The hon. gen- 
tloman has made some comparison between 
the law of Quebec and the law of other 
Provinces. I have nothing tosay against 
the law of Quebec, but it strikes mo, from 
what I have seen during the present Ses- 
sion, that the law of Quebec is much more 
tender of the rights of money-lenders than 
of the general public. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The law of Quebec 
is only tender about seeing that the rights 
of all parties are protected alike. The 
only difficulty that is urged about this 
clause seems to be an imaginary one, that 
it is possible that something of the kind 
referred to might happen. Now is this 
sufficient for us to say to these two banks 
that have been doing business for thirty 
or forty years with these powers, that we 
will alter the charter under which they 
have been working, for fear they may com- 
mit something in the nature of a fraud on 
their debtors ? 


The clause was agreed to. 


On clause 33,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a clause 
about which there has been much discus- 
sion in another place, and in a great many 
other places. It deals with unclaimed 
dividends and balances. After a very con- 
siderable amount of such discussion, a 
similar clause has been adopted and in- 
serted in the Banking Act, and I propose to 


Savings Banks [SENATE] in Quebec Bill. 





J will read, and which is practically iden- 
tical with that placed in the Banking Act 
on the same subject. I may say that 
the original proposition, as contained in 
the Banking Act, was that a return 
should be made of the unclaimed dividends 
and balances to the Government, and 
after the lapse of a certain period these 
dividends and balances were to be paid 
over by the bank to the Government, to be 
held for the owners by the Government, 
instead of by the banks. As it was con- 
tended that that was not reasonable, after 
a good deal of discussion it was finally de- 
termined that the banks themselves should 
retain these unclaimed balances, but should 
furnish statements of them, and such infor- 
mation respecting them in such a form that 
persons having balances due to them, 
whether as original proprietors or as heirs, 
could learn of the existence of those hal- 
ances, and thereupon would have the right 
to recover them from the banks holding 
them. The grievance that the public gen- 
erally felt about these unclaimed balances 
consisted simply in this: that the banks 
hold them, giving no information to any- 
body, nobody knowing anything about 
them, except those who made the deposit. 
If the depositor died, and his book hap- 
pened to be mislaid, his heirs or represen- 
tatives might know nothing about the de- 
posit, and in the case of poor people who are 
entitled to small amounts in that way 
they would very probably never dis 
cover anything about them. The conse 
quence would be, that after the death 
of the person who made the deposit 
the money would lie unclaimed for all 
time, and the persons who should have it 
would be deprived of its use. It was 
contended by the banks that these balances 
did not amount to such a large sum a3 
people imagined ; but the people seemed 
to think that the money did not belong to 
the banks, whether much or little, but to 
those who inherit it, or to whom it was 
bequeathed, and therefore they ought to 
have some means of knowing of the ex- 
istence of these deposits. The project as 
agreed upon in the other House is, to 
adopt a sensible mode of procuring from 
time to time statements of those balances, 
showing to whom they are due, and how 
long they have remained unclaimed, and 
all particulars about them. It is intended 
that this information shall be classified 
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and placed in alphabotical order in the 
books of the Department, so that anybody 
who “pos that a departed ancestor or 
relative had money deposited in the bank 
can ascertain the facts readily. I will now 
read the clauses, with the permission of 
the House :— 


‘The bank shall, within twenty days after the 
close of each calendar year, transmit or deliver to the 
Minister of Finance and Receiver General, to be by 
him laid before Parliament, a return of all dividends 
which have remained unpaid for more than five years, 
and also of all amounts or balances in respect to which 
no transactions have taken place, or upon which no 
interest has been paid during the five years prior to 
the date of such return; Provided always, that in 
case of moneys deposited for a fixed period, the period 
of five years above referred to shall be reckoned from 
the date of the termination of such fixed period. 

** 2. Such return shall be signed in the manner re- 
quired for the monthly returns under section thirty- 
one of this Act, and shall set forth the name of each 
shareholder or creditor, his last known address, the 
amount due, the agency of the bank at which the 
last transaction took place, and the date thereof ; and 
if such shareholder or creditor is known to the bank 
to be dead, such return shall show the names and 
addresses of his legal representatives so far as known 
to the bank. If the bank neglects to transmit or 
deliver to the Minister of Finance and Receiver Gen- 
eral the return above referred to, within the time 
hereinbefore limited, it shall incur a penalty of fift 
dollars for each and every day during which suc 
neglects continues. 

**4. Upon the winding-up of the bank in insolvency, 
or under any general Winding-up Act or otherwise, 
and before the final distribution of the assets, or 
within three years from the commencement of the 
ed AS of payment by the bank, which ever 
shall first happen, the assignees, liquidators, dir- 
ectors or other officials in charge of such 
winding-up shall, notwithstanding any statute of 
limitations, or other enactment or law re- 
lating to prescription, pay to the Minister of 
Finance and the Receiver (reneral, out of the assets 
of the bank, any moneys payable either to share- 
holders or depositors which may then remain un- 
claimed, and upon such payment being made the 
bank and its assets shall be relieved from all further 
liability in respect to the amounts so paid. 

‘#5. The moneys shall be held by the Minister of 
Finance and Receiver General, subject to all right- 
ful claims on behalf of any person other than the 
bank ; and in case a claim to any moneys 80 paid as 
aforesaid should be thereafter established to the satis- 
faction of the Treasury Board, the Governor in 
Council shall, on the report of the Treasury Board, 
direct payment thereof to be made to the parties 
entitled thereto, together with interest on the prin- 
cipal sum thereof at the rate of three per centum for 
a period not exceeding six years from the date of pay- 
ment thereof to the said Minister of Finance and Re- 
ceiver General as aforesaid : Provided, however. that no 
such interest shall be paid or payable on such principal 
sum unless interest thereon was payable by the bank 

ying the same to the Minister of Finance and 

iver General. 

‘6. As a condition of the rights and privileges 
conferred by this Act, or of any Act in amendment 
thereof, the following provision shall have effect, 
viz. :—The liability of the bank under any law, 
custom, or agreement to repay moneys deposited with 
it, and interest (if any), and to pay dividends, declared 
and payable on its capital stock, shall continue, not- 
withstanding any statute of limitations, or any 
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enactment or law relating to prescriptions. 

‘* (2.) This section applies-to moneys heretofore or 
hereafter deposited, and to dividends heretofore or 
hereafter declared.” 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Does that 
apply to Government savings banks ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This Bill only 
applies to those two savings banks. The 
question of the Government savings bank 
will not come up in the Banking Act 
either, but I presume that similar provi- 
sions will be made in the Savings Bale 
Acts. 

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—Are these the 
provisions that have been agreed upon for 
the general Banking Act? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I consider 
that this is not an equitable provision, 
because these balances are not the proper- 
ty of the bank or of the Government. If 
it is not known who owns them, they 
should go to increase the fund for the 
poor. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will see that the money is retained by the 
bank subject to the claim of the owner. 


Hon. Mr. MURPHY—lIt isa very good 
provision. 


Hon. Mr. PROWSE—In the case of an 
insolvent bank that is not able to pay its 
lawful creditors, they would certainly 
have a better claim for the money than 
the Government, who have no interest in 
the matter at all; though there would be 
a difficulty there in case of the claimants 
turning up afterwards, and there would be 
no funds to meet their claim; but if there 
was a reasonable number of years during 
which this money could be held, and no 
claim was put forward, it should be dis- 
tributed amongst the unfortunate creditors 
of the bank. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The clause pro- 
vides that so long as the bank is solvent it 
retains the money, and if the owner turns 
up he can claim it. If the bank becomes 
insolvent the proportion of the funds that 
is due to tho claimant is handed over to 
the Government, to be held for the claim- 
ant, 


Hon. Mr. DROMMOND—I disclaim, in 
advance, any inference being drawn that if 
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we adopt this clause in this Bill that we | ay not be well founded, perhaps, than ot 
are committed to adopt it when it comes allow the banks practically to appropriate 
up in the general Banking Act. The ob-: large sums of money to which they have 
jection which strikes me, to which this no shadow of claim, any more than the 
clause is liable, is this, that when these land sharks to which my bon. friend refers. 
returns are made to the Government, and | 


published, as they will be, in Parliament. it | 
will open a field for people to get up claims 


for un*laimed dividends and balances to 
which they have no right whatever. 
will in fact be an inducement held out to 
land sharks to make claims for unclaimed 
balances. If a bank were absolutely re- 
quired, whenever an account was dead for 
a number of years, to use all diligence and 
post notice to the latest known address of 
the parties, it would be likely in such cases 
to fall into the hauds of the heirs. I think 
it is desirable that the banks should not be 
permitted to sit down on those balances 
without making an effort to find out the 
owners. I entirely approve of the provi- 
sion that the statute of limitations should 
not be applied to such balances. The 
banks thould never acquire any ownership 
in such cases by lapse of years, but I ob- 
ject to the publicity, which is not prac- 
tised elsewhere, except in some parts of 
the United States. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The fact of 
giving publicity to it may be the means of 
finding out the ownership. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is precisely 
the difficulty of my hon. friend’s plan. 
What machinery has the bank to discover 
the heirs of a mechanic, or tradesman, who 
has made deposits with it, and has died ? 
It is no part uf the organization of a bank 
to have people who can make researches 
into pedigrees or successions; and if they 
had, how would they find out the heirs of a 
man who has come from England or Scot- 
Jand and earned money in Montreal or 
Quebec, which he has deposited in the bank, 
and died ? How are they to find out what 

art of the old country he came from? 
his plan appears to atford to everybody 
the means of ascertaining at once whether 
there is or is not any balance in any bank 
to which they have any claim. I do not 
attach very much importance to the pos- 


‘ sibility of the bank being troubled by 


sham claims, for the same argument might 
apply to a man’s visible property. It cer- 
tainly seems to me to be a lesser evil to 
trouble the banks with a few claims which 


eg ee eee 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The provision | 
think isa very admirable one, but this 
question has occurred to me: If I remem- 


It | ber right, the closing sub-clause of the new 


section provides for the money being paid 
over by the Minister of Finance to the 
persons who may prove to be entitled to 
it. Now, supposing, for instance, that it 
is the case of what it would be if it were 
real property—a case of escheat—would 
not that come rather within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Provincial Government? I do 
not wish to be understood as saying that 
the clause should be improved, but that 
question has occurred to me in connection 
with it. The money happens to be in the 
bank, but within the jurisdiction of the 
Probate Court, and the executor or ad- 
ministrator of the depositor is entitled to 
get this money if he proves he has a se 
to it. I presume that the Finance Min- 
ister would pay it over when the claimant 
established his right to it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT— My hon. friend’s 
question is one which has caused a good 
deal of consideration. It is one of consid- 
erable importance. The Bill, as my hon. 
friend perceives, carefully avoids confer- 
ring any title to the money upon the Do 
minion Government. The only case in 
which escheats could occur is the case of 
an absolute failure of heirs to the deceased, 
and it is not settled yet whether the Do 
minion or Local Governments is entitled 
to the escheat. The ruling so far seems to 
be in favor of the Local Government, but 
in that case they would come in as claim- 
ants upon the Dominion Government for 
the money as pertaining to them ss 
escheat. 


Hon. MR. DRUMMOND—If the general 
Banking Act comes into operation at once, 
and all the deposits would have to be de 
clared at once, I know of some cases in 
which it would do individual hardship to 
apply it in such a way. I know of one 
case whero a father had invested a large 
sum of money in the names of his children 
which it was not intended to disclose until 
the age of twenty-one was attained by each 
individual. In that case he would have to 
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take some other method of keeping the | women who are obliged to support them- 
secret. iselves, and sometimes drunken husbunds. 
By our special rules we have a right to 

ae pre POWER—No; the Bill pro- | take these deposits without any conditions 
vides for that. as to marriage contracts or anything else, 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—If, for in-|and many such accounts are the savings of 
stance, the year before this law goes into! poor women who are washing or scrub- 
operation he had done it, at the end of five , bing to support drunken husbands. There 
years he would have to make a disclosure : would be no-end of trouble if those deposits 
which would be inconvenient. Sometimes; had to be made known, and that is the 
a married woman has a deposit which she| reason I suggested in the clause the 
does not want to be known, and vice versa, leader of the House has read to us, if it 
the husband may have a deposit which he| was not finally decided on in the other 
does not want his wife to know of, and it| House, that the publication should be 
would be hardship in individual cases if ever ten years. That would do away 
they were compelled to publish it, and I with some of the practical difficulties de- 
would throw out the suggestion that some) scribed by the hon. gentleman from Ken- 
means should be afforded by which a|nebec, and that 1 have just instanced 
knowledge that such a deposit was in ex-| myself. 


istence and such dividends were unpaid: 
could be obtained without publicity. Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Let us see what 
, | the provision is, and ascertain if there is 
Hon. Mr. DEV ER—I believe there are real y any such difficulty as appears to be 
many cases where moneys are deposited | suggested. The only cases in which this 
by parties who do not want it to be known' return is required to be made are cases 
to anybody. ne case came under my where, in the language of this clause, “ all 
observation not long agu where $20,000 dividends which have remained unpaid for 
had been deposited by a man’s wife, un-| more than five years, and all amounts of 
known to him, until he was dying, and it balances in respect to which no transac- 
was such an extraordinary matter that it tions have token place, or upon which no 
became the subject of conversation through- | jnterest has been paid during the five 
out the community. - lyears prior to the date of the return.” 
Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND—I am very' Now, take the cases which have been 


lad of the confirmation that has come: mentioned. Ifa man makes a deposit pay- 


rom my hon. friend, and I think it is a able to his child at the age of 21, no r'e- 
solid objection that cannot be ignored, | turn ix required to be made of the deposit 
The object of the framer of the Bill in its until five years after the child bas reached 
present shape is identical with the idea the age of 21 years. That would entitle 
that I have. It is, that the bank shall be the deposit to lie in the bank without pub- 


city of any kind until five years after 
co led t . Ae J ye 
mUpen ot VO CREUSE seveny remcuahic the child had reached his majority. If it 


diligence to find out and notify depositors; | hat: the crobabite à 

but with regard to publicity. I can see the ae th Child © re hee Pb AIDE if 

difficulty and danger that will attend it. it ot Ue end ADONS nothing SOUPER 
itis not made epee the express condition, 


Hon. Mr MURPHY—Would that and only with the intention in the mind of 
publicity mean an advertisement in the the depositor, that it shall remain there, if 
newspupers, or is it simply a Parliamen- Within five years he chooses to deposit a 
tary return—a Blue-book ? dollar to that account, or withdraw a dol- 
| lar and deposit it again, it is exempt 

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND- Publication from publicity for another five years. 
in a Blue-book is, practically, publishing Then, take the case of a poor woman 
it to anybody who makes it his business to, who is working to support her family, 
find out what these deposits are. | who has a dissipated husband, who, if he 

knows of her hoard, will perhaps force it 

Hon. Me. MURPHY—TI may say from from her. It is not to be supposed that a 
experience that there are several thousand | woman who is in that position will allow 
accounts in that way in the bank 1 am.a deposit to remain for tive years without 
connected with — accounts of married adding to it, or taking some of it out, and 
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if it should happen that it remained undis- 
turbed for five years she can make it a live 
wel er and avoid publicity by taking out 
a dollar, and depositing it again at any 
time during the five years, Onder such 
circumstances as this, one could ecarcely 


imagine that there ever would be a case of 


hardship of that kind; and surely we must 
not deprive the publicot the great advan- 
tages that I think will bederived from this 
clause in its present form, by making pro- 
vision fo~ cases of such irfrequent occur- 
rence and involving such unusual circums- 
tances as to be almost impossible. 


Hon. Ma. DRUMMOND — What is 
wrong with the suggestion to make the 
publication in ten years instead of five ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Ten years is too 
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amend the Gas Inspection Act, chap. 101 
of the Revised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


On the Ist clause,— 


Hon. MR. CLEMOW—There is a slight 
amendment required to this clause, in the 
18th line. According tothis clause a gas 
company could be be compelled to run a 
line of main three or four mileg to a test- 
ing place. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTI—I do not know 
whether we have any reason to suppose 

(that in ewe’ a proper place for a test- 
| ing place the Minister is likely to put my 
| hon. friend to such great expense. 


| Hon. Me. CLEMOW—There are lines of 
main through every city where the in 


long. Why should people be deprived of  spector could have his testing place con- 
the use of their money for five years more|venient to it; but an inspector might 
if they are reasonably entitled to have it! under this law compel a main to be laid a 


The.clause was agreed to. 
On clause 36,— 


Hon. Mr. DROMMON D—The returns 
required by the Government under this 
clause are made by the officers of the 
bank, and signed, as a matter of course, by 
the president, vice-president or direc- 
tors. Here we have a provision that 
every president, or vice-president, who 
signs or approves fulse returns shall be 
held to have wilfully made such false 
statement, It is perfectly clear that the 


president, vice-president or director who! makes 


signs a report of that kind under this 


clause must thereby incur a certain amount 


long distance, and put the company to 
lunnecessary expense. I would like to 
amend the clause to confine the testing 
place to within a certain distance of the 
line of main. 


Hoy. Mr. ABBOTT—TI have no objection 
if my hon. friend would name a distance, 
say within a hundred yards from the line 

of main. We will allow the clause to stand 
until Monday, and in the meantime I will 
consult my colleagues on the subject. 


| Hoy. Mr. POWER—The first clause 
| the expression “gas” include 
| natural as well us manufactured gas. It 
‘appears to me that there area great many 





of responsibility, and there ought to be | provisions in the Bill that are not applica- 
some kind of qualifying adverb, such as’ ble to natural gas. 


wilfully or knowingly, put to it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I talked it over 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—It is the law at| with the Minister, and he concluded that 


present. 
The clause was agree.l to. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM, from the com- 
Bill with certain 


mittee, reported the 
amendments. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 


and passed. 


GAS INSPECTION BILL. 
IN COMMITTEE. 
The House resolved itself into Commit- 


tee of the Whole on Bill (137) ‘‘ An Act to, reasonable 


| there was nothing in the Bill applicable to 
manufactured gas that should not be ap 
plicable to natural gas, where it is possible 
to apply it. 
Hon. Mr. POWER—I see that sub- 
clause 2 provides that until connections 
| with the testing place or places have been 
,Made to the satisfaction of the inspector, 
the selling of gas shall be illegal, and shall 
| subject the undertaker toa penalty of 850 
for each and every day during which 
illegal selling takes place. 


| Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—We expect a 
interpretation of all these 
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clauses, The inspector might expect a 
gas company to extend their mains an 
unreasonable distance. . 


Hon. MR. POWER—The Acts that we 
put on our Statute-books in connection 
with the Departments of Customs and In- 
land Revenue, if they were passed in Rus 
sia,and were published broadcast in this 
country, would be looked upon as measures 
that could only become law under a des 
potism. The rights of the citizen are of 
no account whatever. 


Hux. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. freind 
must see that where citizens themselves 
pees the laws, as they do here, there can 

e no complaint of despotism, and if the 
laws are made severe, it is because the 
public health is at stake. 


Tat SPEAKER—TI am afraid that some 
of the restrictions contained in the first 
clause would be difficult to apply to gas 
supplied from a natural well. 

The clause was agreed to. 

On section, 3— 


Hon. Mr. ABHOTI—This seetion will 
have to amended. The clause as it stands 


imposes a penalty on every undertaker | 


furnishing gas for illuminating purposes 
which exhibits traces of sulphuretted 
hydrogen. The second portion of the same 
clause provides a penalty for every under- 
taker who furnishes gas for illuminating 
purpoxes which exhibits ammonia, or 
sulphur in other forms than sulphuretted 
hydrogen. In this latter case there is no 
distinction in the penalty imposed as to 
the number of customers and the quantity 
of gas furnished. The penalty is made 
$10 a day for each day during which the 
manufacturer or producer furnishes im- 
pure gas, without making any distinction 
similar to that in the first clause us 
to the magnitude of the offence. It is 
proposed to make the same scale of fines 
in the case of gas tainted with sulphur 
or ammonia as in the former case, 
where it is tainted with sulphuretted hy- 
drogen. The presence of these elements 
in the gas is only a matter of inconveni- 
ence. The vas so tainted is not absolutely 
poisonous, and the penalty need not be so 
severe, and I propose to amend the latter 
part of the clause by providing as follows: 


“Page 1, line 40.—Leave out from_‘incur’ to 
‘for’ in page 2, line 1, and insert ‘ Penalties, as 
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follows : for the first offence, if such undertaker has 
more than eight thousand customers, thirty dollars ; 
if less than eight thousand and more than four thou- 
sand, fifteen dollars ; if less than four thousand and 
more than one thousand, ten dollars; and if one 
thousand or under, five dollars.” 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Is not the 
amount of sulphur permitted regulated by 
the Minister of Inland Revenue ? 


Hon. Mz. CLEMOW—Yes. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Is ammonia 
found in our coal ? 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW— Yes. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—A fine of 
$10 or $15 would be a mere bagatelle. A 
gas company in a large town supplying 
gas would not mind it. It would be simply 
a matter of calculation whether it would 
be better to supply a lower scale of illum- 
inating power and pay a fine every time 
they were found out, deliberately doing it, 
as a matter of economy. I think that the 
scale of penalties in the last part of the 
clause should be quite as high as the scale 
in the first part of the clause. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Sulphuretted 
hydrogen is more poisonous than ammonia 
or sulphur, and therefore there should be ° 
'a heavier penalty for it. 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—Sulphur and am- 
monia are not poisonous, So far as illum- 
inating power is concerned, it is almost 
impossible, when the mercury goes below 
30 degrees, to keep the gas up to standard 

| quality. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—It might be 
a matter of economy for a company to 
supply gas of lower illuminating power, 
and pay the penalty, us compared with the 
increased cost of supplying pure gas. 


Ion. Mr. OGILVIE—As to the ability 
to keep sulphuric vapors out of the gas 

roduced from the coal that is used here, 

have to say that I built a gas-house in 
St. Joseph, Missouri, where the coal that 
is used has ten times the amount of 
sulphur in it that-the coal has here, but 
they washed the sulphur out of the gas. 
The reason why the gas is not better here 
is simply because the company do not 
take the trouble to wash out the sulphur. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think there is a 
good deal of point in the objection taken 
|by the hon. gentleman from Kennebec. 
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No doubt, if the company has a great be very careful of what we are doing. The 
many consumers, they might find it a country has gone to great expense, and 
matter of economy to decrease the illu-|adopted a es which injures a good 
minating power of the gas and pay the| many for the purpose of increasing the 
penalty. And I am prepared to increase | sales of Canadian coal, and I do not think 
the penalty for undertakers furnishing a |we should do anything now which might 
larger number than 4,000 customers. possibly deprive the Canadian coal mines 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The difficulty is, | Of very valuable customers. 


that there ure two offences mentioned 
ar a we ; ta, | Hon. MR. CLEMOW—tThere are a great 
which are very different in their character. many difficulties respecting this Act and 


The coal which is generally used in eastern : ; os . 
| ss, |respecting this provision. For instance, 
gas works has a good deal of sulphur init,| 116° {este are only made periodically. 


and to impose a heavy penalty because/ p,,:, g the quarter your gas may increase 
traces of sulphur and ammonia are de- in illuminating power to a very large 
tected in the gas would be unreasonable ; extent, but if you are once below the 


on the other hand,it would not be at all 

unreasonable to impose a fairly severe RE y hee ee cic 

Muminativg per, “i do not think Chat |0n€ day you may havea quantity in exces 

the penalties should bo. tied. together the | 01 Vo8* 15 required by: law, while on most 
P 8 occasions it is less. I think there should 


way they are. be an average for the manufacturer as 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend well as for the consumer. AS far as sul- 
perceives that by this clause the two phur is concerned, it is utterly impossible 
offences are placed in the same category, to exclude it from the manufacture of 
and for this reason: It is not only that | 582$ 5° long as our own Canadian coal is 
the undertaker is furnishing gas which used. Of course, if you say that provin- 
shows traces of sulphur and ammonia, but cial coal shall not be used, we will have to 
that it contains those elements to an ex-|0btain it from the United States, or from 
tent beyond the standard fixed by the England, but you must give us sufficient 
_ Minister of Inland Revenue which renders | time to furnish purification machinery to 
him liable to the penalty. It is impossible meet the altered state of circumstances. 
or extremely difficult to exclude sulphur The gas companies are under the super 
or ammonia altogether, but if it exceeds | Vision of the inspectors, and I know from 
the maximum quantity then it renders the |™Y OWN experience that that is often a 


ne Tabi cause of great trouble. We had an inspec- 
producers liable to a penalty. The regula-| 7°" 
tions fix both the minimum in one case |" hore who unfortunately became insane, 


: and he reported our gas under the stand- 
BOD A eR READ TS n ard. Anverwaris it was found that he had 
Hon. Mr, POWER—I do notdesire in | reported incorrectly, but it was only after 
any way to reflect on the integrity and | great damage was done to our company. 
honesty of the officials in the Inland Re- 
venue Department, but one can see what| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think the gen- 
a temptation may be put in the way of|eral impression of the public, if the ins- 
anyone who has to fix the amount of am-| pector found the gas below the standard, 
monia or sulphur that may be ingas. As|would be, that he was extremely sane 
I understand, the:e is much less ammonia | instead of being insane. Perhaps my hon. 
and sulphur in the coal imported from the| friend, however, is justified in thisinstance 
United States than in Canadian coal.|in saying that the inspector was insane. 
What is to hinder an American from get- | The illuminating standard is fixed by this 
ting hold of the officer whose duty it is to| Bill; it is only the maximum quantity of 
report on this question, and makeit very! ammonia and sulphur that may be in gas 
well worth his while to fix the amount of; that is fixed by regulation. The process 
ammonia and sulphur so low as to let the | by which this sulphur or ammonia is to be 
American coal come in and shut out the | detected is fixed by the schedule, and the 
Cunadian coal? I do not mean to say that | regulations as to the quantity have to be 
it is a probable thing, but still the clause | made by the Minister of Inland Revenue. 
is open to that, and I think we ought to/I think we may fairly conclude, although 
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rhaps I cannot ask so mucb from my | The pressure varies in every place; it 
on. friend, that we should bave sufficient , depends entirely on the locality of the city 
confidence in a Minister who makes a study | and the levels. In Toronto, where they 
of these things to know that he will not be| have a very level place, the pressure is 
easily gulled as to the quantity of sulphur | very different from what it is here or in 
and ammonia. If he testa the gas, the | Quebec, although the Toronto people do 
proportions which should exist are every- | object very seriously to it. I have a letter 
where recognized, and are to be found in here from the manager of the Toronto Gas 
any treatise or book dealing with this| Works in which he says that he thinks it 
particular subject. The proportion of|is a dangerous power to place in the hands 
these elements which may be permitted!of the Government. It is almost an utter 
to remain in gas, without seriously affect-: impossibility to regulate the pressure: 
ing its quality, is not subject to any dispute, | every gas company must regulate its own 
so I do not see how there could be any | pressure. I do not see the object of putting 
deception practised on the Minister. He that clause in the Bill. 
should know from books and experienced | Hox. Mr. OGILVIE—I can see the 


persons the maximum that ought to be' qb icct very well: it is the eas‘est thing in 
there. He has the PP eee prescribed tO the on co know why. In small on 
him by this Act, by which he can find out | j¢ they pus on a little extra pressure they 


what is actually in the gas, and unless we .. make the meter register 
À gister from 10 to 
could assume that he could be bribed to! per cent more. I have, myself, for 


. . . | 
pao Ramee pe Ser do noti an experiment, tried it in the city of St. 
How. Me. POWER —Tbe hon. gentleman ,208ePB, Missouri, and by putting an 
ages ; extra pressure on the gasometer we 
robably knows very well that I did not! ; 
ream of attributing anything ofthe sort <pUlG, Fie the quantity. of gus, going 
to the Minister. Possibly the Minister of per ae irhont tho CONSRnETE being 
Inland Revenue does test everything that| ich better off for it. I do not say that 
the mas he may date the whieles and 82Y Canadian companies do it, but it is 
sole the vignes, aa txt ovorytiing of; Posible Then, mo diferent procures 
° e : ; ? 

that sort but ii not to beprowimel hat ou thatthe high level gts more pre 
nee 'sure than the low level. In Montreal we 
ane ae A ot joften have first rate pressure on Dorches- 
of his Department, so that he shall bau DR WHEN EDey NAYS: pour preeure 
docile aid peraonally nn ler tie below. ‘The pressure is regulated by the 
Evarvthing that is done. The Minister re ; eae OSs le ay gee pues 
does, as the hon. gentleman from Kennebe Rot ae é mith I hae seen dard 

said a while ago the president of a bank | . 
proved, and I know that if a dishonest 


does: if the subordinate whose properduty | er 
it is to look after a certain matlsu te orts |p Pay Wisden (OU PeN ERA PEAU 
P they could force from 10 to 25 per cent. 


to him, he assumes that the official has). 1e gas through the meter than with 


7 nee de ORDRES [ordinary pressure, and you would not be 
re LE y 2appen better off in the way of light. 
again—in fact, we have had instances. 
within a comparatively short time where! Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am very thankful 
crooked transaetions have taken place in to have this explanation; for two reasons : 
a Department of the Government here, | In the first place, my hon. friend has shown 
and I do not think that important interests the necessity for this provision in much 
should be left at the mercy of any subor- Clearer language than I could have em- 











dinate officer of the Government. ployed; and, in the second place, he has 
The cl ed [explained what has hitherto been an ex- 

e clause was adopted. itraordinary phenomenon to me, that 

On the 6th clause,— although the price of gas has been reduced 


‘twice or three times in the city where I 
Hon. Me. CLMEOW said: I do not see | live, my bill for gas used in the same 
how they are going to carry that out.| house, with the same number of burners, 
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and the same occupation, has never been 
reduced, but has gone on increasing, 
although the price ot gas has been dimin- 
ished, 


The clause was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill with amendments, 
which were concurred in. 


HEREFORD RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MAINE CENTRAL RAIWAY 
CO.’S BILL. 


FIRST AND SECOND READINGS. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (147) ‘ An Act re- 
specting the Hereford Railway Company 
and the Maine Central Railway Company.” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. MR. COCHRANE moved that the 
Rules of the House be susponded to permit 
the second reading of the Bill presently. 

Hon. Mr. POWER—We should have 
some explanation of the reasons for sus- 
pending the rules in this instance. 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The original Act of 
incorporation gave power to this company 
to make leases with other lines, and three 
years ago arrangements were made with 
the Boston and Montreal Company and the 
Atlantic and North-West Company. At 
that time the Maine Central Railway was 
not within hailing distance—was not in a 
position that they supposed they would 
ever have any connection with it. It seems 
now, from the advance made with the! 
Maine Central line, that they will require ' 

ower to connect with the Maine Central 
or the purpose of getting traffic and making 





Hon. Me. KAULBACH-—Then, these 
circumstances have occurred lately, I sup- 


pose ? 


Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I mentioned that 
it has only recently occurred, and that is 
the reason why they have so lately given 
the notices. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not under- 
stand what has only recently occurred. 
The Maine Central Railway has been a 
long time built. 


Hon. Me. DICK EY—When this charter 
was granted three years ago it was never 
contemplated that they would be within 
hailing distance of the Maine Central, but 
they asked the power, and got it, to con- 
nect with other lines. Latterly, in conse- 
quence of the extension of the Maine 
Central, they have come within striking 
distance, and they have entered into ar- 
rangements quite recently. If ever there 
was a case for a suspension of the rules, 
this is one. That was the view taken by 
the leader of the Oppusition and the leader 
of the Government in the other House. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time, under a suspen- 
sion of the Rules. 


SEAMEN’S ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (135) ‘ An Act to amend 
‘The Seamen’s Act,’ cap. 74 of the 
Revised Statutes.” He said: Section 118 
of the Act respecting the shipping of 
seamen provides for the punishment of 
seamen and others connected with them, 
for offences which are described in the Act, 
and also that there shall be no appeal from 








money out of their undertaking. The | 
matter is somewhat urgent, because it has: any conviction made for an offence under 
to be done promptly. That applies to the, the Act, and that no conviction shall be 
first clause of the Bill. The second clause | quashed for want of form or removed by 
arises from the fact that they have been in | writ of certiorari. That provision is very 
negotiations and are about preparing leases stringent indeed, inasmuch as no matter 
—in fact, have agieed upon the terms of: what injustice may be done the defendant 
these leases, and all they wantis the legis-| has no relief whatever, and it has been 
lative power to make them. The reason | « subject of complaint in a good many quar- 
why the second clause is necessary is that! ters, A Bill has been passed in the House 
they are now being made. This second | of Commons striking out these words—“or 
clause validates the leases made before the | be removed by certiorari or otherwise into 
Act passes, provided two-thirds of the any of Her Majesty’s Superior Courts of 
sharcholders consent, and provided it re-| record,” in order that if there has been 
ceives the sanction of the Governor in,an improper conviction the defendant 
Council. | shall have some remedy. Notwithstand- 
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ing the apparent reasonableness of (at over that this honorable House would desire 
proper strong representations have | to do full justice to the seamen, and see that 
een made against it from the principal per are not punished recklessly or wrong- 
pe of the country, and finally it has ly, but it would better to amend the Bill as 
en determined that there shall be a | proposed, and let it stand asamended until 
modification of this, which will prevent next year. I have not heard of any in- 
the power of obtaining a writ of certiorari | stance in which a crying evil h s resulted 
from being used to defeat the ends of jus-|from the law as it stands on theStatute, 
tice. In any case where the offender is | book, and certainly the course of giving a 
only temporarily here, of course to give! little time for consideration, more especi- 
him the power of applying for a writ of ally to the shipping and commercial in- 
certiorari, which, in Quebec, at all events, ; terests, would appear to be desirable at 
suspends the the proceedings on the con-| this advanced period of the Session. ‘I'he 
viction, would be practically to defeat the | amendment proposed by the hon. leader, 
ends of justice, because before the certi- for which T thank him, would still be 
orari could be got rid of and the writ!open to the same objection of not being 
enforced the offender would be beyond | sufficiently considered. [ have a letter 
the jrrisdiction of the court. All that |from the Board of Trade, but as what they 
would be needful for an offender to do say would be modified, or perhaps entirel 
who is convicted at any port in Que-; removed by the amendment “iow angpented: 
bec would be to notify the prosecutor; I do not say anything as to that; but they 
and the magistrate that he proposed on|lay stress upon the suggestion that this 
such a day to apply for a writ of certiorari, | Bill has not been made known at all to any 
and after receipt of that notice the magis- of the shippers or merchants at the port 
trate would not proceed to issue any writ of Montreal, while it has only recently 
or warrant in pursuance of the conviction.! been issued iu amended form, and the 
That, of course, is a grievance which gives council pray the Senate to reject tho 
the Boards of Trade a right to complain,’ Bill this Session. In another letter, direct- 
and I propose when the Bill goes to com-;ed to the Acting Minister of Marine, the 
mittee to suggest a modification to this‘council of the Board of Trade say that 
clause—a proviso which will provide in'they are impressed with tho idea that in 
effect that where a writ of certiorari is.any case the amendment should not be 
applied for the mere notice of applica-|made until there is ample time for the 
tion or the application itself shall not sus- shipping interests to be heard from. I 
end the proceedings on the conviction, | throw out the suggestion, as in duty bound, 
ut such proceedings shall only be sus- which has been placed in my hands. To 
pended upon an order of the judge to whom express an opinion of my own on legal 
the application is made or to be made for procedure would be in the worst possible 
cause shown. As I propose to change it, taste, and I have no intention of doing so. 


the law will be that the offender will have | Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I have no 
redress by noe the conviction to a objection to further enquiry. From my 
higher court, and if he shows a prima facie | knowledge of the country and my interest 


ea 2 arian a eer he can a ‘Min shipping, of course [ would be natu- 
order trom the judge 10 stay proceedings. | ally opposed to this Bill, but the arbi- 


r . … | trary power in the hands of a magistrate 

Fon. fr. DRUMMON D-—-The objection to punish a seaman without any redress 
of the Board of Trade is that this measure |} } een exercised to such an extreme 
ae er ee ae taco extent that this law cannot be too soon 
notice, so that the effect of the change ut ay Ce ae ea anes 
could be duly considered ; and while I have: colt 0 a duos ne ins Viena a aie 


. objection to the suggestion of my hon. 
i eee fe ee ea Seau Le ‘friend from Montreal eine considered by 


‘the Government. 
House will cover the ground and remove 
the difficulty to a large extent, still it will! Hon. Mr. ABBUTT—It is more than a 
be open to the objection that there is no fortnight since I received an elaborate 
time to consider the effect of it. Under : letter from the lawyer of some large com- 
the circumstances, I have no doubt what-| mercial body in Quebec, and from some of” 
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the larger shippers in Quebec, stating the | that pilots are really not required; that 
objections to the Seamen’s Act. It has all the service that a pilot performs is to 
been fully discussed in the House of Com-: wave his flag on the vessel, and get paid a 
mons, and the discussion was taken part, largeand onerous pilotage fee, without any 
in by the leaders on both sides of the'advantage whatever to the vessel. In 
House, and the amendment was very order to escape this onerous tax, which 
warmly and unammously approved of. | amounts, they say, to 6 per cent. on the 
For so simple a Bill as this, I think there ! capital invested in the schooner 
has been plenty of time for consideration 
averyehare. Lae not know exactly when! Hox. Mr. POWER—Oh, no. 
it was introduced in the House of Com-| Won, Me. ABBOTT- That is the state 
mons, but it was some time ago. | ment thatis made to me on good authotity, 
that in order to escape this onerous tax, 
Ru dira ROMANE | vessels are built ométhine less than 125 
ss tons burden to avoid the compulsory 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This amendment | pilotage. The result is, that a large num- 
fully meets the objection made by the ber of small schooners are built which are 
Board of Trade of Montreal. Their objec- | infinitely less profitable than schooners of 
tion is, of course, that by giving this remedy | double the tonnage ; and persons engaged 
there is in fact no recourse left against a |in the coasting trade are driven to pnr- 
criminal. The remedy for that is very : chase vessels built in the neighboring State 
simple—that is, to prevent the writ of of Maine, which are within the required 
certiorari stopping the proceedings, unless | tonnage, and suit them better than the 
the judge, on cause being shown, specially | kind of schooner constructed in our own 
orders the suspension, which he will not country. So, this compulsory pilotage 
do unless he bas cause to believe that the: which is required there, though not re- 
conviction was entirely null. I believe quired in other waters as intricate and 
that that will be sufficient, and I believe dangerous as the Bay of Fundy, not only 
the shipping community have had ample | injures those who are subjected to this 
time to consider the-measure. ‘onerous tax, but discourages the industry 
7. _[ot building ships or schooners down in 
| re Eee I quite ap those regions. It is to meet this difficulty 
P ; that the Bill has been introduced, and for 
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill the further reason of exempting from such 
was read the second time. compulsory pilotage small steamers en- 


gaged in the coasting trade. 
PIOLOTAGE ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
Hon, Mr. POWER—I do not know that 
SECOND READING. 


that is an accurate description of the last 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second | part of the Bill. It covers all steamers em- 
reading of Bill (DD) “An Act to | ployed on regular voyages between any 
amend ‘The Pilotage Act,’ Chapter 80 of port or ports in the Provinces, and any 
the Revised Statutes.” He said : This Bill | port or ports in the United States, or in 
is introduced for the purpose of curing a the West Indian Islands, or in the Gulf of 
grievance which is reported from the, Mexico, or in South America. I think 
Maritime Provinces, more especially the| probably that is unobjectionable, because 
Bay of Fundy. It appears that although in | other steamers are exempt, and I presume 
our neighborhood, in the Gulf and River: the object of exempting steamers is to ex- 
St. Lawrence, schooners up to 250 tons are | empt the vessels, which are now subsidized 
relieved from compulsory pilotage, in that by the Government to ply between the 
region schooners down to 125 tons burden! ports of the Maritime Provinces and South 
are subjected to compulsory pilotage, and | America, from compulsory pilotage. But 














4 


this is felt to be a great injury and griev-| with respect to the other provision, ex- 
ance to the trade there in many respects, | empting all vessels of not more than 250 
In the first place, it issaid that the masters | tons register, I do not feel at the present 
ot these schooners are usually—in fact, it | moment prepared to express an opinion, 
. is said they are always—pertectly acquaint- |; but I think we shall have this state of 

-ed with the navigation of the Bay, and | things, that it we exempt all vessels under 
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250 tons and all steamers, the number of 
vessels which will be obliged to pay pilot- 
age dues will be very small. I suppose it 
is not a serious matter, but the fees of the 
pilots of the Lower Provinces will be very 
greatly reduced. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—We have no 
po in our harbor; we have such a good 
arbor that none are necessary. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—As a matter of 
course, it will affect the fees of pilots, but 
after all pilots are made for trade, not 
trade for the pilots. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The Senate adjourned at 6.10 p.m. 


THE SENATE, 


Ottawa, Friday, May 9th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 
THIRD READING. 


Bill (No. 147) “An Act respecting the 
Hereford Railway Company and the Maine 
Central Railway Company.”—(Mr. Coch- 
rane. ) 


DISCRIMINATION IN OCEAN 
FREIGHTS. 


ENQUIRY. 
Hon. Mr. POWER rose to— 


Ask the Government whether or not it is proposed 
to insert a clause in any contract for the carrying the 
mails between the United Kingdom and Canada, to the 
effect that higher freights shall not be charged on 
goods carried from the United Kingdom to a port of 
cal] in Canada than on similar goods carried to the 
final port of destination in the United States ? 
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self urge that we should go as far as that, 
because it occurs to me that the subsidy 
which would be required to secure the 
services of a good line of steamers to make 
their summer and winter termini in 
Canada would be very large; but this 
practice exists in connection with those 
lines of steamers, that they charge a much 
higher freight on articles brought to an 
intermediate port in Canada than they do 
upon the same article brought from 
England to a port in the United States. 
In order to illustrate: the Allan steath- 
ers sail from Liverpool and come vié 
Moville to Halifax, and from Halifax to 
Portland or Baltimore, and some years to: 
Boston. They actually charge so much 
higher rates for freight and merchandise 
for Halifax than for the ultimate port of 
destination that the merchants and im- 
porters from Halifax have found it to 
their advantage to let the goods go to 
Portland and Boston and then have them 
brought back to Halifax by steamer. One 
case I remember which illustrates the 
po the freight on hardware from 

iverpool to Halifax was 27s. 6d.; 
the freight from Liverpool to Boston was 
only 178. 6d., and the freight from 
Boston to Halifax was only 4s. 6d., 
so the hardware merchants allowed their 
goods to go from Liverpool to Boston and 
then had them transshipped and brought 
back to Halifax by steamer, and saved 
some 6s. in freight. That is clearly a 
state of things that should not be allowed 
to continue, and I think a line of steamers 


| subsidized to the extent of $140,000 a year 


should certainly not be allowed to charge 
more for freight from Liverpool to Hali- 
fax or St. Jobn than for freight to Boston, 
Baltimore, or Portland. I may say that 
there is a precedent for adding the thing 
that is suggested by my enquiry. Some 
years ago, when Sir Leonard Tilley was 
Minister of Finance, a contract was en- 
tered into by a line of steamers running to 
Germany, and this provision was inserted 


He said: The question which I ask in-|in the contract made with that company. 
volves a matter of some considerable mo-|I do not think that it is too much to ask 
ment, more particularly to the mercantile | that a similar provision should be inserted 


community in the lower Provinces. 
has been suggested and urged by a great 
many writers and speakers that tho lines 


It|in any contract, whether temporary or 


ermanent, which is made with the Allan 
ompany or any other company for carry- 


of steamships which are subsidized by the | ing the mails between England and this 
Canadian Government should make their | country, and I hope that the Government 
terminal harbors in Canada during winter | will take steps in the future to see that 
as well as during summer. I do not my-| this very serious abuse is remedied. 
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Hon. Me. KAULBACH—It seems that 
this arrangement being entered into with 
the Allan Company is only for a year. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It is no matter if it 
is only for six months. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—TI agree with 
my hon. friend that it is discriminating 
against our own ports, and favoring 
American ports at our expense, to allow 
these subsidized steamers to carry freight 
to foreign ports for less rates than they 
carry to our own. I hope the day will 
soon come when we will not subsidize any 
line of steamers that will not make their 
terminal port in Canada. I believe that 
so far it is no fault of the Government that 
they have not succeeded in doing so, but 
I trust that some means will be Found by 
the Government to secure better facilities 
for transporting goods, not only through 
Canada, but also from Halifax to the Uni- 
ted States—that the Government will soon 
find a way to have a terminal port in 
Canada for these subsidized lines. 


Hon. Me. WARK—There are reasons 
why the steamers should charge higher 
rates for calling at way ports than carry- 
ing through freights to their terminal 
port. They have to compete with ships 
carrying to Boston, and they go to ports 
where they get return cargoes, and these 
things enter into the consideration of 
freight rates with shipowners, If they 
have all the freight they can carry for 
Boston it is inconvenient for them to take 
any freight for Canada and leave freight 
for Boston behind. I do not say that they 
ought not to carry freight lower to Cana- 
dian ports than they do, but this fact 
should be taken into consideration, that 
these vessels have to compete with other 
ships going direct from Liverpool to United 
States ports, where they are sure of return 
freights at the ports where they discharge 
cargo. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am prepared to 
answer my hon. friend's question, but I 
think I can hardly allow the statement 
made with regard to freights to pass un- 
challenged, because the Government made 
vory careful inquiry into that subject last 
year, and they were informed, and, as they 

elieve, on the very best authority, that 
there was no discrimination or distinction 
made between the two ports, and they 


| 

know freight was carried to Portland, 
| which was the ultimate destination of 
these pee at the time, at a higher rate 
| than to Halifax. The freight on goods 
| carried by the lines to reach points in the 
interior, either in the United States or in 
, Canada, via these two ports, costs more by 
| Halifax than by Portland. But the reason 
of that is not an extra charge by the 
steamships; the extra charge is by rail. 
| In one case they had 300 miles to travel 
by rail after landing, and in another case 
they had 800 miles to travel by rail after 
| they reached land, and the discrimination 
‘against our own ports was made by the 
| railways, necessarily, because of the great- 
er distance of haul by land. The only way’ 
‘by which freight can be carried to points 
in the interior at equal rates would be for 
the steamships to carry the freight at an 
enormously less charge to Halifax than to 
Portland. That the Government found to 
'be the actual state of thecase. As respects 
the particular case which my hon. friend 
mentioned, if he will send me a note of it 
I shall have particular enquiries made into 
it, because the Government is most anxious 
to find if there has been any case of dis- 
crimination, and will be glad to know what 
the facts are. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—If the Government 
will communicate with the Board of Trade 
at Halifax they will get the particulars. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—With regard to 
the question my hon. friend puts, it is the 
intention of the Government to take care 








in framing the contract to make such pro- 
visions as will prevent discrimination 
against Canadian ports. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—Is it not possible 
that a mistake may have occurred there 
altogether ? The subsidized line of steam- 
ers did not take freight to Boston at all— 
it is another line of steamers. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The statement has 
often been made that discrimination is 
shown in the rates charged by the sub- 
sidized steamers that call at Halifax and 
go on to Portland. The Government took 
every pains to ascertain what the facts 
were about this alleged discrimination in 
freight rates, and they became satisfied 
that it did not exist, as far as mail steamers 
were concerned. 
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ers do not go to Boston at all; they go 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—The mail steam 
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ool and Boston than there is between 
iverpool and Halifax. The steamship 


to Portland or Halifax, as the case may be, | company think they have a monopoly to 


and the Government has no control what- 
ever over the lines of steamers that are 
not subsidized. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I can readily 
understand that neither the contractors 
nor the Government could control the 
freight. The contract wih the Govern- 
ment is for carrying the mails, and not 
for freight, and the two would be entirely 
in opposition to each other. Suppose, for 
example, you had a contract for freight, it 
might interfere with the time of a vessel 
coming out, because the vessel will go 
where she can get the largest amount of 
freight. Another thing: a vessel cannot 
get cargo enough at Halifax, and must 
go for it to Boston. Take steel rails, for 
example: They are carried from Glasgow 
to London vié New York cheaper than 
from Glasgow to London direct. Why? 
Because the ‘vessels coming out must have 
dead weight to carry goods, and must also 
have dead weight to carry wheat back. I 
do not see how a line of steamers could 
contract to make freights cheaper to one 
port than to another; they must be gov- 
erned by circumstances. The Allans or 
the Andersons, or any other steamship 
owners, would object very seriously to 
putting any clause in their charter re- 
quiring them to carry freight to any one 

rt at the same rate as to another port. 

a ship could get a full cargo at Hali- 
fax she could afford to make her freights 
less to Halifax than to Boston. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Does the hon. 
gentleman think it.right and proper that 
a higher rate should be charged for bring- 
ing the same goods to Halifax, and drop- 
ping them there on the route to Portland, 
than is charged for carrying them to Port- 
Jand ? 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—If I had the rea- 
sons which led to the fixing of the rates I 
would be in position to answer the hon. gen- 
tleman ; but I presume that the gentleman 
who sits in the office at Liverpool and fixcs 
the rate on freight knows better than 
either of us what isin the interest of his 
company. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The fact is, that 
there is more competition between Liver- 


Halifax, and they put on a higher rate. 
The hon. gentleman’s distinction between 
freight and mails does not hold, because in 
the case I mentioned to-day the steamer 
brought freight both to Halifax and to 
Boston. She unloaded part of it at Halifax 
and went on to Boston, and the cargo which 
was landed at Halifax paid a higher rate of 
freight—not relatively, but absolutely a 
higher rate than the freight carried to the 
terminal point. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Was this a mail 
steamer ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes. The parti- 
cular instance that I mention occurred 
some time since, but I have been informed 
by merchants in Halifax that the same 
practice continued to other American 

orts. It is manifestly wrong and unfair. 
f we pay that company $140,000 a year 
for carrying the mails, we have a right. 
to stipulate that they shall not discri- 
minate against our ports. I simply ask 
that they shall not be allowed to charge 
more for carrying freight to Halitax 
than they charge for carrying it to a point 
four hundred miles further away. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I understand 
that the bargain made with the line of 
steamers to carry the mails has nothing 
to do with freight. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I mentioned the 
fact that in a contract with a German 
company Sir Leonard Tilley had a provi- 
sion such as I speak of inserted. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—What I say is 
this: Where the Government contracts 
| with a line of steamers to carry the mails, 

that is an arrangement by itself, and there- 
fore cannot, necessarily, interfere with the 
freight. If it did, it ment amount to 
this—the Government might have to offer 
la higher premium for the carrying of the 
mails. It is fair to assume that the gen- 
tlemen who manage those steamship lines 
will not intentionally injure themselves, 
and if they charge a higher rate to Halifax 
than to Boston there must be some good 
reason for it. Surely they cannot be 
supposed to have any wish to injure Hali- 
fax ; they are looking for the best returns 
they can get. I doubt very much if we 





the contract. 
to week, and must be settled altogether in 
the interest of the shipowner himself. I 
do not think the Government have any 
right to interfere in the matter. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I cannot agree 
with the hon. gentleman from Alberton. 
He is quite at variance with the hon. 
leader of the House, who has expressed 
his views on the subject in a manner satis- 
factory to every one who heard him. 
There is no reason why the Government, 
in making a contract for the carrying of 
the mails, may not stipulate that there 
shall be no discrimination against our 
ports and in favor of foreign ports. I do 
not see why that could not be done. The 
hon. gentleman from Halifax states that 
it has been done by Sir Leonard Tilley in 
a contract with a German line, and if it 
has been done in one case I do not see 
why it should not be done in others. The 
leader of the House tells us that the Gov- 
ernment have made enquires as to this 
line discriminating against Canadian ports, 
and have failed to find that any such dis- 
crimination is practised. From the fact 
that they made the enquiry we must pre- 
sume that the Government thought they 
could find some means of remedying it, 
and J should judge further, from the hon. 
gentleman’s statement to the House, that 
they intend to see that in future contracts 
no such discrimination against our ports 
shall be allowed by vessels subsidised by 
the Government. The hon. gentleman 
from Alberton is at variance with the 
leader of the House on this subject. For 
my own part, I listened with the greatest 
satisfaction to the explanation given by 
the leader of the House. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMON D—The enquiry 
of the hon. gentleman will do good by at- 
tracting attention to the subject, but it is 
not an easy question to settle. Take the 
Allan line, for instance: they have twenty- 
five or thirty steamers, six of which are 
engaged carrying the mails. Would the 
hon. gentleman hold a line over the freight 
of all the steamers of the company ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No; I refer only to 
the mail steamers. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Novw, that 
question of freight is beset with anomalies 
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which arise every day, and which are per- 
fectly well known to every commercial 
man. Sometimes you find arrangements 
made by which freight is carried a long 
distance for less than a shorter distance. 
Sometimes the rate on freight landed at 
Montreal is higher than on freight which 
is carried to points in Ontario. It is a 
vexatious thing, and I admit that the mer- 
chants of Halifax have good reason to feel 
irritated when such a case occurs, but I 
doubt whether, as a practical question, the 
Government of Canada, by any means 
they possess, or the indirect power of 
giving or withholding a contract, could 
exercise any control over the Allan or any 
other steamship line with reference to 
freight rates, It would be something like 
the Inter-state Commerce Act, which 
makes a difference between the long haul 
and the short haul, and I do not see how 
it could be dealt with on the high seas, 
which do not belong to Canada. I think 
the hon. gentleman from Halifax should 
be content with having elicifed from the 
Government the assurance that the sub- 
ject will meet with every consideration in 
the making of any future contract. 


GAS INSPECTION ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


THIRD BEADING. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Third reading Bill (137) “An Act to 
ameud ‘The Gas Inspection Act,’ Chapter 
101 of the Revised Statutes,” as amended. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: I have dis- 
cussed the suggestions of my hon. friend 
from Rideau division with my colleague, 
and thereare one or twoamendments which 
I think should be made, and there is one also 
which the discussion yesterday suggested, 
and which I desire to make—that is to 
say, with regard to the penalties for 
allowing the presence of sulphuretted 
hydrogen, in respect to large numbers of 
customers, not to increase the rate of the 

enalty, but to increase it when the num- 
Hee of customers is gros than already 
contemplated by the Act. For these rea- 
sons I move that the Bill be not now read 
the third time, but that it be re-committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House for the 
purpose of making these amendments. 


The motion was agreed to, 
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(In the Committee, ) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: My hon. friend 
suggested the possibility of the place for 
the testing of gas being located a great 
distance from the mains, and thereby caus- 
ing an unreasonable amount of cost to the 
gas company. We spoke of 100 yards 
yesterduy, and I am prepared to say we 
are willing to consent that the obligation 
shall only extend to a location not more 
than 100 yards from some point on the 
mains. My hon. friend also observed that 
there was no provision that the company 
should receive notice of the location of the 
testing place. I propose to amend the 
clause to require that notice shall be given. 


The amendments were madoaccordingly, 
and the clause, as amended, was adopted. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTI—We yesterday 
made provision for extending the penalties 
to the case of a larger number of purch- 
asers than are mentioned now in the Act, 
and I wish to amend the Bill to make the 
same extension of penalties in the case of 
sulphuretted hydrogen. 


The clause was accordingly amended 
and adopted. 


Hon. Mr. PAQUET, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill with the amend- 
ments, which were concurred in. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed. 


SEAMEN’S ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (135) “An 
Act. to amend the Seamen’s Act, Chapter 
74 of the Revised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: As I men- 
tioned yesterday atthe second readingof the 
Bill, I propose to ask the House to pass an 
amendment to section 1, as it stands now. 
This section was prepared, as I explained 
at the second reading, 
opinions and representations of a great 
many people in the various seaports, 
urging that the very greatost failure of 
justice frequently occurred in the convic- 
tion of persons under the Seamen’s Act, in 
consequence of there being no remedy 
whatever against the first conviction, no 








| represented so strongly in the House, and 


| 
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in deference to the its passage, and 





outside of the House, that the Govern- 
ment thought it right to give relief. That 
relief they proposed to grant by striking 
out the provision prohibiting the removing 
of a case by certiorari. That being com- 
municated to those interested in shipping, 
we heard the other side. They insisted 
that if the right of certiorari remained the 
Act would be useless—that no mayistrate 
would issue a warrant or writ of any 
kind, or take any step whatever on a 
conviction, with a notice before him 
of an application for certiorari. That 
also appeared entitled to consideration. 
The plan by which it is proposed to meet 
this difficulty is to add the following pro- 
vi80 :— 

‘* Provid roceedi 7 con- 
viction or oser shall te tas dd Ey reason cf aay. 
application to remove such conviction or order to a 
Superior Court, or of any notice of such application, 
unless the court or judge to which the application is 
made, or is to be made, shall order such stay of pro- 
ceedings upon special cause shown.” 

If that provino is inserted the convicted 
person will have a right to give notice of 
application for certiorari, and the pro- 
ceedings would be stayed if he showed 
reasonable cuuse for staying the proceed- 
ings. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Yesterday I 
presented the views of the Board of Trade 
and shippers of Montreal on the Bill as it 
stood. The amendment of the hon. leader 
of the House to a large extent appeared to 
remove the objections which were then 
presented by the shipping interest, but as 
the matter was of great importance, and 
the time extremely limited, I telegraphed 
the amendment, which the hon. leader was 
good enough to give me for the purpose, 
to the Board of Trade last night, and this 
morning I had the following reply :— 

‘The shipping interest insist that any amendment 
of the Seamen’s Act is uncalled for and unnecessary, 
and that the proposed modification does not appear 
to remove the objectionable feature of the Bill. The 
shipping interest, therefore, simply protests inst 
i leaves the responsibility with the 
Government.” 


Of course, on a purely legal question 
like this I have no opinion to offer to the 
House at all. The only thing was, that 
the shipping interest pleaded yesterday 
for delay, in order to have the original 
Bill more fully considered, they not hav- 


appeal of any kind, no right of having a| ing had it in their possession for more 
conviction modified or quashed. This was than a very short period. This objection 
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| 
still more applies, probably, to the amend- effect of the amendment. I am therefore 
ment which is now before the House, as ‘disposed to ask the leader of the Govern- 
they could not have had it in their power ment whether, under the circumstances, it 
to consult a lawyer as to the effect of this, would not be justifiable to delay it to 
amendment, having received it probably another Session, and if he does not see his 
this morning. In the House of Commons way to that, I have to express the thanks 


this Bill was introduced by the Minister of 
Marine and Fisheries of his own motion, 
and Ido not know that in presenting it 
to the House he instances any particular 
case in which hardship was inflicted ; but: 
it was obvious that to withdraw all appeal 
from the decision of two justices of the, 


which I certainly feel for this amendment. 
The modification wnich has been suggested 
appears to me, on the first blush, to remove 
the main objection to the Act as it came to 
our House. 


Hon. MR MILLER—There is no doubt 


peace, in a small port, for instance, would , there are important interests un both sides 
ead to the infliction cf hardship on the'to be protected in this Bill. The shipping 
seamen ; but the obvious necessity of this! interest should, of course, receive due con- 
case is that justice should be administered, sideration and protection ; and the seamen 
in the first instance, and, in the second in- ‘also are entitled to every consideration and 
stance, that it should be swift and absolu-' protection from Parliament. The Province 
tely without delay, as the ship might be of Nova Scotia is one of the largest ship- 


sailing. Take the example of a ship call- 
ing at Sydney for coal and a mutiny | 
occurring amongst the crew. There would 

robably be no judge at that port, but two 
Justices of the peace could act and commit 
the seamen toa period of imprisonment 
which, I think, under the Act, is not ex- 
ceeding twelve weeks for certain offences. 
Very great hardship might be inflicted in 
that case, but if, by the aid of some local 
lawyers, the case could be lifted out of the 
hands of those justices, and referred to the 
nearest town in which a superior court 
judge could be fuund, it would lead to the 
detention of the ship and consequent loss 
tothe owner. The fact is, the case would 
have to be abandoned altugether. It a 

ears to me that the Government should 

ave accompanied the introduction of this 
Bill with a statement of some ins‘ance of 
hardship which would justify its introduc- 
tion. Iam told, on the authority of the 
shipping interest, that no such instance 
can be adduced. I do not know anything 
about it personally. 

But the fact remains in favor of the pas- 
sage of the Bill, that when it was intro- 
duced in the House on the Government 
side it obtained the assent of the leaders 
of the Opposition. The Hon. Mr. Laurier 
expressed the opinion that it thoroughly 
met with his approval, but it did no go far 
enough in the direction of liberating the 
seamen from a possible injustice inflicted 
on them, and that opinion was joined in by 
Mr. Biake. Under the circumstances, I 
confess to be somewhat in a dilemma, not 
having an opinion of my own as to the 


| owning countries in the world, in 


| Bae 
tion to her population, and before Confed- 
eration our law was to allow a writ of 
certiorari iu all seamen’s cases. They were 
tried before two magistrates. The ordin- 
ary appeal was taken away, but the writ 
of certiorari wus allowed, and I think very 
i ed so. No doubt, occasional instances 
of hardship may occur in appeals, even 
under writs of certiorari, but we must not 
attempt to legislate too strongly or en- 
tirely against one class because of a possi- 
ble or occasional injustice happening under 
thelaw. Itisaveryserious thing under our 
system of jurisprudence to take away an ap- 
peal from the subject where ‘udgment is 
given in the lowest court. Ido not desire to 
Re disrespectfully of the magistrates of 
this country; I allude more particularly 
to the magistrates in my own Province, 
where commissions were issued to an un- 
necessary extent, and without Proper dis- 
crimination. The judgments of these men 
are not always regarded as entitled to the 
highest respect, and in cases that may 
arise under the Seaman’s Act it would be 
a great hardship to continue the law as it 
is and deny any appeal whatever from the 
decisions of these courts. I think the 
amendment proposed by the leader of the 
House should meet any objection that the 
shipping interest may have to this act of 
justice to the seamen, because the proceed- 
ings are not to be stayed by the mere 
notice and application for a writ of certio- 
rari, but may be carried out and executed 
until an order of a judge, having aa tee 
jurisdiction, issues, staying the effect of 
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the decision. There may be, of course. 
some hardship in the distance that ma 
have to be travelled to get this order. It 
may take some time. if the order is to be 
rranted by a judge of any of our Superior 

ourts in Nova Scotia, for instance, the 
application would have to be made in 

alifax. [do not see why an application 
of this kind might not be made to a 
county court judge. There are county 
court judges in Nova Scotia, and I think 
the other Provinces of the Dominion are 
similarly situated. Nova Scotia is divided 
into six districts, with a county court 
judge in each district, and application 
could be made to the county court judge 
in a short time. Take the instance cited 
by the hon. gentleman from Montreal of a 
ship going to Sydney, and gets into an 
altercation of this kind with a seaman, an 
order could be obtained there in forty- 
eight hours, and it is so with every other 
district in Nova Scotia. I do not know 
to what court the application is intended 
to be made, but I think it would be very 
desirable that the order could be obtained 
in county courts. If the hon. gentleman 
could make his amendment in that form 
it would be an improvement. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I agree with 
everything the hon. gentleman from 
Richmond has said, with regard to certi- 
orari being removed to the county court 
as being more expeditious, for the char- 
acter of these cases should be as speedy as 

ssible. The remedy proposed by the 
eader of the Governnent is a good one, 
and after # year’s experience of it, if an 
amendment is required we can make it. I 
know that there has been a great deal of 
Oppression in many cases, and the incom- 
petency of the magistrates is noted in 
many cases—not only incompetency, but 
partiality, Ares in the interests of the 
shipowners. Therefore, I think the pro- 
posal made by the bon. 
good a solution of the 
possibly be. 

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I concur in the 
remarks of the hon. gentleman, but if I 
understand the amendment, the words 
“Superior Court” would include both 
courts. 


entleman is as 
ifficulty as can 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think the sug- 
gestion of my hon friend from Richmond 
ig most important, but I am not prepared 
at the moment to say exactly what court 
it ought to be. Certainly, if there be a 
difficulty about the distance of the court 
at which application is to be made it ought 
to be remedied by taking the local judge. 
This law applies to the Maritime Provin- 
ces and Quebec, and we should have to take 
care in making provision for application to 
the nearest judge to make it in a way con- 
formable to the different Provinces. I 
accept the suggestion of my hon. friend to 
give power to the local judge to grant the 
order of suspension. In the Province of 
Quebec it will be a Superior Court judge, 
because there are Superior Court judges in 
every district. In Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island, it 
would be the county court judge. Iaccept 
the amendment, and if the House will pass 
this amendment through committee, on 
the third reading I will put in the name 
propery: In the meantime, I will ask the 

inister of Justice to make a proper des- 
cription of the local judge to whom the 
reference will be made for a special order. 


Hon. MR. REA D—Not forgetting to put 
in British Columbia. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—British Columbia 
will have to be considered also. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There are cases 
where a Supreme Court judge can be more 
conveniently bad than a county court 
judge. I take the same view of this ques- 
tion as the hon. gentleman from Kennebec 
does, and I should like to ask the leader 
of the House whether or not there is any 
provision in the English law respons 
shipping and seamen which gives an appea 
in a case of this sort ? : 


Hon. Ma. ABBOTT—I could not answer 
that question as to the English law. We 
have been acting by what appears to be 
the demands of our own population in this 
matter. The law has been in force for 
some time, and complaint has been fre- 
quently made of the injustice done in de- 

riving our seamen of the right of appeal 
in these cases, and representations to the 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—No; x court of|Government have been of the strongest 


record would include the county courts, 
but by the term “Superior Court” we under- 
stand Supreme Court in the Province, 
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character—not only that, but similar re- 
presentations have been made to leading 
members of the other House, and I have 
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no doubt in this House in the same direc- 
tion, 80 that, as stated by the hon. gentle- 
man opposite, they entirely approve of the 
principle of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—LI think it is very 
important that the House should be in- 
formed as to what the English law is. 
There is no country in the world whose 
commerce is as important as that of Eng- 
land, and there is no country where the 
authorities are more careful as to the 
liberty of the subject than they arein Eng- 
land. Ifin England they have found that 
such a provision as this is undesirable, 
that ought to be sufficient reason for our 
waiting until next Session to give the sub- 
ject matter of this appeal further consid- 
eration. The hon. gentleman has stated 
that there were strong representations 
from certain parties, but since this Bill got 
out, and got into the hands of people 
representing the shipping interest, strong 
representations came from them on their 
side, and I really doubt whether we are in 
a position now to weigh the balance nicely 
between the conflicting interests. There 
is another aspect of the matter which has 
not been suggested by any hon. gentle- 
man, and which has probably not suggested 
itself to the Government. Section 118 of 
the Merchant’s Shipping Act does not 
merely apply to a case of where a seaman 
has been convicted, but applies to all cases 
of convictions or orders made under the 
Act. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Certainly. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—If hon. gentlemen 
will look over the Act they will find that 
the offences are enticing to desert, and 
harboring deserters. There are orders 
made with respect to seamen’s wages and 
different provisions for the protection of 
seamen from imposition; provisions as to 
the health and accommodation of seamen; a 
press against leaving seamen abroad. 

very proceeding under the Act, I take it, 
is either a conviction or an order. While 
we may bo helping the seamen, or snp Dore 
we are helping seamen on the one hand, 
we may be doing serious mischief on the 
other, because, supposing a seaman gets 
an order for his wages or gets an order for 
the payment of a sumof money, or secures 
a conviction against a master for ill-treat- 
ment, you are going to allow the party who 
was convicted, or the party against whom 
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the order was made, to compel that seaman 
to wait and put him to expense and delay, 
and I think that is an additional reason 
why the Government should consider this 
Bill. We have been a commercial people 
for a good many years, and we have suc- 
ceeded in getting along without this meas- 
ure, and I do not think that any grievous 
injury would result if it stood over for 
another Session. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—If my hon. friend 
imagines that I pleaded for the passing of 
this Bill in the interests of any particular 
class he is mistaken. A free British sub- 
ject ought not to be liable to imprisonment 
and punishment, especially on conviction 
by magistrates who are not specially in- 
structed in their functions, without a 
remedy of some sort or other. My hon. 
friend will see that the provision I have 
introduced takes the sting out of the case 
he refers to. Unless the master can go 
before a judge and show that the magi- 
strate’s decision is prima facie wrong, then 
the judge will order a stay of certiorari 
until it 1s proved. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I think that 
the amendment proposed will, to a large 
extent, meet the objection raised by the 
hon. gentleman from Kennebec, or the 
party from whom that telegram came. 
t is provided there that it shall be in the 
discretion of the judge, on special cause 
being shown on affidavit. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Me. CLEMOW, from the con- 
mittee, reported the Bill with an amend- 
ment, 


The report was received. 


THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT. 
REPORT ADOPTED. 


Hon. MR. HAYTHORNE moved the 
adoption of the Second Report of the Joint 
Committee of both Houses on the Library 
of Parliament. He said: Hon. gentlemen 
will see by the report what has been done 
ithis year by the Library. One of the 
rincipal works of the committee has been 

one by the Select Committee upon Ex- 
changes. In some cases we purchase 

works published in Canada for the purpose 
of exchanging with public libraries in 
gther parts of the world. Besides that, we 
effect considerable exchanges of Parlis- 
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mentary issues of different kinds, receiving THE SENATE. 


from other colonies and countries their : 
legislative exchanges in return, by whith Ottawa, Monday, May 12th, 1890. 


means our shelves are filled with very Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
useful works at very little trouble and, “block 


expense. The Government had decided 
that exchanges honceforth are to be made| Prayers and routine proceedings. 
out of funds devoted for the purchase of| : 
books for the Library; but it was urged ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTI- 
that this was too heavy a demand on the ARY. 
funds devoted to the ordinary purposes of 
the Library, and the Government have not 
ersevered with that intention. They 
ave purchased books for exchange, andit 
is hoped that the funds of the Library 
will not be very heavily drawn on for that 
purpose. The Select Committee has also 
stated their opinion that the grant for the 
Library is not large enough to justify the 
purchase of books for the purpose of encou- 
raging native literature; and that the 
purchase of exchanges should be confined 
to books of a character similar to that of 
the exchanges received from other coun- 
tries. 


ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE enquired of the 
Government,— 

1. How many days did the visit of the Honorable 
the Minister of Justice and the Honorable the Secre- 
tary of State to St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in 
December, 1886 occupy? 2. How many of the officers 
of the Penitentiary gave evidence during that visit? 
3. For how many hours each day did this so-called 
enquiry last? 4. Was the then Warden, Mr. Lavio- 
lette, called upon to give his evidence? 5. Did he 
give it either on a summons or voluntarily? 6. Was 
this evidence taken by the stenographers? 7. If so, 
by what stenographer ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In answer to my 
hon. friend’s questions, I would say: 

They bestowed a considerable amount of |The visit of the Minister of Justice and 
labor upon ascertaining what sums had Secretary of State ocenpied two days. 
been spent and what books had been pur-| All the officers of the Penitentiary gave 
chased of late years for the purpose of ex- | evidence during that visit. The enquiry 
changes, and they are set forth in this lasted during the whole of the two days. 
report of the sub-committee. The funds; Mr. Laviolette, the Warden, was called 
have been expended in the purchase upon to give his evidence. He gave his 
of books in French and English, in evidence voluntarily. This evidence was 
magazine literature, a considerable sum taken by stenographers, and the par- 
in binding, and those who are deeply in-/ ticular stenographer who took it was Mr. 


terested in the Library will find that our | Bourbonnais. 

shelves are year after year laden with 

books on all subjects interesting to mem-| INSPECTOR MOYLAN’S REMUNERA- 
bers of Parliament and others — valuable TION. 

works, many of them their value increas- FNÔCIES 

ing rather than diminishing; and the Libra- 2 | 

rians had funds still unexpended at the; Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE enquired of the 
time they issued this report. The accounts | Government,— 


Whether the sum of $250, mentioned in Item No. 
13 of the Supplementary Estimates for 1890 91 as to 
be paid to ao Moylan, for his services at the 
time of the enquiry made at the St. Vincent de Paul 
Penitentiary by him and Mr. Baillargé, is due for 
services rendered outside of his duties as a member of 
the Commission and Inspector? If so, for what 
services? If not, whether he is not, as Inspector, 
obliged by law to make all such investigations with- 
out extra remuneration ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The sum of $250, 
pus to Inspector Moylan, was paid to 
im as a member of the Royal Commission 
appointed for this purpose. He is usually 
obliged to make enquiries naturally as 
Inspector, but it is the custom when a 
civil servant is appointed a member of 


have been audited and found to be correct, 
and I think it is a subject for congratula- 
tion by Parliament that the Library is in 
such a flourishing condition. I believe that 
the change that wus made a few years ago 
from one Librarian to two, each having his 
own department, is working in a most sat- 
isfactory manner. 


The report was agreed to to. 
The Senate adjourned at 4:35 p. m. 
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a Royal Commission, that he gets some re- 
muneration for his services in that capa- 
city, and in this case he received $250, 
which was one-half the amount paid to 
his fellow commissioner. 


INSPECTOR MOYLAN’S EXPENSES. 
MOTION. 


Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved: 


That an humble Address be presented to His 
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased to cause to he laid before 
this House a statement showing the expenses in- 
curred by the Inspector of Penitentiaries in his visits, 
ordinary or extraordinary, to St. Vincent de Paul 
Penitentiary during the last ten years, as well his 
personal expenses for each day of such visits, as those 
occasioned on each day of such visits by his travelling 
from Monereal to St. Vincent de Paul, and vice 
rersd, for horses, servants, and their keep and lodg- 
ing. 


He said: This motion may seem out of 


pace as dealing with such trivial matters, 
ut when I see that this officer has since 
Confederation received from the Govern- 
ment all kinds of remuneration, and his 
expenses are very high, I cannot help 
feeling that it is my duty to ask for this 
information. There is another officer in 
the Department here, Architect Bowes, a 
very old gentleman, who goes once a 
month to St. Vincent de Paul. He stays 
there usually two nights, and while there 
tukes his bourd in the little town, and 
incurs very little expense; but Mr. 
Moylan does not consider expense at all. 
He generally takes seven or eight days on 
one of those trips. He reaches Montreal 
about noon, telegraphs to the penitentiary 
for a team, eleven miles, and has a splen- 
did span of horses that had been bought for 
Lieutenant-Governor Masson, sent in tor 
him. He is driven out to St. Vincent de 
Paul, the tolls being paid both ways, does 
a few hours work, and is driven back 
to Montreal, the carriage being driven by 
an Officer of the penitentiary. He stays 
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see that four years after the enquiry :: 
1886—after he had been admonished t': 
the uncivil words he used in two of :: 
annual reports, by being deprived of &- 
increase in his salary, he gets from :- 
Government two grants of $250 each. |: 
the Inspector deserved $250 for work dt 
four years ago why did he not get it : 
1886, when Mr. Baillairgé, his colleas+ 
on the Commission, got his money ? I: 
not plain that it is to make good the '» 
which he sustained by being deprived « 
an increase in his salary on account of :- 
uncivil words used in his official report: 
two years ago? I cannot help brinsx 
this matter before the attention of tk 
House, and if there are any independe:- 
members in this Parliament they mas 
see thatthey are laughed at by Mr. Moria 
and the Government. The Governm-t' 
punishes with one hand, and then th: 
give this man moncy by a side way. -: 
that far from commending the Gover 
ment for having punished Mr. Moylants 
eae ago, [ would much rather have 
eard these gentlemen state that ther 
were satisfied with Mr. Moylan, and that | 
was wrong in bringing the matter bef: r- 
the notice of the House. Another rea-: 
is this: I have in my hand a documet” 
which is not before the House. bat whic. 
I found in the Department of Justice. !: 
has a few words showing the hatred of tL- 
Inspector towards Warden Laviolette 
before he got shot. A few years before, whe 
on a visit to the penitentiary, Inapect:: 
Moylan wrote in the registry kept there 
“Mr. Laviolette is ordered to expes 
a little less on coal oil.” Is not tha: 
shame ? That is in black and white in tie 
registry. When [ see such conduct, on tiv 
part of that officer, approved,and support-. 


‘and when he is encouraged, I may sav. ” 


attack every hon. gentleman in this Hocx 
who dares to rise and criticize the manag» 


in Montreal all night, the expenses of; ment of the penitentiaries, it is time * 


the horses, and 
being paid at the St. Lawrence Hall. In 
the morning he is driven out to St. Vincent 
de Paul, where he arrives at about 10:30 
a.m. He holds a sitting until noon, takes 
lunch, resumes work, and then at about 
3:30 p.m. he is again driven to Montreal. 
So it goes on day by day, and the expenses 


for the work done. 


servant, and himself| should say that there is something wne: 


Another evidence of this is the fact that: 
this enquiry there were two gentlemen. N° 
Baillairgé is quite as honorable a mar à 


‘Mr. Moylan, and I have no doabt 2° 


every gentleman in this House who knot 
both men will say that if Mr. Moylan! 


respectable man "Mr. Baillairgé is a vert 
s0 incurred seem to me to be very great' respectable man. 


Mr. Baillairgé was sf 


I would not have; pointed with Mr. Moylan on that Gx 
brought up this question, as I felt it was a 
trifling affair for the Dominion; but I 


mission in 1886. ‘They both arrived -. 
St. Vincent de Paul in May, 1886, and :.: 
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very day they arrived Mr. Baillairgé told 
me Mr. Moylan proposed to him to go 
every nightto Montreal; but he said: 
‘No; I cannot do that; there are plenty of 
good hotels here, and I would rather stay 
at a hotel here or with the good nuns than 
drive backwards and forwards every day 
to Montreal.” So he would not go, but 
Mr. Moylan did, and took a team and ser- 
vant man, and went every night to Mont- 
real, paying the expenses of the man and 
team there and getting back to St. Vincent 
de Paul very late the next day. There 
was such delay in the investigation 
that Mr. Baillairgé was told by the, 
chief of his Department that he must 
drop it and go back again. The Com 

mission came back in September, and 
then in order that the work might be 
pushed through rapidly Mr. Moylan stayed 
at St. Vincent de Paul every night, and in 
three or four weeks the enquiry was con- 
cluded. ‘Idefy any one to contradict this 
statement, Jt shows what expense the 
country was put to by these journeys 
backwards and forwards between Montreal 

and the penitentiary. It has not been 
customary for me to complain of extrav- 
agance on the part of the Dominion Gov- 
ernment. Ido not care so much about 
expense on the part of the Dominion, as it 
is often necessary, but I strongly favor 
economy in local government. In any 
cause there is no necessity for incurring | 
expense for which there is nothing at all 
to show, expense that is only associated 
with loss of time. I shall, on another oc- 
casion, before Parliament rises, show why 
a full enquiry was not had into these mat- 
ters. Though they may appear trifling 
when they are enquired into, they will be 
found important. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The Government | 
‘division there ? 


| Hon. MR. McINNES (B. C.)—District. 


have no objection to the address. 
The motion. was agreed to. 


SEAMEN’S ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 
The Order of the Day being called :— 


Consideration of the Report of the Committee of 
the Whole House on Bill (135) ‘ An Act to amend 
‘The Seamen's Act.” Chap. 74 of the Revised 
Statutes.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: Referring to 
the discussion which took place on Friday ' 
with regard to this Bill, my hon. friends , Court is the Supreme Court. 








tion made that there might not be a judge 
having jurisdiction in matters of certiorari 
resident at or near the place where con- 
viction takes place, and therefore it might 
be difficult to obtain a stay of proceedings 
without too much delay. I have considered 
that question and discussed it with my 
colleague, and I now move that the House 
do not concur in the amendment made in 
the Committee of the Whole, but that it 
be further amended by adding these 
words :— 

“But if no judge having jurisdiction in respect to 
writs of certiorari is resident at or near the place 
where any conviction or order is made, the county 
noes of the county wherem such place is situated 
shall have power to hear and determine any applica- 


pen to stay proceedings upon such conviction or 
order. 


Hon, Mr. POIRIER—Our judges are 
county court judges, and they should be 
so described in the amendment. 


Hon. Mr. POWER--The suggestion of 
the hon. gentleman is a proper one, be- 
cause in the Lower Provinces there is nut 
a judge for each county—they are county 
court judges, and, as a rule, there are three 
counties in each judicial district. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Would the judge 
having jurisdiction in those counties not 
be a county court judge ? 


Hon. Mr. POIRIER—It is “county 
court judge” in the statute. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—In Nova Scotia 
they are called county court judges. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—Would 
that amendment be applicable to British 
Columbia, where we have no counties 
whatever ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No. What is the 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Then it would be 


| better to have it “county court judge of 


the county or district.” 1 move that these 
words be inserted in the amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Hon. Mr. POIRIER—The Act says 
“certiorari to a Superior Court;” in New 


Brunswick the name of our Superior 
I suppose it 


will remember that there was a sugyes- | would embrace our Supreme Court ? 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The words “Su- 
perior Court” are used as indicating the 
court which is superior to the judge who 
makes the conviction. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the 
Bill as amended was then read the third 
time, and passed. 


CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
COMMONS AMENDMENTS AGREED TO. 


The Order of the Day being called,— 
Consideration of the Message from the 
House of Commons disagreeing to certain 
amendments made by the Senate to Bill 
(65) “An Act further to amend the 
Criminal Law.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: The amend- 
ments which were made in the House of 
Commons to the amendments in question 
are three in number. The Commons have 
disagreed to the amendment that we in- 
serted in respect of the amount of penalty 
which by the law is stated to be $500, and 
in order to prevent the possibility of this 
penalty being regarded as an invariable 
penalty, instead of merely a maximum 
penalty, this House inserted the words 
“not exceeding $500.” The reason why I 
proposed to this House to insert those 
words was that in the Pardons and Punish- 
ments Act I found a provision which said, 
whenever a term of imprisonment was 
named in astatute the judge in sentencing 
the prisoner would have a right to di- 
minish it according to his discretion, but 
not to exceed it. It was supposed that 
there was a clause respecting penalties in 
money of a similar character, but the Min- 
ister and myself looked over the Act with 
a fair degree of care, and we could not find 
any such clause, and it was for that reason 
that I suggested to put in the words 
“not exceeding.” On a more careful ex- 
amination of the Act itis found that under 
the chapter respecting sureties there is a 
clause, such as we both thought was in the 
Act, but which we could not find, which 
makes the same provision with regard to 
penalties that is made with reference to 
imprisonment, 


Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—What 
does it say ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It provides that 
the judge may mitigate the punishment 
to any extent he thinks proper. 





There- | 
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fore, I propose that we do not insist upon 
| our amen ment made to the 18th section. 
Then, with regard to the 20th and 21st 
amendments, we had already determined 
in that sense ourselves. We altered the 
{name ‘North-West Territories” into 
“ Western Territories,” and the House de- 
clined to accede to that, thinking it proper 
not to alter the name until the Bill had 
been passed which we decided upon and 
acted upon here, after passing that Bill. 
Therefore, I propose to the House that we 
should not insist upon that amendment. 
Then clauses 86 and 87 were clauses 
which had been proposed by the Depart- 
ment of Justice themselves, and were 
inserted at the end of the Bill—new 
clauses, which were said to be copied from 
the Ontario Act. Whether they be so 
copied or not, the House of Commons con- 
sider that tho regulation referred to ought 
not to be authorized wholly by Orders in 
Council—there should be some more ex- 
plicit indication of the will of Parliament 
us to the nature of the Orders in Council 
before they should be made, and I presume 
that is a principle that this House would 
concur in. I thereture ask that the 
House do not insist on the amendments 
made to those two clauses. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Bill (EE) “An Act further to amend 
the Dominion Lands Act.” (Mr. Abbott). 


The Senate adjouned at 4.05 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Tuesday, May 13th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


| Prayers and routine proceedings. 


| ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENI- 
| TENTIARY. 


Hoy. Me. BELLEROSE moved— 


That an humble Address be presented to His Ex- 
cellency the Governor General; praying that His 
Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before 

, this House,all the letters and correspondence that may 
have been exchanged between the Government and 
O. G. Bourbonnais, Esq., on the subject of his services 
as stenographer at the time of the visit of the Minister 
of Justice and the Secretary of State to St. Vincent 
de Paul Penitentiary, on the 10th and 11th of Decem- 
ber, 1886. 
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He said: In moving this resolution it 
will be necessary to remind the House of 
the circumstances which brought about 
this visit of thetwo Ministers to the peniten- 
tiary. Hon. gentlemen will recollect 
that a serious revolt took place in the 
penitentiary of St. Vincent de Paul on the 
24th or 26th of April, 1886. A few days 
afterwards an inquiry was made in both 
Houses of Parliament as to what the Gov- 
ernment intended todo. In the Commons 
the Minister of Justice answered in the fol- 
lowing words :— 

‘I have determined, as early as possible after the 
close of the Session, and after the recovery of the 
Warden, to make as full an investigation into the 
affairs of the penitentiary as can Dors be made. 


I do stand committed, as head of the Department, to 
having a full and thorough investigation. ” 


In the Senate, the answer given was in 
the following words :— 


“‘It is the intention of the Government to order a 
serious and minute inquiry into the circumstances of 
the revolt, and into all the troubles which have oc- 
curred in the said institution for the four years past. 
The investigation will embrace an inquiry into the 
proximate and remote causes of the said revolt and of 
the said troubles. ” 


These quotations I take from the official 


reports of the debates of the two Houses: 
In December following | 
the Minister of Justice, and the Secretary: and to b archi auch as had 
of State, left Ottawa on the 9th of Decem- | reas Se ee ee 3 


of Parliament. 


On reading that letter I said to myself, 
the Minister wishes to do like his Inspec- 
tor, have another sham investigation, and 
I will not go. So I wrote my answer in 
the following words :— 

‘ Whenever you are ready for such an investigation 
as you promised I will be ready to give a list of the 


parties whom I wish to be called to aie evidence, and 
will myself be ready to state what I know.” 


Having written that answer, I thought it 
was best to go myself to the penitentiary. 
It was 12.45 p.m. on the 10th. I met the 
Minister of Justice in the street of my 
little town. Heshook hands with me, and 
he told me that he was going to his lunch. 
I said, “all right,” that I would wait at the 
penitentiary for him. It was about 1.30 
ee when the Minister of Justice and the 

secretary of State came back to the peni- 
tentiary We had some conversation, and 
he called for the Warden, and so on, and 
then told me that he would not take evi- 
dence under oath. I said, in that case I 
would not be a party to such a sham inves- 
tigation; that it was a repetition of what 
the Inspector used to do, and, moreover, I 
thought that the Minister had a right to 
gwear the witnesses, and that I could not, 
in such a serious matter, assist, unless the 
investigation was conducted under oath 


been promised. I wish you to recollect 


ber, and having arrived in Montreal on this, because it is not only facts we want, 


the morning of the 10th the Minister of but the intention. 


I am invited by letter 


Justice sent to my address u telegraphic | to go to the penitentiary. Whatfur? To 


despatch from there in the 
words :— 


following accompany the Minister, who is on a 


Visit, to enquire into the discipline of 


“] visited penitentiary to-day. Will send letter | he institution? That was not the promise. 


to your residence as to object of visit. Please rush. 


The promise was to make a searching 


“J.S. D. THOMPSON.” | investigation into the causes of the revolt. 


This was about eleven o’clock in the, 


forenoon, At 12.15 p.m. a young gentle- 
man who accompanied the Ministers came 
to my house with a lotter from the Minis- 
ter of Justice. J read the letter and told 
the young gentleman that I would write 


my answer and send it to the Ministers. | 
From the letter of the Minister to mel: 


take the following :— 


** MONTREAL, 10th Dec., 1886. 

** DEAR Siz,—I intend to-day to make a visit, ac- 
companied by the Secretary of State, to the peniten- 
tiary of St. Vincent de Paul, and intend to make 
such enquiry as may give me information as to the 
eticiency of the staff and the state of discipline in the 
institution. * * 

I am, yours truly, 


“7. S. D. THOMPSON. 
** Hon. Senator BELLEROSE.” 


‘left for Montreal. 





That was the promise, yet the Minister 
informed me that he was there to make 


‘an enquiry into the discipline of the insti- 
; tution; so I told him that as he would not 


do what he had promised I would have 
nothing to do with it. It was two o'clock 
—I bey hon. gentlemen to note the hour. 
There are ubout 70 officials employed in 
the penitentiary. At two o’clock the Min- 
isters beyan examining these officials, and 
at about four o’clock both of the Ministers 
Yesterday we were 
told that the enquiry occupied the whole 
of the first day. I do not blame the leader 
of the House for making an incorrect 
statement, because he does not know what 
occurred; but I do blame the Ministers 
who misinformed him. The nextday both 
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of the Ministers came from Montreal at} A searching investigation had been pro- 
10.30, and sat till about four, or half-past | mised, and this letter intimated to me that 
four in the afternoon, with an intermission | the Minister was there on a visit. Then I 
of about an hour for lunch. Then; knew that it was only a sham investigation 
about half-past four they left for Montreal | that was to be held, and I governed myself 
again en route for Ottawa, and that was‘ accordingly. We have been told that Mr. 
the end of it. They spent about seven | Bourbonnais refused tofurnish a copy of his 
or eight hours examining some seventy | notes. It may be that they did not offer 
witnesses, and this is what they called! him enough remuneration for his work. 
making a searching investigation, such! Mr. Bourbonnais did not ask for the work; 
as the Minister had promised from his; he was asked to go there and report the 
place in the House of Commons. That evidence. Now, have not the (rovernment 
alone would be sufficient to prove that the | power to force a stenographer, who has 
object of the Minister was to deceive, be- taken notes, to furnish a transcript of them? 
cause we have his promise here in black! 1 am sure they have. If that investiga- 
and white, and we have also his letter to | tion had been of the searching character 
me. There were two short-hand writers: that was promised, why did they not force 
with the Ministers, Mr. Leslie, of the De-|the reporter to supply a long-hand tran- 
partment of Justice, and Mr. Bourbonnais, | script of his notes? Because, as I have 
of Montreal. This took place two years, explained, no such searching enquiry took 
ago, and now when we ask for the evi- | place. There was pressure on the (rov- 
dence which was taken we are told that: ernment to have the deputy promoted, and 
there is none, that Mr. Bourbonnais has the Government were opposed to him, 
not thought tit to furnish a copy of his | because he could hardly read or write: the 
notes. Now, if it was a matter of private times were hard, and Governments are 
business, what conclusion would we draw! always afraid at such times, so they had 
from such an answer? That the object of to make the appointment, and one of the 
refusing to furnish the evidence was to de-| Ministers was bound by a promise to have 
ceive us, to cover up some discreditable that man promoted. All those facts would 
transaction. I have a letter from Mr.| have leaked out if the promised investiga- 
Bourbonnais, in reply to one from me, and | tion had taken place. All this proves 
he says that he has no objection to farnish! the correctness of my statements, but 
a copy of his notes, but that he hadjit is not pleasant for Ministers—who 
neglected to do so. That means that there! have denied certain facts—to furnish 
was something wrong. If that was not;evidence that they had been misleading 
sufficient to prove the motive for such à | Parliament and the public. I asked some 
course, there is something more. On questions yesterday to which the leader of 
the evening of the 10th, at seven! the House replied. The first was as to the 
o'clock, I met Mr. Bourbonnais, and number of days that the investigation 
learned from him—and there was a third | lasted. To that he answered that the visit 
party present at the time—that it was no! occupied two days. I have just shown that 
enquiry ; that two or three questions had | it was less than a day and a half. Another 
been put to the officials as to the character : question which I asked was, whether Mr. 
of the discipline in the absence of pie mel vate was Called, and to this the reply 
Laviolette. That was the searching was that he was called and gave bis evi- 
investigation so solemnly promised. It is;dence. As a matter of fact, he was not 
not surprising, therefore, that the evidence | called: the Minister went to him, butt 
taken at that enquiry cannot be furnished, amounted to the same thing. Now it!s 
because since the Minister has deceived | important that the evidence given by Mr. 
the public and failed to carry out his pro-| Laviolette should be laid before the public, 
mise he refuses to furnish the evidence! because we have his letters, which I sub- 
which would convict him of deception. mitted to the House last year, and which 
When he wrote me that letter, calling, can be found in the Debates, showing that 
on me suddenly to come up to the peni- he was betrayed by his two chief officers. 
tentiary, he thought that I would not be | He states clearly in those letters that his 
prepared, and that he would thus catch! life would not have been endangered and 
me off my guard; but the moment I read ‘the convict would not have been shot had 
the letter saw what the intention was.|his two officers done their duty. I defy 
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the Government to produce that evi- 
dence—I defy them to state that that 
evidence was taken in writing. Mr. 
Laviolette may have been questioned, 
but his evidence was not in writing, 
though the Minister of Justice states 
that it was taken by the stenogra- 
phers. The stenographers were not there, 
either on the 10th or the 11th, so the 
statement is false. When I asked by 
which of the stenographers the evidence 
was taken, I was told “by Mr. Bourbon- 
nais.” Now, he was not there: he was in 
the prison, but did not go to the Warden’s 
houre, so that he did not take that evi- 
dence. I could mention other things, but 
will refrain from doing so now, butif I am 
forced to it I will state the whole thing: 
there has been underhand work—bad work 


done in the dark—and the Government | 


know that I am aware of it. They know 
that I am aware of the fact that they had 
to travel during the night todo that work. 
That is why we cannot havean enquiry to 

et at the facts. I see here in the De- 

ates of last year that I stated that the 
Minister of Justice had foresworn himself. 
The hon. leader of the House turned to me 
and asked: “ Does the hon. member know 
that the Minister of Justice is under an 
oath?” I said: “Ido not know whether 
he is or not, but I repeat, the statement of 
the Minister is wrong, and consequently 
he has foresworn himself.” Iam ready to 
prove, if an investigation is yranted, that 
the Ministers were trying to hide bad work 
that they had done. The oath of a Cabi- 
net Minister is as follows -— 


‘THE OATH OF THE MEMBERS OF THE 
PRIVY COUNCIL. 


You, , do solemnly promise and 
swear that you will serve Her Majesty truly and 
faithfully in the place of Her Council in this Her 
Majesty s Dominion of Canada, you will keep close 
and secretly such matters as shall be treated, de- 
bated and resolved on in Privy Council, without 
punis or disclosing the same or any part thereuf, 

y word, writing, or otherwise, to any person out of 
the same Council, but to such only as be of the 
Council, and yet if any matter so propounded, treated 
and debated in any such Privy Council, shall touch 
any particular person, sworn of the same Council, 
upon any such matter as shall in any wise concern 
his loyalty and fidelity to the Queen's Majesty, you 
will in no wise open the same to him, but keep it 
secret as you would from any person, until the 
Queen’s Majesty's pleasure be known in that behalf. 
You will in all things to be moved, treated and 
debated in any such Privy Council faithfully, honestly 
and truly declare your mind and opinion to the honor 
and benefit of the Queen's Majesty, and the good of 
her subjects, without partiality or exception of per- 
sons, in no wise forbearing so to do from any manner 
of respect, favour, love, meed, displeasure or dread 
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Of any person or persons whatsoever. In general 
| you wil be vigilant, diligent and circumspect in all 
your doings touching the Queen's Majesty's affairs. 
All which matters and MT you will faithfully 
observe and keep as a good Councillor ought to do, 
to the utmost of your power, will and discretion— 
So Hetp You Gop,” 

I may say that when I had read this 
oath | was surprised at the conduct 
of the Government of the day, and 

| particularly of the Minister of Justice, 
| because their, duty is to do justice to 
the public, and if they fail to do so they 
foreswear themselves. I make this state- 
ment, knowing my responsibility as a 
member of this House. If I made the 
statement without knowing that it was. 
correct I would have reason to be 
ashamed of myself—just as much reason 
as the Minister of Justice has to be 
ashamed that he has sat by for months and 
‘years with such charges as Mr. Laviolette 
and I have made against him. The charge 
made by Warden Laviolette, which I read 
to this House last year, was terrible, and 
the charge [ have made myself is no better. 
I cannot understand how men who are 
under oath can quietly sit by without ven- 
turing to meet their accusers and have 
justice done to all parties interested. 

Now, gentlemen, there is evidently in all 
these things something wrong—even a 
little more than I have said just now. If 
we take up the Supplementary Estimates 
we see there an item of $250 to pay the 
Inspector. Last year, by documents from 
the late Warden,we proved to the Commons 
and to theSenate that that untortunate man 
Lefaivre had been dismissed for no reason 
|whatever—that it was the chief officers 
| who had deserted their posts and had 
thrown the responsibility on Lefaivre’s 

shoulders. Yet, what was the answer of 
the Minister of Justice in the Commons ? 
He says : 


“ Suppose this is all true, what can I do ? I must 
either die the two officers who have since been 
promoted and reinstate him, or pay Lefaivre the bonus 
which he has a right to receive from the Government 

when he, resigns —that is, one month's salary for every 

| year he was in the service of the Government.” 

| 


i Could he not have asked for money in 
(the Supplementary Estimates, as he has 
done this year, to pay Mr. Moylan for ser- 
‘vices rendered four years ago? Is that 
eo es LU the fact that injustice 
‘had been done, yet refusing to remedy it ? 
iI cannot see any justice in such a course. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—There is no objec- 
tion to the motton. 








+ 
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The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF. 


INQUIRY. 


Hon. Me. REESOR rose to— 


Call attention to the new tariff, as bearing un- 
favorably upon some of the most important branches 
in connection with agriculture of the Dominion, and 
to enquire as to the prospect of redress in favor of the 
farmers of Canada. 


He said: I regret that I am under the 
necessity of having to keep my seat while 
I address the House; at the same time, I 
feel more strongly that it is my duty to 
thank you very cordially for the courtesy 
you have always extended to me since I 
have been unable to stand, for allowing me 
to keep my seat, thus violating one of the 
rules of the House. My object in calling 
the attention of the House to the tariff, 
which I understand has been sent up to 
the Senate, but has not been introduced, 
was to refer to certain matters that were 
in the old tariff and are continued ir the 
revised tariff, that bear upon and operate to 
some degree in discouraging the develop- 
ment of agriculture, upon which so much 
of the prosperity and wealth of the coun- 
try depend. I refer to the duty upon the 
article of corn as food: for stock, for 
beef and for pork. I know that I may 
be met with this reply, as I have been on 
many occasions by politicians, who strong- 
nl favored protection to manufacturers, 
that they are only protecting the farmer 
by placing a duty upon American corn. 
This, whether sincerely expressed, or 
expressed merely as an argument to 
influence elections, or to influence far- 
mers with their votes, is certainly 
an erroneous contention, to say the 
least of it, and | think I shall be able 
to point out before 1 am through that 1t is 
not only erroneous and not founded on the 
logic of facts, to be favorable to the de- 
velopment of the interests of the farmers, 
but that it is decidedly injurious to their 
prospects and injurious to the whole coun- 
try. There were over 7,000,000 bushels of 
corn imported from the United States 
last year and only about half of that 
quantity was entered for consumption. 
Upon the amount entered for consump- 
pa a duty of $217,000 was paid. 

alf of the amount entered for con- 
sumption was used by the distillers, and 
made into whiskey. The other half it is 
presumed—the greater part of it at least 





The [SENATE] Tariff. 


— —— — — ee ee eee — 





—was consumed by farmers in feeding 
stock, and a portion of it was ground into 
Indian meal, and used ar human food. So 
that the interference with the revenue that 
the Government collects would only be a 
small amount out of the many millions 
which we are collecting every year. It 
would only amount to $108,000 or $110. 
000. We shall see before I get through 
the great advantage that would result to 
the country by the increased exports of 
beef and pork. We now produce coarse 
grains—coarse grains that take the place 
of corn—and if we imported corn it is said 
that we would not geta market for our 
coarse ea Coarse grains are pease, 
oats and barley. A certain amount of oats 
and inferior barley has always been used, 
and perhaps will be used as long as these 
grains are grown, asamixture withstronger 
feed to make beef or pork. To use concen- 
trated food, such as pease or corn alone, 
is not the most successful system of feed- 
ing animals. They require not only 
lighter food, but a good deal of mill stuff. 
bran shorts, and sometimes oil cake. Ex- 
perience has proven that these articles 
combined make what is called a “ balunced 
ration.” Animals fed on balanced food 
are far more healthy, and are fed at less 
expense to make beef or pork. The price 
of pease, for example, has ranged all the 
way from 55 cents to $1 a bushel during 
the last ten or fifteen years. This year 
the price is lower than | have ever known 
it to be. In some localities they bring 60 
cents; in others only 55 cents, although 
the American buyer is glad when he comes 
to buy them from the regular dealers to 
pay 60 cents or 65 cents. Pease are worth 
per pound for feeding stock as much as 
corn. Pease, perhaps, would produce, if 
fed to dairy cattle, more cheere than corn. 
Corn would produce more butter. Pease 
contain more caseine; corn contains more 
fattysubstance. Theyarebothcqually valu- 
able for making beef. If wecan sell our pease 
even at 55 cents per bushel, and can replace 
it with corn at 35 cents, it is far better 
that the farmer should sell his pease and 
buy his corn. The cheaper article will 
produce the same amount of fattening food 
tor his stock, and will produce the same 
amount of beet’ or the same amount 
of pork. It will be noticed from the 
Trade and Navigation Returns that 
there has been little or no gain in our ex- 
ports for a number of years—very little 
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ever since the duty was put upon corn. | up, but it is a matter entirely in the future. 
Before that we imported a great deal of|I simply desire to impress upon the House 
corn, Farmers used to raise very few |the necessity of yielding so much to the 
pease then. They would raise barley, be- | demand of the agricultural community in 
cause it was more profitable, and would | the first instance, but really a demand of 
save the difference between the prices of| the whole country, to enable us to increase 
the two articles, while corn would feed | our exports to foreign countries, and then 
more per pound than barley and cost only | we shall be able to some extent to meet 
half the price. This year it so happens|the extraordinary drain that is necessarily 
that barley is remarkubly low in price. I} placed upon us, owing to our great enter- 
understand that that has arisen, not so} prise and the great expense we have in- 
much from any great excess in the|curred in building railways, and making 
quantity of barley produced in Canada| local improvements and running ourselves 
and in the United States, but to a/intodebt. It was stuted the other day by 
large extent from the use of corn, a member of the House of Commons that 
glucose, rice and sugar in making beer, | the total indebtedness of Canada, to foreign 
corn being so very cheap, and containing | countries, including our Dominion debts, 
so much saccharine matter, and the dis-|our provincial debts, our municipal debts, 
coveries they have mace in manufacturing | and the debts that we owe where money is 
beer from those articles have enabled | required to go vut of the country to meet 
interest on stock held in banks ana loan 
companies, and money brought out or sent 
outto private individuals toloan upon farms 
—that the interest upon all those debts com- 


them to get along by using less barley 
than formerly. It will be remembered by 

many hon. gentlemen that years ago 
whiskey was made almost exclusively 
from wheat or rye in Canada. Some time | bined would amount to $25,000,000 a year. 
since it was discovered in the United | We cannot be absolutely positive as to the 
States that whiskey could be made at a amount, because it is difficult to get at 
great deal lower price. That discovery | them all, but I have no doubt that sum 
was brought over into Canada. and ever|is a fair approximation. The statement 
since then corn has been used to a laïge was made by the hon. member for Card- 
extent, and is found to be a great deal well, a supporter of the Government, and, 
cheaper than rye, which was formerly |I have no doubt, he has taken the pains to 
purchased for that purpose, so that what-| verify the truth of his statement before 
ever rye is now produced has to be sold at | making it to the House. Assuming then 
a price to correspond with corn, These that it is approximately correct, we have 
circumstances have caused continual | a large sum of money to make up every 
changes in prices in the markets of|year. The interest upon the debts of the 
the United States, with reference to | Dominion alone, if I remember right, is 
barley, an article that we a few years ago | something in the neighborhood of $10,000- 
shipped to that country in considerable | 000, and when we add to that the interest 
quantities, and we must now be placed ina; upon municipal and provincial debts we 
position to meet this change of circum-| know that it swells it up to a much larger 
stances. We must be able to produce! sum,so that$24,000,000 or $25,000,000 is not 
other articles to take the place of the! much more thanwe havetomeet. Now what 
exports that we now have. Barley, as all | do our exports come from? Taking lumber 
farmers well know, has not realized this | and timber, the products of the forest, they 
year prices that would pay for its produc-' amount annually to alittleover$23,000,000. 
tion. Anything less than 60 cents a bushel Taking the manufacturers which we have 
a farmer does not care to pay attention to. | encouraged, and [ do not object to giving 
Barley has sold as low as 35 cents a bushel | reasonable encouragement to manufac. 
this season, and those farmers who can/|tures, only we must not overdo it, so as to 
hold it prefer feeding it to their stock to; make it react injuriously upon other in- 
selling it at that price. Others who de-| to:ests—they have not grown perceptibly 
pend on their barley crop to pay rent,inter- | for the last fifteen or sixteen years. They 
est, mortgages or any other debts have to| were as large, I think, in 1874 as they are 
take 40 cents to 50 cents a bushel for it. The; to-day, notwithstanding the amount of 
probabilities are that in another year the| protection they have had. The exports 
crop will be short, and the price will then go of manufactures amount only toa little 
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over $3,000,00C of exports not explained 
in the Blue-book. They set it down as 
not being explained, owing to the fact 
that it is difficult to get returns upon 
goods exported from inland points—say 
from railway stations at different points in 


gets the use of imported raw material 
without being taxed, for we would then 
be in as good a position as farmers are in 
the most favored parts of the United 
States. They can produce corn cheaper 


the country—but they set it down at $3,-!than we can, and in large quantities. 
000,000. i apprehend that theseinlandex-!They have a large surplus which they 
yore are nearly all agricultural peoducts.| must ship somewhere. We imported 
hey are car loads of cattle, sheep, pota-; about 7,000,000 of bushels last year, or 
toos, grain, etc., sent from interior parts or NA ot that, and we only consumed 
the country. We know in western Ontario about one-third of it. The balance we 
particularly, that is the case. Theyload a | re-shipped to other countries. We were 
car two or three hundred miles from the merely made the carriers. If we could 
int of transhipment to the United | have free corn here we would extend the 
tates going to Buffalo or crossing tbe feeding of beef and the production of 
Suspension Bridge, and returns for such | cheese and butter and pork. At present 
shipments are not reliable. They are taken | we do not produce nearly enough pork 
just as the station masters may choose to for our own consumption. Ever since 
give them, and it is stated also in the Blue- the duty has been put upon corn the 
book that it is hoped that efforts will be | production of pork has fallen off, 
made to get these returns in a more reliable | and farmers will simply produce sufficient 
way. If these additional three millions or | pork to consume what we may term the 
three and a-half millions of dollars are also | offal of the farm—that is, descriptions of 
agricultural, then our total exports of ani-| grain that are not suited for the market or 
mals and their products and of agricultural | for shipping or export. They produce a 
produce would amount to over $40,000,-| certain amount of pork, and in the same 
000 a year. Itis upon this source we must | way produce a certain amount of beef, but 
rely mainly, not only to meet our liabilities | we want to have free corn, and when we 
in other countries, but at home, and to| get it we will be in precisely the same 
develope our country and make it prospe-| sition as our American neighbors. e 
rous. We have part of the capital to can carry corn from Chicago to Eastern 
increase our agriculture in the shape of| Canada as cheaply as they can carry it 
land to the extent of many millions of| into New York State or into Ohio. h 
acres that are now lying idle. We have | not give us the privilege of doing it? tt 
willing hands and industrious, energetic | would take away that incentive that our 
young men, farmers’ sons, who, if they | young men have to go elsewhere that now 
had the inducements to settle upon our exists. You will say: “Try to raise some- 


lands and develop them that they have in 
any other country, I think we should re- 
tain them. There is no man better fitted 
for settlement on our lands now unoccupied 
than the young Canadian farmer. He, 
knows how to turn his band to almost | 
anything, and if he can see clearly that he 
has greater inducements to go into agri- 
culture in Canada than in any other 
country we can retain him here. I 
know that some will say that this is 
the finest country to be found on . 





continent or in any other part of the 
world. I think myself it is one of 
the finest countries on this continent— | 
and that is naturally the feeling of 


| and 6th of last month, and fully discussed 


thing else; we must have a tax upon corn, 
because the people believe it is to their ad- 
vantage that corn should be taxed. They be- 
lievethat they will get more for their coarse 
grain if corn is taxed.” If you will be pa- 
tient with me for a moment I will refer 
to what the farmers themselves say on 
the subject. I have in my hand a copy 
of the Farmer's Advocate, the publisher 
uf which is a protectionist, and a strong 
supporter of the Government; he is what is 
called a strong Conservative, but hear 
what he says in regard to taxing corn: 


tes from the County Institutes 
orce in Toronto on the 4th, 5th 
i many sub- 


‘6 As usual, the dele 
turned out in strong 
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jects that were 
this Province. whole meeting was in favor of 
free corn, both political parties voting unanimonsly 
on this question, those from the corn-growin 
counties of Essex and Kent being quite in accord wit 
this measure.” 

Now I will just read the remarks of the | 
county representative at that meeting : 

** The older 
cheap feed wit 
lands require purchased 
tility, before they will grow roots or grain profitably. 
Many farmers also require seed corn for soiling pur- 
poses ; this must be imported, yet this is also taxed, 
and the pretended policy of admitting the material in 
the farmer's case is entirely lost aight of. If the Gov- 
ernment desire to build up agriculture it must be 
fostered. With all our ted immunity from 
disease and freedom of inland British markets, we 
last vear increased our export of cattle one-fourth, 
while the United States, having to slaughter their | 
cattle at the port of entry, have increased one-half.” 
There was x body like a little Parliament, 
and I have also been told that the repre- 
sentatives of the counties where corn can 
be produced profitably—that is Middlesex, 
Essex and the counties along Lake Erie— 
were as unanimous as all the others in favor 
of free corn, because they can raise wheat 
more profitably than even corn at present 

rices, and they would rather buy corn, 

ess the duty, and feed it, than turn their 
lands to raising corn. In this matter of a 
broad character it is very gratifying to 
find that these people, who might have 
been supposed to be a little selfish and 
want to get an extra price for their own 
products, taking that view, because it 
enables us to remove the duty, if we 
choose, upon corn for the whole Dominion, 
and particularly for old Canada and the 
Eastern Provinces. I see by meetings 
which have been held in Quebec that 
they are in favor of free corn in «all the 
dairy localities. Our dairy products are 
rowing to be of very great importance. 
ur exports of cheese alone amounted to 
noarly $10,000,000 last year, and I suppose 
it took $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 worth to 
feed the population of the Dominion—a 
population that we may reasonably esti- 
mate at 5,000,000. Jn considering the 
quantity of agricultural products exported 
we may add an equal amount for the quan- 
tity used to feed the population of the Do- 
minion. See how vast and important, then, 
is the development of agriculture! See 
how much more rapidly it has grown than 
any other industry suited to this country, 
and how much more profitable it is, as a 
whole, to the country, owing to the gross 
amount of yields for export! It does not 


proving cannot compete in growing 
the West, and a large share of their 
feed to restore their lost fer- 
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individuals rapidly rich, and J do not 
know that the country would be much 
better off if it did. If the agriculturists of 
this country are given a fair chance and no 
favor they are willing to mect the agri- 
culturists of the world in the leading 
markets, and the great market of the 
world for agricultural products is Eng- 
land. They import not only what they 
require fur their own consumption, but for 
re-shipping to other lands. If you go into 
the Liverpool market you will find that 


‘Canadian cheese is not only bought up for 


their own consumption, but forms part of 
many mixed cargoes shipped abroad. The 
more we send them and the more they 
take, the more money we get in re- 
These are some of the reasons 
which I urge in favor of removing the 
duty from corn. Although the Tariff Bill 
has passed the other House without mak- 
ing that change, the amount of revenue 
that would be lost by it would be a mere 
bagatelle compared with the benefit the 
country would derive from the admission 
of corn free of duty. I knowin my own 
section of the country, in the counties of 
York and Ontario, since the duty has been 
put on corn the farmers have gradually 
discontinued feeding cattle for the English 
market. If the duty were removed r am 
satisfied that many of them would go 
into it again, and that the industry would 
grow in every part of the Dominion. In 
view of the fact that we must have new . 
markets for many of our products, and 
must produce other things to take the 
place of what we used to sell in large 
quantities, there is no way in which we 
can adapt ourselves better to the changed 
circumstances than by increasing the pro- 
duction of beef, pork and the dairy pro- 
ducts. The total exports of the Dominion 
as far back as 1873-74 reached $89,789,922 ; 
last year our exports were only $89,189,- 
167, some five or six hundred thousand 
dollars less than they were as far back as 
1874. Now, that is not an oncouraging 
state of things. If our population has 
rown, our exports should have grown. 
me people say that our population has 
increased so rapidly that it takes all the 
increased production to feed them; but if 
our population has grown we should have 
produced in proportion and exported 
more. There is no sound reason why it 
should not be done. Then see the in- 
creased taxation. Ido not object to mak- 





- proportionately—we are not producing ea 
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ing valuable improvements, but lam afraid because we are depriving them of the cheap- 
that we are going too fast, inasmuch | est of articles to make beef and pork, and 
as we are not increasing our export trade see Seah aa to give up producing those 

products. I have been asked, and by inelli- 
sufficient surplus to bring wealth into the gent men, what do you do with your pease 
country to warrant the rapid increase of and oats? Look at the Blue-book and you 
our debt and taxation. In 1873 the duties will find that we export them in consider- 
paid upon imports entered for consump. | able quantities, and we will continue to 
tion amounted to $13,017,730, and last | export them. If we can realize more money 
year they were $23,784,523, not quite | for them than the corn would cost us, it 
double, but running pretty hard on to it. | will pay us to buy the corn and sell the 
In other words, our duties on imports| pease. 


were, in round numbers, in 1873, only $13! troy Mr. SMITH—Pease are much 


000,000, and last year more than $23,500-, mee : 
000. Of course they fluctuate a little. A qu a for hogs than corn; that is 


good deal has been sometimes said about 
our imports being less than our exports—| Hon. Mr. REESOR—I do not find that 
that we wanted to work ourselves into a| it is admitted by those who have had long 

osition where we could produce more, experience. You will find that all the 
import less and export more. We have producers of pork are anxious to have free 
just reversed that. Weareim orting more|corn. The hon. gentleman may have got 
and exporting less. Now the total ex-| the impression that pease were better than 
cess of imports over exporta since Con-|corn because corn is often fed inthe west- 
federation amounts to $451,016,854. You |ern States without anything mixed with 
may ask how have we got on solit and the food istoo concentrated. It will 
prosperously ? We have been borrowing make animals fat, but it is not so safe a 
money; our debt has been running up.| feed as when it is mixed with bran. The 
We may think we are richer because we ! corn itself is just as digestible and whole- 
handle more money, but we are like the | seme and will make just as much pork as 
man that wants to borrow two or three | pease will, but it must be mixed with bran, 
hundred dollars, but mortgages his pro-! ground oats or other feed, and, in fact, to 
perty for two or three thousand dollars | produce pork economically itshould alwa 


and speculates with the money, until hefbe cooked, because it is more digestible. 
finds himeelf involved so that he can never | In the western States they throw out the 
redeem his property again. It will not do|corn in the raw state and let the hogs 
for us to go on and inérease the debt of| gorge themselves with it, and of course 
this country recklessly. I leave it to any | they are not quite so healthy on that kind 
hon. gentleman to say whether he can find | of feed. It will produce sickness when fed 
inthe whole products of this country, from | in excess. But the hon. gentleman ought 
beginning to end, anything that will tend | to leave this matter to be decided by public 
so much to help us out of debt as the re-| opinion. We have the opinion of people 
sources of agriculture. No business in this |on both sides of politics in favor of having 
country will compete with it; none will cheap corn. I think if it were tried 
make wealth so fast; none will develop | again we would find that the production 
better men for the protection of the|of beef and pork for the British market 
CORRE if it ever comes to that, than | would be increased if the duty on corn were 
agriculture, and no business is so easily | removed. I know that I would not myself 
got ut—no business in which so small a think of going into that business unless I 
capital will give a man a start. We could get cheap corn. Just count it up. If 
have now got free land, so that aj you feed pease your beef would cost you at 
man who has strong hands, a good |least a cent a pound more, because you will 
healthy constitution, and is willing to/find that a pound of corn makes just as 
work, and has a few hundred dollars | much pork and beef as a pound of pease. 
to start with, can begin to develop a farm. | You can get corn in Chicago at half a cent 
We must not, by electioneering clap-trap, |a pound ; it would cost a trifle more laid 
impress them with the idea we will make | down here. You can sell the pease at a cent 
them rich by protecting them, when we| per pound. It would therefore be better 
ure at the same time making them poorer, | to buy the corn and sell the pease. If the 
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duty is removed and corn rises in price, we 
are not obliged to buy it, and we could use 
our own coarse grains instead. A pork 
pee in the city of Toronto, who buys 
rom fifty to sixty thousand dollars worth of 
hogs a year, and makes bacon and ham to 
supply the citizens of Toronto, and sends the 
balance to England, says that he uses only 
corn-fed pork. He cannot get anything 
like enough of it in Canada—not one-fourth 
of the hogs that he wants to cut up, and he is 
obliged to send to the States for them. 
You will find no farmers more ready than 
our Canadian farmers to adopt the best 
methods for improvin 
pork and beef for the British market. Just 
as cheese has been worked up until it brings 
a better price on the average than Ameri- 
can cheese, so would the articles of beef 
and pork command better prices in Eng- 
land in a few years if our intelligent farmers 
could import corn free of duty. The 
would use a well balanced food, whic 
would produce the best quality of meat and 
the greatest quantity at the smallest charge 
and that is just what we want. There is 
another reason why this export should be 
encouraged. A great many farmers de- 
pend entirely on grain, and they cannot 
aiford to feed pease and barley on their 
farms if they can get more than 50 cents 
for it. They say that beef does not make 
a return equal to the cost of producing it 
when grain sells at such prices. There is 
a reason then for encouraging stock-raising 
because many of the farms are being run 
out, owing to having been devoted entirely 
tothe raising of grain. They want to keep 
stock in order that they may have their 
lands enriched, and in that way every acre 
will produce double, and in some instances 
treble, the quantity that poor, worn out 
lands do where they have been made to 
produce grain year after year for a quarter 
of a century. All who have any practical 
knowledge of farming, and some who 
have only a theoretical knowledge of it, 
understand that. That is an additional 
reason why this duty should be removed. 
I will read an extract from one of our city 

apers here on the subject of the McKinley 
Pavitt Bill introduced at Washington. it 
is as follows :— : 


‘ Washington, 7th.—In the debate on the Tariff 
Bill to-day, Mr. McKinley said every relief which 
could be afforded agricultural interests by the tariff 
had been recommended. Under the duties second 
the Bill, the annual imports, 325,000,000 of agricul- 
tural ia would be supplied the people of the 

4 


United States by the American farmer rather than 
by the Canadian farmer, and that $25,000,000 dis- 
tributed among farmers would relieve some of the de- 
pression prevailing, and give them in courage 
and ability to raise the mortgages upon their farma. 
ae the twelve years of reciprocity with Canada 
the United States bought much more than it sold. 
What Canada and other countries wanted was a free 
and ope market in the United States. What the 
United States wanted, if it ever had reciprocity, was 
reciprocity with ity, reciprocity that was fair, 
and that would give her her share in trade, or the 
bargain she made with the other countries of the 
world. Whenever the United States had had trade 
TOC POOLEY or low duties it had always been the 
oser. ” 


It will be seen that the gentleman who 
made that speech, if he is correctly re- 


the production of|ported, had an eye to making a little cap- 


ital amongst the farmers of the United 
States. Everyone here knows that we 
cannot get rich by putting high duties 
upon our neighbors’ products. If more 
than we want to use comes in here, it goes 
out to some other countries. The Ameri- 
can farmer would not be benefited by 
shutting off our products, because the 
merchants on the seaboard are continually 
peehip Ding them to other countries. The 
very lumber they take from us they send 
to South America and the West Indies. 
The very pease that they buy from 
us go to make up mixed cargoes. 
There are thousands and thousands of 
sailors visiting the ports of New York, 
Boston and Portland every year, all re 
quiring a certain proportion of such 
gous as we produce. If our neigh- 

rs did not get them from us they 
could not sell them. It is really a 
gain to them, not a disadvantage to 
the American farmer at all, that the 
lumber and pease should go there—in 
fact, that the horses from this country 
should be admitted to their markets, 
because they export horses. It is true 
they export horses for brecding purposes, 
of a ditferent character from those that 
they buy from us, but by purchasing from 
us they are able to sell their own. Sol 
fancy that this buncombe will not go very 
far, except with persons who do not look 
into matters of trade—certainly it will not 
go far with the United States Congress. I 
believe that if our own Government will 
take the trouble to negotiate a reciprocity 
treaty which would be advantageous to 
both countries it would be better, but if 
they do not choose to do that, let us at 
least have our legislation of such a char- 
acter as will enable us to prepare our 
products for export to another country. 
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Some one remarked to-day that corn is not 
good feed for hogs. Ata meeting of the 

og Breeders’ Association of the Domin- 
ion, held at Shaftsbury Hall, Toronto, a 
resolution was adopted unanimously re- 
questing the Dominion Government to put 
corn on the free list, on the ground that it 
would beanadvantage totbe swine ear 
Many of these gentlemen are very intelli- 
gent, enterprising men. They import the 
finest breeds of hogs in the world and 
carry off the prizes at our fairs, and know 
how to handle them and make the best 
pork. I have already quoted to the House 
the opinions of the gentlemen who met at 
London representing the dairy and cattle 
interests, and in fact the whole farming 
interest, and they were without a dissent- 
ing voice in favor of removing the duty 
from corn, so that I think it is rather too 
much to assume that it would be injurious 
to the agricultural interest in this country. 
Now, if this McKinley Bill should pass at 
Washington the duty upon horses would 
amount to 70 per cent., on cattle 61 per 
cent., on hogs 45 per cent. Fortunately, 
we have no hogs to sell them. Upon 
sheep it would be 50 per cent., on all other 
animals 20 per cent., on barley 44 per 
cent., so that our market would be entirely 
cut off in those articles. 


Hon. Mz. McMILLAN—How much are 
they putting on pease? 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—There is no duty on 
raw pease, but on split pease there is a duty 
of 32 per cent, The duty on potatoes is 
68 per cent. I find this information ina 
Boston paper which was very much op- 
posed to the Bill. That paper says: 


‘“ A special Washington despatch to the Boston 
Journal, the Republican organ here, says the expert 
of the Committee on pave and Means has completed 
his analysis of the McKinley Tariff Bill. The an- 
alysis of Schedule G—Agricultural Products and 
Provisions—shows perhaps the most striking depart- 
ure from the existing law. The changes indicated in 
percentages, the percentages showing the relative 
equivalent ad valorem rate under the existing and 
proposed law, perhaps best illustrate the increases 
which have been made by the Bill. The following 
are some of the more noted increases in the schedule : 


a Proposed 


ariff Tariff 
per cent. per cent. 

Horses.....,.. ........ 20°00 70°07 
Cattlé. siemens 20°00 61°94 
DS ce 20°00 45°88 
SHEED: sje cravat rares 20°00 60°30 
All other animals.......... "00 20°00 
Barley .occi de id Sew dks hw 14°72 45°16 
Barley malt............... ‘9 60°98 





Buckwheat ................ 10°00 32°47 
Pil occu see: A Te 19°7 29°55 
Cornmeal ................. 11°24 22°48 
Macaroni ................. Free. 36 12 
Oafs::.i lois week bee ees 21°93 32°89 
Oatmeal .... .. .......... 17°09 34°18 
RVG ioc dires ke rates 6°67 6°67 
Rye flour............. .. 12°50 12°50 
Wheat .............. .... 9-74 12°17 
Wheat flour............... 20°00 25°00 
Butter.................... 20°64 30°96 
Cheeses... shee dass ete 28°96 42°42 
Beans....... ............. 10°00 34°) 
EUR: ds: Seca saseet baad 32°91 
Egos, yolk of.............. 20°00 25°00 
AN A Moe oe eee 19°46 38 92 
Honey 2.0 eurent ne 64°14 64°14 
Hop... 29°67 55°62 
Spht pease................ 20°00 32°61 
Potatoes ......... ........ 41°26 68°77 
Castor beans or seeds...... 47°75 30°56 
Flaxseed or linseed ........ 17°00 25 50 
Garden seeds.............. 20-00 40°00 
Vegetables, preserved. ..... 35°00 45°00 
Vegetables, natural state... 10°00 2°00 
SHAW ose usa de qe Free 30-00 
Teazels..... ....... ..... Free 30°00 
Anchovies, sardines........ 29:57 29°70 
Fish, pickled.............. 14°94 14°94 
ish, fresh, salted.......... Free 52°10 
Pickled, smoked or preserv- 
ed in any other manner.. 15°61 31°22 
Herrings, pickled.......... 14°11 14°11 
TB itive evecare eee ee is Ve 26°45 30°00 
Bacon and hams........... 11°86 29:67 
Beef, mutton and pork..... 15°04 30°10 
Meats of all kinds......... 25°00 25°00 
Tarascon cé 24°39 24°39 
Salt nce eae ease sop 44°09 44°09 
Salt in bulk............... 85°26 85°26 
Stare es rues moe Maes 91°53 91°53 
Total agricultural products, 
A RE eon 24°54 43°09 


So that ifit were possible that it did pass, 
we must have another market at once; 
otherwise we would be placed at a very 
great disadvantage. I will not detain the 
House any longer. I would like to hear 
the views of other gentlemen. I feel very 
strongly on this matter, and I do hope that 
the House will consider the question enti- 
rely on its merits, and no matter what 
prejudice might say, or that political 
partizanship might say, that we will all 
be able to rise to a higher plane, and 
dispose of this question on its merits 
entirely. ° 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—I am sure 
it must be gratifying to hon. gentlemen, 
as itis especially to myself, to hear the 
hon. member from Markham state that 
after his experience of eleven years of 
the National Policy he still has no objection 
to a reasonable protection to our ma 
nufacturers. Coming from a Liberal, 
a man of large experience, it is gra- 
tifying to the House to know that he 
has reached that conclusion. The only 
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article of the tariff that is under discus- 
sion is corn, which he considers should be 
on the free list. If he had qualified his 
statement a little there might have been 
something in it, but he does not qualify it 
at all: he says that corn should be made 
free, and, of course, i must take issue with 
him. It is a debatable point whether corn 
ought to be introduced free for consump- 
tion, but it is not a debatable point that 
corn should be made free in its entirety— 
and why? Because half of the corn im- 
ported into this country goes into the pre 
duction of spirit. It is well to show how 
much grain has been used in this country 
in the three years 1887, 1888 and 1889 for 
distilling purposes: 





Bush. 
Wheat occu Melick al es 39,264 
Other grains................. 5,031,816 
Indian corm ................. 3,962,881 
Total Av cansiea esas 9,033, 961 


So that you will observe that four fifths of |: 


thecorn imported into this country has been 
manufactured into spirit. Now, is it in 
the interests of this country that we should 
import corn free and produce spirit from 
it? I say not. I say it is diametrically 
opposed to the interest of the farmer. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—You can increase 
the excise duty on spirit. 


Hon. Mr. READ—The hon. gentleman 
says that the duty on corn is prejudicial 
to the interest of the agriculturist. I do 
not know exactly what agriculturists re- 

uire, for I have never ploughed a furrow, 

have never cut a sheaf of wheat, or dri- 
ven a team on the farm, that I know of; 
but I do know how the farmer gets his 
money ; and I believe that I know what is 
‘best for his interest. In this particular case 
it certainly is not in his interest that free 
corn should be brought into the country to 
be used for the production of spirit, because 
ix comes in competition with all other 
grains he produces, a great dea! of 
which at times he exports. It takes the 
piece of rye, which we export every year. 

know a distiller who has exported rye 
this year who says if the Government 
would go further and put such a duty on 
corn as would induce the distillers to use 
better grain than they are using it would 
be far better for the consumers of whiskey. 
I speak advisedly on this question, be- 
cause I carried on a distillery myself for 
twenty-five years,and madeasmuchspiritas 
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would swamp a man-of-war ; consequently, 
Iam speaking of what I know. If the 
Government would put such a duty on 
corn that enters into the production of 
spirit, they would be acting in the interest 
of the farmer, and in that connection they 
would not increase the price but a very 
small amount to the consumer. The in- 
creased price to the consumer would be 
so small that he scarcely would discover 
it, and before I sit down I will tell 
you how little it is. It would furnish 
a market for articles which we have 
to export now, and which could be 
used by the distiller, and would pro- 
duce a better spirit. When we want a 
cout que of whiskey it is old rye we ask 
or. Do we get it? No; 80 per cent. of 
the grain that goes into spirit is corn, 
which carries ire ReFoe pisse of fusil 
oil, and is not as good a spirit asrye; 
80 per cent. of the spirit that is consumed 
in the country is produced from corn, and 
the balance is from barley and rye. The 
following are the quantities for the last 
three years :— 


1889. 1888. 1887. 

Malt.......... 4,859,031 4,606,544 4,741,837 
Indian corn 77, 666,6 74,285,727 70,065,303 
we as ee 15,006,917 11,622,004 14,380,245 
Wheat .. 99, 256,809 
Oats. ........ 1,285,281 1,380,889; 1,682,766 
Barley........ 56,000 91,898 

98,972,941 94,242,866 90,910,901 


Now, my contention is that a good bill of 
rain—because that is what it is called by 
istillers—can be obtained without having 

corn at all. Upto the year 1845 we knew 

nothing about Indian corn being used for 
distilling purposes. I was not in the trade 
at the time; but in 1548 1, unfortunately, 
had a large distillery thrown on my hands 
at a moment’s notice. A gentleman died 
of cholera in Montreal. I was on his 
paper to a large extent and in order to 
save myself from loss I took hold of his 
distillery, unfortunately, and ran it. It 
would have been better had I suffered the 
loss in the first instance, All the grain 
that was used in that distillery was rye, 
malt barley or oats. I have distilled buck- 
wheat. But about that time the Americans 
began to find old rye whiskey dearer than 
whiskey manufactured from Indian corn 

and they began to distill corn, and I 

recollect very well the first corn brought 

for distilling purposes into this part 
of the country. . Morton, about that 
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time, or a little prior to that time, 
had a standing advertisement in the 
newspapers that he would give 60 cents a 
bushel for all the rye delivered at his dis- 
tillery for the next three years, He was 
a man doing a very large business and 
could command more capital than any 
man, 80 far as I know, between Montreal 
and Toronto. If at that time he had 
known how to use Indian corn in the pro- 
duction of spirit and how to get rid of the 
fusil oil which it contains, and which is 
injurious to health, he would not have ad- 
vertised for three years for ryo to run his 
distillery, and encouraged the farmers to 
raise it, and made a price for it. But, 
ufter that, corn came in free, and to my 
recollection there was not any more adver- 
tising of that kind in the newspapers. I 
commenced distilling in 1849 and for seven 
years I never had a bushel of corn in my 
distillery. I ran it entirely on rye and 
malt, did not use oats, because you 
do not need oats when you have rye or 
barley. You can produce spirit from oats, 
but in using corn you must have some- 
thing that is called a cap to keep the fer- 
mentation down to a certain stage. You 
must have something to float on the top of 
the fermenting tubs three or four inches 
deep. The shell of the corn will not float; 
it sinks to the bottom. Distillers would 
not use a bushel of rye, but would use corn 
altogether, if they could get as good a 
yield; but they cannot get as good a yield 
from corn alone, because they must have 
a cap of oats or rye to keep the fermen- 
tation. The best mixture to produce the 
greatest quantity of spirit to a given 
number of pounds of grain is corn and rye 
about half and half. But while you get a 
little less spirit perhaps if you use rye 
alone the difference is not so great as to 
make it an object to use corn if quality is 
required. My idea is, and it might be 
worth the consideration of the Govern- 
ment, that a duty should be placed upon 
corn used for distilling purposes. The hon. 
gentleman for Markham Le tax the 
whiskey? Does that help the producer 
of the grain at all? It is now taxed 
to an enormous extent. The pound of 
grain that goes into the production of 
whiskey costs three-fourths of a cent. 
That pound of grain Lael Lo the country 
a tax of 6 cents. A distiller said the other 
day in the House that the duty amounts 
to $4 a bushel. I think that is little above 


The [SENATE] Tariff. 


the mark, but it is near enough. The 
duty being $4 a bushel, if they increase 
the bill of grain to the distiller 5 cents a 
bushel—or, say, an increase of from three- 
fourths of a cent to 1 cent a pound, you 
will see that the difference to the con- 
sumer would be so little that he would not 
perceive it. Consequently, if you encour- 
age farmers to grow grain for distilling 
purposes it would not enhance the price 
to the consumer. The duty on whiskey 
at present is enormous. I have no doubt 
there are gentlemen in my presence who 
have bought whiskey at 20 cents per gal- 
lon. I have sold it for less, so you can 
understand the cost of production is very 
little. I have sold it for 20 cents a gallon 
and made a good profit. I can sell it to- 
day at that price, without duty, and make 
a good profit. 


Hon. MR. DEVER—Ont of what ? 


Hon. Mr. READ—I can make it out of 
the bill of grain that is given here. 


Hon. Mr. DEV ER—What kind is that? 


Hon. Mr. READ—Malt and rye, and 
barley and corn. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I can make it out 
of corn for 74 cents. 


Hon. Mr. READ—But you must make 
a profit also, and I add the profit. I think 
it is a matter worthy of consideration. 
The farmers of this country are not in an 
unfavorable position. You will ask, how 
do I know it? I have made it my business 
to get information from every source, 
wherever I would meet a man that I 
thought would give me the information. 
I will say, so far as I can judge, that the 
farmers of this country are in a better 
position than the farmers are in any other 
country I know of—at least where they 
speak the English language. They 
are certainly now in a better position 
than farmers in the United States or 
England. While farmers in this country 
have not so much capital as they have in 
England, as their money is in their land 
and in their stock, it must be considered 
it is only a few years since this country 
was a wilderness, and the farmers who 
came here were, as a rule, men without 
means. When Î was a boy of ten years of 
age I remember two ship loads of farmers 
left the town where I lived to settle in 
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Canada, in the county of Guelph, in the 
‘interests of the Canada Company, and now 
see what a thriving place it is. I remem- 
ber at that time, when I was going to 
school, agriculture in England was in a 
seriously depressed condition. Banks 
failed all over the country, the war having 
terminated in 1815, and prices went down, 
until wheat, which was the staple grain 
raised by the farmers at that time, was sold 
for less than the actual cost of production, 


Hon. Mr. REESOR— Was that before 
they had free trade ? 


Hon. Mr. READ—Yes; this was before 
we had free trade. When I was a boy of 
ten I left home and ran away to London, 
and have paddled my own canoe since that 
time. To show that agriculture is seriously 
depressed, I may say that the agriculturists 
of other countries are even more so, I will 
read what a very eminent man in the 
United States has to say about the de- 
pression in the neighboring Republic. I 
quote from a speech made a few days ago 
by Gen. Ben. Butler: 


‘© General Butler was heartily applauded, and after 
a pleasant acknowledgment of the cordial greeting, 
proceeded to speak on the Farmers’ Alliance, ‘ an or- 
ganization of proportions very formidiable, and of a 
a de if it can hold together in its action, which 
will irresistible. It claims to be non-political ; 
honestly so I doubt not, but how is it possible for the 
action of a body of men who think to influence the 
legislation of Congress and the Government of the 
country to be non-political ? I suppose they mean, 
however, that they do not propose, as a body, to join 
either of the political parties, any more than such a 
body of religionists would propose to join any church. 
Their claimed object is to fundamentally alter and 
change the situation, business and production of the 
fruits of the earth, on which all at last depends, and 
their relation to the other industries of the country to 
the fullest expanse and in the most radical form.’ Has 
the farming interest, asked the speaker, any need of 
action in its behalf in the matter of its position as the 
greatest industry of the country, entitled to a fair 
share in the rewards of its labors ? 

‘“ He then proceeded to discuss the possibilities of 
the farmers’ financial condition, showing the meagre 
returns of farm labor, and, as a subsequent result, 
that the farms were passing out of the ownership of 
the tillers of the soil, and that they are becoming 
simply tenant farmers, the worth of the land having 
escaped them in spite of all their industry. ‘In the 

icultural lands alone,’ he stated, ‘ the farms of the 
estern States, exclusive of city, county and town 
property, there is invested in farm mor es the 
stupendous sum of $3,450,000,000, at a rate of interest 
ranging from 7 to 9 per cent., to say nothing of costs 
and the commissions of agents, which have been taken 
from the farmers for procuring the loans of money, 
on the average not less than 7 per cent. There is no 
way of refunding or reducing this fabulous mortgage 
debt, with its oppressive and destructive rates of in- 
terest. It is equally impossible to pay even the in- 
terest upon this debt, the mortgages calling for from 


7 to 9 per cent., while by statistics it is shown that 
the average profits on farming industries are between 
4 and 5 per cent. only. These mortgages never will 
be paid, if for no other reason, because they never can 
be paid if the debtors were ever so much disposed to 
pay them. Even with the Silver Bill now on the 
tapis in Congress, and which in the view of some of the 
western men is to be the panacea of all financial diffi- 
culties, it would take all the silver that the mints of 
the United States can coin at the rate of four and a 
half millions a month, and all the silver that the sil- 
ver mines can produce in that time, to pay one year’s 
interest on these mortgages, supposing that no more 
money is borrowed.’ 

‘6 «The examination of statistics in this matter con- 
cluded General Butler,’ you may think, has been a 
dry subject ; it has been an interesting one, however, 
and it has some features of amusement. One of them 
I will state to you: When a portion of the Farmers’ 
Alliance in Kansas came out, denouncing their very 
able and eloquent Senator, Ingalls, because, as they 
alleged, he had suggested no methods for meetin 
this state of things which I have sketched, whic 
substantially cannot be met by any legislation of 
Congress, another Senator, to put himself in accord 
with the Farmers’ Alliance, immediately introduced 
a Bill providing that the Government of the United 
States should loan the farmers 83,000,000 to relieve 
them from their financial difficulties. When I saw 
the report of that Bill, as telegraphed by the Asso- 
ciated Press, I made a little calculation of results, as 
I not infrequently do, and I found that if it por 
at once, and the western farmers should get the full 
amount of the money, without any toll or discount, 
they would be able to pay their debts to the extent 
of about two-thirds of a mill on the dollar on these 
farm mortgage debts only. Or, in other words, 80 as 
to get rid of remembering calculations, it would pay 
the interest on these farm mortgages for five days. 
I laughed. You will observe that I do not suggest 
any method of alleviation or remedy of these great 
evils. That is neither my duty nor my business. I 
am now a private citizen.’ (Applause.)” 


Then another speaker on the same sub- 
ject said: 

A eu of the farm mortgages, he proposed 
that the farmers do as had been done in Boston. Re- 
organize, issue bonds for one-half the indebtedness, 


payable in 100 years, and the rest when they get the 
money.” 


Then another speaker : 


‘*Senator Charles Carleton Coffin spoke at some 
length of the action of General Butler in declaring the 
slaves to be contraband of war and its influence upon 
the War of the Rebellion. There was, he said, a 
close connection between that declaration and the 
present condition and political equality of the colored 
man. He said there was greater distress among 
pen farmers to-day than among the corn farmers. 

e thought concentration of capital had something 
to do with this, and it was à momentous problem.” 

So that there seems to be a consensus 
of opinion that there is a great depression 
among the agriculturists all over the 
world. He says: “There is no home 
market for them which does not take its 
instructions from the seaboard, and the 
seaboard transmits the word of the foreign 
market.” Of course, the prices in the 
home market are the game as in the 
market to which the products are export- 
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ed, I congratulate the Government upon 
their tariff in the interests of the farmers. 
To my mind they have been doing great 
good. Though I am not a practical 
farmer myself, I have been doing business 
with farmers for more than fifty-four years 
in an active business life. In all that time I 
had never seen the farming community in 
a worse position financially than they are 
to-day. I have seen them, perhaps, when 
they had not as much means, and when 
they had not imbibed such luxurious 
habits, but having got into such habits it 
is very hard to get rid of them. Like 
all others, they feel very reluctant 
to return to more economical ways of 
living. In the county where I live, when 
I first went there the spring carriages 
were assessed, and the assessment roll 
showed that there were seven spring car- 
riages; to-day there are a good many 
more than seven thousand, though I can- 
not tell the exact number, In the county 
right opposite to where I live it is the 
same—that is the county where I met 
Mr. Wiman when he was lecturing on 
commercial union. I took occasion to 
combat his views and could scarcely get 
a hearing. I have lived long enough to 
see the sentiment in favor of commercial 
union declining until it has nearly died 
out. In that county the people had got 
into an extravagant way of living, the 
cause of whichI willexplain. About 1855 
we began to export barley from that part 
of the country to the United States, and 
the Bay of Quinté barley was very much 
sought after. The brewers liked it be- 
cause of its color and quality, and they 
purchased all that could be procured in that 
part of the country. Prices kept increasing 
during the Reciprocity Treaty to a certain 
extent, and after the repeal of the Recipro- 
city Treaty to a much greater extent. 
During the eleven years of the Reciprocity 
Treaty the average price that the farmers of 
this country got for their barley was 674 
cents; for the eight years after the repeal 
of the treaty the average price was 90} 
cents, At that time there was a Board of 
Trade meeting every year held here in the 
Railway Committee room, and I attended 
it as a member. I have always been 
anxious to have reciprocity with the 
United States, but in order to show them 
that we were not suffering because of the 
abrogation of the treaty, I quoted these 
figures, and they could not be challenged, 
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because I gave them on the very best 
authority. During the Reciprocity Treaty 
I bought barley in enormous quantities 
and kept a propeller and a vessel of Mr. 
Flint’s going twice a week to Oswego dur- 
ing the season. The Americans had had 
a family quarrel, which ended in consider- 
able disagreement: they had not com- 
meuced to grow barley. They had plenty of 
greenbacks in their pockets, and they 
paid high prices for our farm producta 
One day I sold a large quantity of barley 
in Oswego at §2.45 a bushel, gold. In 
those days I paid the farmer from $1.20 to 
$1.40 a bushel. A farmer who delivereda 
hundred bushels of barley at my ware 
house received for it from $120 to $140: 
to-day, if he delivers 100 bushels and gets 
$35 for it he may consider himself lucky. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—The reason why is, 
you are importing corn and making whis- 
key, instead of using the barley. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I will come to that 
presently. I have hundred of times sent 
out vessels loaded with barley and brought 
back corn, but there was no duty then. I 
used corn because it wascheaper. I coukl 
sell the barley and buy corn to better ad- 
vantage. I have mentioned the cause of 
the prevailing depression. Sometimes, in 
addition to low prices, we have had a fail- 
ure of the crops, such as occurred two vears 
ago in the part of the country where | live. 
The country for a hundred miles on each 
side of Belleville, a fertile agricultural dis- 
trict, was obliged to import hay that year 
almost at harvest time. Where I reside 
we had to get ten thousand tons of hay 
from Lower Canada. We slaughtered 
every animal we could kill and kept the 
rest of our stock the best way we coul, 
paying $15 and $16 a ton for hay. 

ou can easily see what a reduction 
was going on there. I had 135 acres 
under meadow, and I had about enoagh 
hay from it, with $500 worth that I bought, 
to keep my stock alive. That was the 
state of things then. We will come now 
to the present time. Last year we had a 
reasonably good crop, but what were the 
prices ? If it had not been for the cheese 
industry the farmers of that part of the 
country could not have paid their taxes 
without selling their stock. If it had not 
been for the cheese industry we oould not 
have lived at all, because one man pur- 
chased $900,000 worth to ship from that 
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district, and his brother bought $600,- 
000 worth in the Brockville district. Bar- 
ley sold at 35 cents, and if it was extra 
it brought 40 cents. It costs 60 cents a 
bushel to grow barley, if you charge a 
reasonable rent for the land. Wheat sold 
at 75 cents, and anybody who can grow 
wheat for less than a dollar a bushel must 
manage very well: it cannot be done. 
There, again, was a cause of reduction. 
Take the price of hay to-day: my son was 
offered $6.50 for two hundred tons of hay. I 
wanted to sell it, but not at that price. At 
such figures for farm produce, agriculture 
is unprofitable. The farmers are going 
behind. The average farmer of this 
country has nat made both ends meet for 
two or three years: it is impossible for 
him to doit. I have an energetic, careful 
neighbor, a man whose father drilled him 
to keep a close account of every day’s 
work and all his expenditure, and he tells 
me that last year he lost $150 on the 
year’s operations and this year he is losing 
more. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—Does he include 
the shrinkage in value of his farm ? 


Hon. Mr. READ—No; you cannot sell a 
farm. People who own land have to stay 
there. [know a nice little farm, close to my 
own, one of the finest parts of Canada; the 
owner of that wrote me the other day that 
the farm is idle. He cannot get a tenant 
for it. I have 100 acres of land, every por- 
tion of whicb is cleared, and I had rented 
a portion of it for forty years; I cannot 
find a tenant for it now. It is practically 
in the city of Belleville ; it lies right at the 
Grand Trunk Railway station. 


Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE— What rent 
have you been offered for it ? 


Hon. Mr. READ—It is 100 acres of 
cleared land, without a stump, half of it 
seeded down, and lies right in the city at 
the Grand Trunk Railway station. I otfered 
it for $150, but he would not take it unless 
I paid the taxes. 


Hon, Mr. DEVER—Is there a house on 
it? 

Hon. Me. REA D—Yes; and a good barn. 
That is the state of things with us. I 
think I have explained why the farmers 
are not in a very good condition; the 
prices of produce are too low. That seems 


to be the case all the world over. It is as 
bad in England, and a great deal worse in 
the western States. I hada letter from 
a man in England that [ have known since 
1856. He is afarmer there, and writes me 
that he has lost all his capital without any 
snopes of return—that he is living at the 
sufferance of his landlord, whois an estim- 
able man, but how long that will continue 
he cannot say. He mentions in his letter 
that he observes in a newspaper the 
assignment of a man named John Fisher, 
a sober, industrious man, also a farmer. [ 
admit that those men do not work #8 our 
Cunadians farmers do. If an English 
farmer were to labor he would lose caste. 
No men work harder than our Canadian 
farmers. From now until next fall the 
farmer will work fifteen and sixteen hours 
a day, not nine or ten hours, as the 
mechanic does. That work is steady and 
hard, with just enough time taken from 
the fields for meals, Nine-tenths of our 
farmers lead their men inthe field. They 
have plenty of food and live well, but they 
cannot make both ends meet at the pre- 
sent time. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN — What about 
the duty on corn ? 


Hon. Me. READ-—T will admit that the 
importation of corn for feeding cattle is a 
debatable question. There are two classes 
of farmers, those who feed stock as a busi- 
ness and those who produce grain. The 
former would naturally like to get cheap 
corn, but the other, a much larger class, 
want to get the best prices they can ob- 
tain for their grain. It cannot be exported, 
and they must sell it in the home market. 
It is a debatable question whether free 
corn for feeding purposes would be bene- 
ficial. 

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Is not the land 
in this country capable of producing feed 
for cattle without procuring it on the other 
side of the line? 


Hon. Mr. READ—We can raise plenty 
of feed for man and beast in this country 
if there is an inducement. But the farmers 
find that they cannot get a sufficient re- 
turn for their labor to meet their expenses. 
Relief must come in some way. The 
farmers are rooted to the soil and cannot 
get away. Occasionally a farmer gets so 
far behind that he runs away. That oc- 
curred in the case of a tenant of mine last 





796 
ear. He and his son had been engaged 
in feeding cattle. He lost $600, and he left 


the country. 


At six o’clock Mr. READ discontinued 
his speech until after Recess. 


THE BANKING BILL. 
FIRST READING. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (127) “An Act re- 
specting Banks and Banking.” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think I must 
consult the House as to what the order of 
our business shall be. We have this Bill be- 
foro us, and another important measure, 
and if this debate goes on we shall have very 
little time to do anything to them to-night. 
On the other hand, [ am informed that 
there is every probability of the business 
of the other House being finished by to- 
morrow night, so that the ptorogation 
may take place on Friday, and of course it 
behooves us to be up with our work in case 
that should happen. If this debate had 
finished, I was going to propose that we 
should euspend some of the Rules and take 
one of these large Bills and go carefully 
through itin committee to-night; but I see 
no prospect at present of being able to do 
that, especially as there are three or four 
Bills on the Paper which will take a little 
time after this debate is finished. I would, 
therefore, propose to the House to meet 
to-morrow morning at eleven o'clock, 
and with the understanding that I shall 
ask the House to do that, I move that the 
Bill be read a second time to-morrow. 


The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
FIRST READING. 


A message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (143) “An Act to 
amend the Acts respecting the Duties of 
Customs,” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT moved that the Bill 
be read the second time to-morrow. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—Before that motion 
carries I wish to say a few words about 
the position of things, We have been here 
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time the Senate has had very little to do. 
Now, ut the end of the Session, the most 
important measures, which we have been 
looking forward to for the greater part of 
those four months, are brought down, and 
we are asked to put the Customs Bill and 
Banking Bill through to-morrow. I am 
not finding fault with the Minister who 
leads this House at all, but I am finding 
fault with the system. It is an outrage on 
the Senate, because we have not the time 
to give to either of these measures anything 
like due consideration. There is another 
point which seems most unquestionable in 
connection with those Bills: the Banking 
Bill was read the third time in the House 
of Commons last Wednesday, and we did 
not get it here until Tuesday of this week. 
The last three days we have met and 
adjourned before six o'clock. Now we 
might just as well have had that Bill here 
sooner and be dealing with it. There mast 
be some reason for this apparently unac- 
countable delay in forwarding the Bill to 
us. We should have got that Bill on last 
Friday at the latest, and then we could 
have devoted yesterday to an intelligent 
discussion on it. The House is certainly 
entitled to some explanation of the delay 
in the forwarding of these Bills, and even 
though prorogation is delayed for a day 
beyond the hour when the House of Com- 
mons finish their business, we should be 
given time at least to go through these 
measures with a little care. If the Bill 
came up to us in the shape in which it was 
introduced in the House of Commons 
there would not be so much force in what 
I say, but the Bill has been very consider- 
ably altered in the other House. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The Tariff Bill 
always comes up late in the Session, but I 
think the House should have some explan- 
ation why the Banking Bill has been so 
long delayed. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
perfectly justified in the complaint he makes 
as to these Bills not having come up here 
before. Iwas surprised that they did not 
come up yesterday. I made enquiries and 
found that they had not come up. This 
morning I made a complaint in the proper 
quarter, that the Bills had been delayed, 
and at the end of the Session, too, and the 
gentlemen who have charge of that depart- 
were to enquire why there had been any 


now for nearly four months. Most of thatidelay. I believe it was in consequence of 
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my intervention this morning that we got 
the Bills to-day even. I understood, in an 
informal way, that it was in consequence 
of some new regulation that has been made 
in the other House about the sending up 
of Bills that this one has been delayed. [ 
think it is an outrageous delay at this end 
of the Session, and I know that my col- 
leagues are as indignant as I am, and will 
take care that it shall not occur again. 
But with regard to the other matter of 
which the hon. gentleman complains, 
let us look at it fairly, and I think 
we will find that no blame is at- 
tachable to the Government on that 
score. The Tariff Bill has been 
before the House for a very consider- 
able period of time, but unfortunately— 
of course we have no right to find fault 
with it and we do not find fault with it— 
our system is such that the tariff, more 
especially, is made as it were the vehicle 
for all kinds of political motions. Discus- 
sions take place day after day upon it and 
no progress whatever is made. That, as 
any hon. gentleman can see by the pro- 
ceedings that have been going on elsewhere, 
is the fact. These Bills were introduced 
in the other House in ample time to be 
carefully considered and passed and to 
come here and receive all the consideration 
that we might think proper to give them 
and with lots of time to spare, but they 
have been delayed day after day by 
motions which have no relation to legisla- 
tion at all. Itis notour fault: it is not the 
fault of the Ministry; it is not the fault of 
this House—it is the fault of the system, 
more than anything else, that we have 
reason to complain ix that respect. How- 
ever, apart from that, there is no power 
on earth that can make us close our sit- 
tings any sooner than we are satis- 
fied to do it, and no power to make 
us pass Bills sooner than we can satisfy 
our consciences that we are doing what 
is right, and I for one will act in con- 
cert with every one in this House in 
seeing that we have proper time to con- 
sider all that we think uires consider- 
ation in the Bills coming before us. I do 
not think on that score that we need give 
ourselves any reason to complain, because 
it will depend entirely on ourselves. 


Hon. Ma. DEVER—We have taken our 
time all along here in this House—we 
have been waiting for legislation from the 
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other Chamber, and if the Lower House 
choose to keep us back, we have it in our 
power to show them that we are in no 
urry to get through. For my part, I am 
satistied to stay here a month yet, sooner 
than hurry through with measures which 
have not been placed before us in time. 


At 6.10 p.m. the Speaker left the Chair. 


After Recess. 


Hon. Mr. READ resumed: When the 
House rose for dinner I was remarking 
about a tenant of mine who, from reverses 
that he had experienced, thought it better 
to leave the county and his debts behind 
him. He thought perhaps it was the 
better way to get rid of them. I may be 
told perhaps that he was a stranger to the 
home that he had, but when I tell you 
that his futherand family have had it from 
me for forty years and he was not an old 
man, it is quite evident that he was not a 
stranger to the place, but from his non- 
success, having made some heavy losses in 
feeding some torty head of cattle, he got 
behind and things went from bad to worse, 
I should never have troubled him; if he 
could have paid me, well and good ; I would 
have taken it; if not, I would not have 
pushed him for it. I suppose he did not 
think of that. I knew he could not pay 
me, even if he had met no _ losses. 
Scarcely any farmer for the last two 
or three years could pay rent for his 
farm. The man that rents land to-day. 
in the part of the country where I 
am, where there age as good farmers as in 
any part of Canada, cannot pay rent. The 
returns for his industry will not enable 
him to do so, and it is no fault of his or 
of anybody else, the blame cannot be 
laid to the Government or to any- 
body else that I know of, but to the 
fact that farm produce all over the 
world, as far as I see, is remarkably cheap. 
I do not know 1t myself, but I have been 
informed, and have reason to believe that 
itis the case that sugars have been sold in 
Glasgow at 1 penny a pound. You can 
easily understand the producer of that 
sugar did not get much for his trouble; 
transportation, packages and other expen- 
ses must have used up the most of the 
price received for it. Sugar has since 
fluctuated and has sold for higher prices, 
and is higher just now; but taking France 
and Germany, where the farmers are 
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growing beets to make sugar, it is quite 
evident that they get very little returu for 
their labor. It does not seem possible for 
them to have anything for it. Then, take 
the article of tea, afew years ago it sold at 
retail at $1 per pound. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That is a good 
while ago. 


Hon. Mr. REA D—It is not 25 years ago 
since retailers sold it at $1 per pound. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Where was that? 
Hon, MR. REA D—In Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—That must have 
been in the backwoods. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I am told that tea 
has been of late selling almost for nothing ; 
and coming down to actual facts, [ was at 
home a day or two ago and relished a cup 
of tea, and I asked the price. My son told 
me that he had bought it at 25 cents a 

und or five pounds for $1. The farmer 
is getting the advantage of these cheap 
things, but where he has anything to pay 
he cannot realize enough from his produce 
to pay it. I think that the Government, 
as far as the tariffis concerned, has framed 
such a tariff as is yreatly in the farmer's 
interest. Nor does it look to Washington 
one bit. It is a tariff in the interest of 
Canadians, and Canadians, as far as I can 
see, farmers in particular, have reason to 
be satisfied with it. The time was, I 
suppose, when the National Policy was 
rather against them. , The high duties 
worked a little against them, but we have 
overcome it, and the manufacturers are 
now giving farmers their implements at 
as reasonable a rate as they can be got in 
any other country. 

he hon. gentleman that moved this 
resolution read something from Mr. 
McKenzie’s speech, in which heis reported 
to have said that they imported twenty-five 
millions of dollars of agricultural ducts 
and that they imported more than they 
export. I happened to be at the great 
Detroit convention (of course we always 
compare the present condition of trade 
with the time the Reciprocity Treaty was 
in operation) and I had the pleasure of 
hearing that memorable speech of the 
Hon. Jos. Howe, and if ever I felt proud 
of a Canadian I did on that occasion. I 
could have carried him to his hotel on my 
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shoulders with the greatest of pleasure. 
What did he state there before 400 Amer- 
ican merchants, the great business men of 
that great country? He stated that during 
the ten years of reciprocity Canada has 
paid $50,000,000 more to the United States 
than she had received from them—or, in 
other words the balance of trade was 
$50,000,000 against Canada. He has com- 
piled those figures from the best authority, 
no doubt, and there was not one man to 
get up and answer it. I have always 
thought that when we sold raw products to 
our neighbors and bought manufactured 
goods in return that the Americans had 
the greatest advantage, but our free trade 
friends in this country had educated the 
people to believe that we could not live 
without free trade with the United States. 
We have lived, however, and gone aoe 
and prospered, and while we have trad 

with them toa great extent, and always 
liked to trade with them, and when I sent 
them a cargo of barley and brought back 
a cargo of corn, there was reciprocity in 
it—it was not all on one side—the profit 
was not always with us and nothing for 
them. The balance of trade has always 
been against us. That was not the reason 
for abrogating the treaty; I heard it at the 
Detroit convention. I happened to be in 
the American corner, walking about, when 
one gentleman came up to another in a 
great hurry and said ‘Potter has just 
arrived, and the Government do not want 
a resolution passed in favor of a recipro- 
city treaty.” It turned out that Potter was 
the American consul at Montreal. From 
that time to this they have had the same 
object in view—that we can be starved into 
the union. So far that object has failed. The 
abolition of the Reciprocity Treaty has 
taught us self-reliance. We have staried 
new industries and found new markets; 
and while ! admit that our agricultural 
interests have suffered as they have suffe- 
red all over the world, we are progressing 
rapidly, and while we attend to our busi- 
ness and look out for ourselves we need 
have no fear for the future of this country. 
I believe that our people are us energetic, 
industrious and enterprising as any others, 
and will hold their own with any people 
that I know of. The hon. gentleman told 
us that we should sell our pease and buy 
Americancorn. Wedosell the Americans 
pease, and they pay the duty. The hon. 
gentleman will perhaps dispute that asser- 
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tion, but I tell him that in the part of the 
country I represent American agents are 
there distributing fancy pease in thous- 
ands of bushels for market purposes, and 
for canning purposes, amongst our far- 
mers, to grow them on contract, because 
on the other side of the line they cannot 
grow pease. They get wormy, and are 
not fit for food. The climate or some 
other influence is against them. Under 
these circumstances, thousands of bushels 
of seed pease are given out in our part of 
the country on the condition that the far- 
mer will return all the produce, and they 
are paid on contract, according to the 
description of the pease, from 80 cents to 
$1.10 a bushel. The Americans agree up- 
on the price for them, and pay the duty, 
because they have only ourselves to com- 
pete withthem. They set the price, and if 
one man will grow them cheaper than an- 
other, I suppose they contract for the 
lowest price they can get. We also sell 
them pease which they manufacture into 
coffee. The hon. gentleman says that the 
farmer would make 10 cents a bushel by 
exchanging his pease for corn; but the 
farmer who takes 100 bushels of pease to 
arket loses one day; he has got to draw 
he pease to market and sell them. Then 
when he buys the corn he has another 
day’s work; so that if he counts his own 
time and the time of his team he will find 
that the 10 cents difference my hon. friend 
speaks of is not all profit. The hon. 
entleman stated that since the duty has 
en put on corn our farmers fatten less 
cattle. Well the returns of our exports do 
not show that. In 1875 we shipped 1,112 
head of cattle; last year we shipped 88,000 
head of cattle. The year before that we 
shipped 61,000, showing that at least the 
shipments of cattle are increasing, so that 
while in the part of the country whore he 
comes from they may have stopped feeding 
cattle, in other parts of the country the 
business has increased. Now, I come toa 
point to which I would like to draw the 
attention of the Government. They have 
been doing a good work for the farmer, 
but I thirk they can do something more. 
What I wish to bring to their notice is the 
importance of placing a higher duty on 
corn that is used in the production of 
spirit. Last year we imported 1,400,000 
bushels of corn for the production of spirit. 
Now we can produce in thiscountry grain 
that will make better spirit and nearly as 
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much of it. The distillers like corn be- 
cause the refuse is very good for fattening 
purposes, but the refuse from rye and barley 
is almost as good. I should like to see 
a duty imposed on corn used in the pro- 
duction of spirit, to encourage not only the 
production of corn in this country, but 
also to provide a market for rye and bar- 
ley, which we are now obliged to export, 
because there is no demand in the country 
for it. What have the distillers done— 
what have I done myself many a time? 
When we had not good transportation 
facilities in the winter season we filled our 
warehouses with corn in the fall of the 
year. With our present railway facilities 
we can get corn at any time and we can 
buy rye or barley as we find it to our advan- 
tage. Ifcorn is dear in the United States 
we buy rye and barley; if corn is cheap 
we import it. We have been taught how 
to get the largest amount of spirit out 
of corn. At the first wé could not get 
much, but after a time we _ learned 
improved methods of manufacture. I 
paid $1,000 to have one of my men 
taught how to make more spirit out of 
corn, and I paid $500 for his expenses 
besides. Only the other day a distiller 
told me that he had paid $1,000 to learn 
an improved chemical process for making 
a larger amount of spirit from grain. 
You can get from rye a very good yield, 
and the increased cost of the rye to the 
distiller would be very little—at least the 
gallon of spirit would not feel it very much, 
or in fact anything at all. There are nine 
distillers in this country, and three of 
these would make no complaint, because 
they manufacture malt whiskey. That 
would leave six to be considered. One of 
these, if he did find fault, would not, as 
Lord Salisbury said, speak at the top of 
his voice. The reason he would not com- 

lain at the top of his voice is because he 
is in a district where he can furnish him- 
self well with rye or any grain he requires, 
and he goes to the people for their votes. 
That leaves five distillers, and these five 
would squeal a little: but we have all the 
rest of the farming community to be bene- 
fited by the duty. These five distillers 
get their corn from Chicago. If, instead 
of paying three quarters of a cent a pound 
for it, they had to pay 1 cent a pound it 
would not ruin them. They are all im- 
mensely rich. They have got the thing 
nicely managed. Anyone commencing is 
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cause to-day if you commence to distil 
you cannot sell a gallon of whiskey 
short of two years. Consequently, a man 
who erects a distillery has nothing to 
sell for two years, and must have a good 
deal of money to commence with. Ido 
not find any fault with that. ‘They say it 
makes better spirit; I have no doubt it is 
a little better, but that is not the way 
good spirit is made. The spirit is im- 
proved by rectification. I would suggest, 
to ones the growth of corn in this 
country, that a duty should be imposed. 
It can be grown, but not at 30 cents, 
or even 40 cents a bushel. It may be 
produced at 60 cents, but at a lower 
prie it would not be profitable to grow it. 
have paid $1 a bushel for rye myself, 
for distilling purposes, so even at 60 
cents the distiller would have no cause to 
complain. He could not go to Chicago for 
corn without paying a high duty, and he 
would consume our own products and keep 
the Canadian market for the Canadians. 
If we will drink whiskey, we should pro- 
duce it ourselves. Let us have the old rve 
whiskey so much spoken of, and which 
Me so seldom get. You get corn See 
ot more than 20 per cent. of the “old 
rye whiskey” is made from rye; it is 
made from imported corn. The distillers 
know how to take the fusil oil out of it. 
You would get better spirit if it was rye 
that was used, and better still ifit was malt. 
What is Irish and Scotch whiskey made 
of? Malt. We malt rye; I have malted 
thousands of bushels of rye and barley. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—What about 
corn for feeding purposes ? 


Hon. Mr. READ—As I said at the 
commencement, that is a debatable 
question. I have not satisfied myself 
whether it would be in the interest of the 
farming community generally. I hope 
the Government will look into the matter 
that I have suggested. I know that they 
would meet with the opposition of the five 
distillers to whom I have referred, because 
it would be less convenient for them to 
procure their grain in this country. All 
they have todo now is to telegraph for 
10,000 bushels of corn, and it comes to 
their doors; if they could not do that, 
they would have to pick up the grain in 
this country. The Government have done 


a great deal this year in the interests of the 
farmers, but I think something more 
should be done, if the Government in their 
wisdom can see their way to following 
the course I have suggested. I know that 
the toilers of the world are suffering— 
there is no suffering in this country for 
want of food; everybody has plenty to 
eat and wear, but the farmers cannot pay 
their debts. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I did not rise to dis- 
cuss the question, but to call attention to 
the fact, that the matter which has been 
occupying our time since we met at three 
o'clock is plainly not conducive to the 
progress of business. There is a large 
amount of work to be done, and this dis- 
cussion is in the way of that work. I ask 
the Speaker what question is before the 
House? There has not been an enquiry 
or a motion made. 


THE SPEAKER—The notice is that 
Mr. Reesor will call attention to the sub- 
ject which is under discussion and make 
an enquiry. 


Hon. Me. VIDAL—The hon. gentleman 
made his speech and asked no question; 
there is nothing before the House. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I think this House 
and country have a right to thank the 
hon. gentleman who has brought this 
question before the Senate. In my opin- 
ion it is one of the most important subjects 
that can be discussed in this House. It 
is one that, since the inception of Confed- 
eration, has seriously affected the interests 
of this country. A large monopoly knowa 
as the spirit monopoly got hold of the 
Government of this country, and from 
Confederation to the present day has held 
it as against the interests of the consumers. 
In the first place, I contend that if spirit 
is to be made in Canadait should be made 
from the native and not from foreign 
grain. From the returns of the Inland 
Revenue Department it appears that 
70 per cent. of the spirit manufac- 
tured in Canada is made from foreign 
corn imported from the United States. 
Nobody can say that this is a benefit to 
the people of Canada; we can produce 
wheat, barley and rye to any extent, and 
anyone who is acquainted with the subject 
knows that those grains are the very best 
that can be procured for the manufacture 
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of spirit. Tho excellent whiskeys of Scot- 
land and Ireland, and the gin of Geneva, 
are manufactured from rye. We can raise 
rye and barley cheaply in this country, 
and there is no reason why we should im- 
port corn for the purpose. It is not 
whiskey, but the article that is known as 
alcohol that is produced from corn. The 
hon, gentleman says that the farmers of 
this country should feed their cattle on 
native grain. I agree with him that they 
should, if they have it, but why should 
not the consumers of corn be permitted to 
import it without paying duty? Surely 
when it is used for producing beef and 
pork it is more beneficial to the country 
than when it is used for the production of 
the article known as alcohol. I do not 
think that we want alcohol in this country, 
except for chemical purposes; but if we 
do want it we can import it in the crude 
state from the country where corn is cheap, 
and where alcohol can be produced at a 
much lower cost than my hon. friend stated. 
It is quoted to-day in the New York 
market at 29 and 30 cents a gallon. In 
Canada, from the best information I can 
get, alcohol of the same grade costs $1 a 
gallon, showing that it cannot be made in 
this country at all to compete with the 
alcohol produced in the United States. It 
is abnormal to this country: it is forced 
by an extreme protective duty, until now 
it has become a monopoly, and it is utterly 
impossible for men of small means to go 
into the manufacture of it because of that 
monopoly. We know that in producing 
spirit from malted barley we can have a 
whiskey that will be popular the world 
over. It will bea Sond article of export 
because, there is no reason why we should 
not manufacture it in this country, where 
we have such an abundance of grain. 
Besides I hold that it is the true interest 
of the farmer and of the Government of 
this country to encourage the growth of 
those grains, instead of importing Indian 
corn, which we cannot raise in the coun- 
try. My hon. friend says that we export 
rye and other grains from this country. 
Why should it not be so? There is no 


market for it here, because the corn of|duty of a farmer. 


the United States is imported to take its 
place; 70 per cent. of the United States 
corn is put into every article that our 
rain should gointo. There is the answer 
or that at once. Again, he tells us that 
the duty should be kept on corn because 
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it enters into the manufacture of alcohol. 
I do not see any reason for that. Why 
not admit the corn free, and put all the 
duty on spirit, and then we get the duty 
that we collect now on both the corn and 
spirit. In that way the farmer, the feeder 
of stock, the general consumer and manu- 
facturer can have his grain free, and all 
the duty desired can be collected on the 
spirit manufactured from it. There is 
another point I wish to refer to, and 
it is this: in my opinion there is 
a great desire on the part of the 
Inland Revenue Department to make a 
display of duties. They make a display 
of duties on spirit, which is a very fine: 
showing, it is true, to a superficial 6bse- 
rver, but the same duty, to a very large 
extent, might be collected from imported 
spirit. When we import spirit in quantity 
equal to the article known as alcohol, and 
it comes through the Custom house, hon. 
gentlemen will see that there would bo no 
duty lost; it would simply be colleeted in 
the Custom house instead of in the Inland 
Revenue, and would be collected from 
spirit imported from abroad. This is a 
subject that requires a great deal of con- 
sideration, and apparently the House is not 
prepared at this stage of the Session for 
the discussion of so large a question. I 
did not think the debate would drift into 
this form and was not prepared to-day to 
discuss it, but [ am fully aware that if hon. 
gentlemen would ou due consideration 
to this question, and especially the Govern- 
ment, it would be seen that a very great 
improvement could be made in the tariff. 


Hon. Mra. McCALLUM—tThe mover of 
this resolution and the hon. gentleman 
from Quinté have spoken a good deal 
about the importation of corn. Anyone. 
listening to the speeches of these gentle- 
men would fancy that there was not land 
enough in this country to raise feed for 
our own cattle. The duty of nine-tenths 
of the farmers of this country is to sell 
farm products, and not to buy—to raise 
feed enough for their own stock and sell 
something besides, That is my idea of the 
The hon. gentleman 
from Quinté said that agriculture is so de- 

ressed that he could not rent his farm. 

o doubt there is a great deal of truth in 
that. All the good farmers in this country 
who are fit for their business run farms of 
their own. If they cannot afford to buy 
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here in the older Provinces they go to the 
North-West, where they can get land for 
nothing. We are told that the farmers 
are very poor. Itis true that farm pro- 
ducts are very low in this country at pre- 
sent, but they ure low also all over tho 
world. The farmers are now staggering 
under a load of debt, but they are not 
nearly so badly off as they are in the 
United States to-day. As long as the 
farmer raises a good crop he is all 
right, although prices ure low, but if 
he gets a reverse, what is the result? 
We should look to the future. I say 
that the farmers of this country are 
staggering under all the taxation they can 
carry. It is useless to discuss this question 
of the taxation of corn at present. As I 
understand it, the duty on corn is already 
fixed for another year, and it is useless to 
take up the time of the House discussing 
it thisSession. In my opinion, if you take 
the duty off corn it will at once lower the 

rices of the coarse grains raised by every 

rmer in this country. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—How do you make 
that out? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—TI am not going 
to discuss the question at this stage of the 
Session; we shall have another opportunity 
next year. With the urgent business that 
is now before us this is not the time to dis- 
cuss such questions. When any hon. gen- 
tleman rises in this House and contends 
that we should allow the products of the 
United States soil to come in here free 
while the products of our soil are taxed on 
the other side of the line, he is not talking 
in the interests of the people. We may 
have any amount of land in this country, 
enough to raise all the feed we want for 
‘ourselves as well as for our stock, and te 
admit corn free of duty would be an un- 
wise policy. 

Hon. Mr. DEVER—What do you let it 
in for whiskey for? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I do not deal 
in that article. If you ask my hon. friend 
from Sarnia he will tell you all about it. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—The debate 
has diverged from the object of the hon. 
entleman who introduced this question, 
rom agriculture to distillation, and I think 
without very much advantage. It is per- 
haps impossible to discuss the interests of 
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a country like Canada, which raises in 
profusion cereals and dairy produce and 
cattle, and everything in fact that comes 
from the soil, in much greater abundance 
than she requires for her own consump- 
tion. She must necessarily, therefore, 
find an outlet for that surplus somewhere. 
Happily she has the mother country ready 
to take everything that we can dispose of. 
Now, if we look at the comparatively 
early period of its history, in spite of 
legal enactments and everything else, we 
see the principle of division of labor pretty 
firmly established amongst British agri- 
culturists. They were not highly culti- 
vated men in those days, but in each dis- 
trict they adapted their Jabor to the 
requirements of the locality and the cap- 
ubilities of the soil. One part of the country 
was devoted to dairy purposes, another to 
hop-growing, another to malt and barley, 
another to wheat-growing. This question 
of malting barley has considerable interest 
for Canadians just now, and also in con- 
nection with the Indian corn of the United 
States. I think myself that it is a happy 
state of affairs, that out of the arguments 
of the hon. gentleman from Quinté we can 
adduce the fact that in spite of all the 
angry peeks which have en displayed 
by certain United States Senators and 
journalists, and notwithstanding their dis- 
inclination to trade with us, that when 
they want pease they have come to Onta- 
rio for them. That I call a happy inci- 
dent, because it shows by the comity of 
nations that what one country cannot pro- 
duce to advantage another can, and that 
necessity uctually sends Americans who 
want pease to Canada, where they can get 
them good and cheap. It is pretty much 
the same thing with other articles. Take, 
for instance, the Province from which I 
come. ! find in that Province that which 
we call coarse grains, in average seasons, 
can be grown to great advantage. First- 
class barley for malting purposes can be 
grown there, and also a very superior 
quality of oats. For these coarse grains 
tbat good prices can be obtained, if pro- 
erly cured, and sold in proper markets. 
observe of late that in England the 
best malting barley has realized more 
money than the very best wheat. Lately 
the highest price that could be obtained 
for the best Manitoba hard wheat was 
forty shillings. That was the outside price 
that could be had on certain days in Mark 
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Lane. 
for the best barley was forty-seven shil- 
lings, and several other qualities were 
quoted as high as the best wheat. Here 
is an indication that those parts of Canada 
which can grow these qualities of barley 
should be devoted to that purpose. Other 
parts adapted for dairying should be 
devoted to that industry. In Prince Ed- 
ward Island, oats, within my own know- 
ledge, have been raised of a very high 
grade, and have often weighed from 40. to 
42 lbs. to the bushel. To apply such oats 
and such barley to the feeding of cattle 
would be, I think, a great waste of our re- 
sources. Would itnot be the more obvious 
plan to purchase the cheap American corn 
which has been delivered in London at 
from 18 to 20 shillings per quarter, of 
eight bushels, weighing 480 lbs. Surely it 
is a much cheaper pea to put Indian corn 
of high feeding quality before animals than 
it is to put higher priced coarse grains be- 
fore them which have a special value of 
their ‘own, which Indian: corn has vot. 
Surely the division of labor amongst farm- 
ers ought to teach us that lesson—at all 
events if it teaches us nothing else; and 
for that reason I regret to find a disincli- 
nation on the part of the Government to 

ive us cheap corn. We were told that 

hicago beef would be sent east and sold 
in the shambles of our Lower Province 
cities for a less price than our farmers 
could afford to sell theirs. I suggested 
that the remedy for that is for our people 
to eat American beef, and that we should 
avail ourselves of the advantages we have 
geographically and climatically to feed our 
own cattle as highly as circumstances will 
permit, and assist the process by cheap 
Chicago corn, and then avail ourselves of 
our privilege in the English market of de- 
livering our cattle therealive. That, I think, 
isnot only a feasible plan but a possible plan 
such as would commend itself to any hon. 

entleman who is accustomed to the feed- 
ing of cattle in the cool climate of the 
Maritime Provinces. I have fattened cattle 
myself, and have occasionally used good 
coarse grains for that purpose, but I found 
it was a misapplication of a valuable kind 
of grain. What was required besides good 
hay and turnips to finish steers, was feed 
of a better description, and I had been 
myself in the babit of buying oil meal for 
that purpose, and it is a very excellent 
article, but gentlemen tell me that an 


The highest price on the same list 
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animal so fed will not increase in value in 
proportion to the amount of foud con- 
sumed, and that, consequently, there is a 
dead loss in feeding in that way. Those 
who argue in that way overlook an im- 
portant factor in the undertaking. An 
animal that is fed on turnips and hay for 
four or five months, is at the end of that 
time only a second or third-rate animal, 
and accordingly bears only a second or 
third-rate value; but when he has been 
fed in the style 1 have described, with 
Indian corn or oil meal in addition 
to those things, it is not only the ad- 
ditional weight the animal acquires 
from that feed, but it is the addi- 
tional value which the whole carcase 
acquires in consequence of its superior 
quality. It is moved upwards from third- 
class meat to first class, and the whole 
value of the animal has been increased by 
the improved feeding. The hon. gentle- 
man from Monck seems disposed to think 
that we ought to finish our cattle with 
Canadian products, and the hon. gentleman 
from Quinté thought that we ought to 
make our whiskey with Canadian products ; 
but I am inclined to think that their argu- 
ments are in favor of utilizing Canadian 


products for purposes for which they are 


not best adapted, and when we require 
articles of lesser value for particular pur- 
poses we should buy them and use them 
accordingly. There has been a speculation 
entered into by the Government this year 
on which I wish to touch, thatis, the pur- 
chase of seed barley. If that specula- 
tion is carefully carried out in good 
hands it may be found to be very 
successful. Much of the Canadian land 
appears to be getting sick of the 
wheat crop, but will grow barley, and 
grow more bushels of barley to the acre 
than of wheat; and, as I have shown in 
the commencement of my address, first- 
class barley will bring more in the Eng- 
lish market than first-class wheat. It is 
always difficult to procure, and we know 
that the increase in the brewer's interest 
makes it more important than ever that 
they should have this barley, in fact they 
are prepared to ransack the world for it. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TI think this 
debate is out of place;—that we cannot 
impress the legislation of the country with 
it at this late stage of the Session. If my 
hon. friend had brought up his question 
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at the commencement of the Sessior., it 
might have impressed itself upon the 
legislation of Parliament ; but to bring it 
up at this late period it can have no 
beneficial effect. 1 am surprised at the 
osition taken by the hon. gentleman 
rom Prince Edward Island, because, if I 
understand the industries of his Province, 
the farmers engage largely in pork rais- 
ing, and no better pork can be raised than 
that made from potatoes and oats. If corn 
is brought in free, it must displace the 
coarse grains of this country, and the 
best consumers of our coarse grains 
are the cattle and pigs of this country. 


Hon. Me. REESOR—Before this ques- 
tion is disposed of, I wish to say a few 
words in reply to what has fallen from the 
hon. gentlemen from Quinté and Monck, 
and my hon. friend who has just taken 
his seat. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—tThe hon. gentleman 
is out of order. The Orders of the Day 
were called, and tbe first order was read 
by the Clerk. 


Hon. Mz. PROWSE—There are several 
other gentlemen who would like to express 
their views on this question if it is to be 
proceeded with, but there has been a great 
deal of time lost during the Session, in 
which it might have been brought up, 
when it could have been diconesed fully. 
It is now too late to do so. 


Hon. MR. REESOR—I am within my 
right in asking to say a few words in 
closing this debate. The complaint has 
been made continually that to admit corn 
free, would destroy the market for our own 
coarse grains. That is a very great mis- 
take, and I thought I had answered it some 
time ago, but I will just read from the 
blue book the amount of pease exported 
by this country last year. We exported 
1,982,853 bushels of pease, which were 
sold for $1,449,417. Now, that is more 
than the total amount of corn that we 
imported and paid duty on. If we had 
had more pease to sell we could have sold 
them, and the Americans would have paid 
the duty, as they must have our pease, 


Hon. Mr. REED—The hon. gentleman 
says that is more corn than we import and 
pay duty on. We paid duty on over 
2,000,000 of bushels. 
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Hon. Mr. REESOR—I say that is the 
amount consumed by the farmers and that 
is the question brought up, simply to 
have the tarif so far amended as it affects 
the products of the farmers, and it is not 
because individual farmers ask any ad- 
vantage. The manufacturers throughout 
the whole country are protected. You 
will find page after page of the old tariff, 
as shown in the blue book, devoted to the 
enumeration of articles allowed to come 
in free, partly manufactured, not man- 
ufactured at all or wholly manufactured, 
in manufacturing. They may import 
them free, but nobody else can do so. 
This is the case in regard to certain kinds 
of steel wire—and certain things that are 
used and worked up into manufactures— 
for instance, in the manufacture of the little 
article, of crinoline, and other articles for 
ladies wear. The raw material is allowed 
to come in free, simply because someone 
keeps a dozen or two of hands to work up 
this material and sell it as a manufactured 
article afterwards. The suggestion that 
I have made in regard to the farmers is a 
matter of the utmost importance from a 
national point of view. It enables the 
producer of one of the most important 
exports of this country, one capable of 
being developed to the largest extent of 
any product in this country, beef and pork, 
to greatly increase and develop his 
business. My hon. friend from Quinté has 
said that farmers produced coarse grains 
and were not able to use them, and had to 
sell them, and it was a question whether 
those who were wealthy and were able to 
buy store cattle or breed store cattle 
and feed them ought not to be made 
to pay a higher pee for our native 
grains rather than buy cheap corn from 
the United States. If he wishes to dis- 
courage the development of an industry 
undertaken by the wealthy class of farmers 
who are able to buy store cattle and feed 
them, he would do so by adopting that 
policy, and would thereby inflict a great 
injury on the poor farmers, because the 
poorer furmers left to themselves become 
miserably poor during a period of scar- 
city, and it is no wonder that in the neigh- 
borhood of that description it would be 
hard to sell or renta farm. I may say 
that nothing of that kind exists near the 
city of Toronto. In Ontario, Halton and 
Peel, it is true, land has gone down in 
value, but only a few weeks ago a farm 
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was rented at $4 an acre, and in hands 
likely to pay the rent. But it is by grow- 
ing stock and keeping a dairy that he will 
do it. He would rather pay half a dollar 
an acre more for the land, if he could get 
cheap corn in exchange for the pease and 
oats he can raise. The hon. gentleman 
from Toronto wanted to know ifit was 
not the business of the farmer to raise 
the feed for his own stock. That may 
be all very well in a small way, for a farmer 
beginning, not able to buy, and only able 
to raise coarse feed; but if he wants to 
improve the condition of things—if he 
wants farmers to work up on a higher 
plane and take a position that would be 
tempting to vigorous, intelligent young 
men who have some capital, and make 
farming respectable, then he should give 
them all the opportunities that nature 
offers, and every fair play in competition 
with other countries. If we have neighbors 
who can produce an article very cheap, we 
should be allowed to buy from them. I 
ad mit it does not bee American farmer. 
Back in Kansas, 
Illinois, where they are remote from rail- 
way communication, and where the rail- 
ways charge extravagant rates, they do 
not get over 18 or 20 cents a bushel for 
corn. It does not pay them. No wonder 
they are poor and have to mortgage 
their farms, and expect difficulty im 
redeeming them; but is that any reason 
why we should not take advantage 
of that state of affairs to benefit 
ourselves? Their products are open to 
the markets of the world, and to-day, I 
believe, corn is delivered at Liverpool as 
cheaply as we can get it here in Canada, 
because we have a duty of 74 cents a 
bushel on it. It would be cheaper and 
better for us to sell our fatted animals and 
ship them to Liverpool if we had the feed 
to do it with, without costing us too 
much. If we sell our best fatted bul- 
locks for the English markets at $5.50 
er hundred and they cost us $6 per hun- 
red to produce them, where is our 
profit? Yet, hundreds of thousands of tons 
of excellent beef are sold at $5 per hundred. 
Even at $5.50 or $6 per hundred you 
would only have the manure left on the 
farm as profit. You cannot induce men of 
energy and capital to follow farming as an 
industry and take all the risk of it, if they 
do not see some prospect of getting a 
profit on the investment of their money 
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and their labor. It is utterly impossible 
to expect it; but if you allow them 
to buy in the cheapest market and 
to sell their products in the best 
market, and to get the cheapest 
feed without putting a duty onit, then you 
will be treating them as you treat the 
manufacturer. The manufacturer gets his 
cotton and wool duty free. It is true that 
a duty is put on wool, but it does not reach 
the kind of wool that is grown in this 
country. In the United States they put 
a duty of 10 cents a pound on fine wool; 
they cannot import fine wools there with- 
out paying double the price that our 
manufacturers pay here, though our woollen 
manufacturers are protected by a duty of 
35 per cent. and they get their wool per- 
fectly free. Cotton manufacturers get 
their cotton free and they have a large 
duty on the manufactured article; but the 
farmer, who is expected to compete with 
the farmers of the United States and in 
fact with the world in the markets of 
England,has no protection, and you compel 

pay more for the raw material out 
of which he produces his beef. That is 
what we complain of as being unfair and 
unjust, 


Hon, Mr. REA D—Will the hon. gentle- 
man tell the House that we imported 
20,000,000 lbs. of pork for consumption 
last year. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—We imported a great 
deal and we re-shipped it. e imported 
something like 200,000 hogs last year, had 
them slaughtered and dressed into bacon 
and hams, and sent them to the old coun- 
try. We do not begin to raise the pork 
even that we consume. I admit that; 
but we ought to have the liberty to import 
the raw material free to make that pork 
—not only to supply home consumption 
but to create a large export trade. I 
simply close my remarks by asking the 
Government whether they will hold out 
any hope that they will remedy the tariff 
by removing the duty on corn imported 
by farmers for feeding stock ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I presumed the 
hon. gentleman would ask me the question 
on the Orders of the Day whether there is 
any prospect of redress in favor of the 
farmers of Canada. I do not propose to 
enter into a debate on the matter, but 
simply to answer the question which my 
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hon. friend has put to me: The Govern- 
ment do not consider that the farmers are 
laboring under any grievance that requires 
redress in respect of the duty on corn. 
The Government have, throughout their 
tariff, especially of this year, sought to do 
every ane in their power to improve the 
position of the farmers in the country, and 
the preservation of the duty on corn is one 
of the things which, in their opinion, 
benefits the farmer. My hon. friend speaks 
from the point of view of the cattle-teeder 
more than of the farmer, as I understand 
it. A large proportion of our population 
raise coarse grains throughout the Dom- 
inion, and the admission of corn would 
come into direct competition with the 
coarse grains which are raised in large 
quantities, more especially in other Pro- 
vinces than that in which my hon. friend 
lives—in Quebec and the Lower Provinces 
—and it is precisely on the same principle 
in all respects as the National Policy is 
governed by that the duty is placed on 
corn. In accordance with that principle, 
also, the duties on other cattle foods are 
removed by this tariff. There is no duty 
on oil cake, cotton seed and other articles 
which go directly to the feeding of cattle, 
and which do not compete with the pro- 
ducts of our farmers. 


DOMINION LANDS ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of (Bill EE) “An Act further to 
amend the ‘Dominion Lands Act.’” He 
said: This is a Bill to facilitate the grant- 
ing of lands, and in place of a law which 
already exists on that subject, which con- 
tains a clause that is impracticable. In 
other words, section 23 of the Dominion 
Lands Act, which is repealed by the first 
clause of this Bill, provides for the grant- 
ing of lands en bloc, and includes in the 

rant the Hudson Bay lands which the 

rovernment undertook, by an arrange- 
ment with the late commissioner, to sup- 
po by furnishing lands elsewhere. 

be Hudson Bay Company were not satis- 
fied with the arrangement made by their 
commissioner, and they have declined to 
carry it out, and the consequence is that 
it now becomes necessary for the Govern- 
ment to omit the lands of the Hudson Bay 
Company in making grants of this kind, 
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and leave them as they are. The law is 
framed in such a way that they can, as 
before, make a grant of fractional parts of 
townships, but they cannot include the 
Hudson Bay Company’s lands in those 
grants, but must supplement them else- 
where. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This relates to 
school lands only ? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The one which is 
repealed relates to Hudson Bay lands 
also. It gave the same right to deal with 
Hudson Bay Company’s lands that this 
gives to deal with school lands. 


Hon. Mz. PERLEY—Do you not think 
that it would be unwise to allow that in 
the case of school lands, because it would 
depreciate the value of such lands ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This Bi!l does not 
relate to school lands in minutely sur- 
veyed portions of the country; it is where 
larger blocks of lands are granted in 
settled portions of the country. The 
Government only grant land, where they 
grant it at all, in alternate sections. In 
the wilder portions of the country the lots 
are not surveyed, and they want to grant 
larger blocks of land. They have had the 

ower to do this for several years past, 

ut that included the power of granting 
Hudson Bay Company s lands, and they 
now take out the power of granting those 
lands, because the Hudson Bay Company 
have withdrawn their consent. 


Hon. Mz. PERLEY—I understood that 
the object of reserving lands for school 
purposes was to help the schools of the 
country. Ifyou take those school lands 
from the vicinity of the railways and place 
them further away you diminish their 
value. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
arguing against a law which has been in 
force for four years. We are not chang- 
ing it. No evil or difficulty has been 
caused by it. That has been the law since 
1886; we are not altering that at all. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Does the hon. 
gentleman refer to the Dominion Lands 
Act? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I refer to the Act 
49 Victoria, chapter 12. 
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Hon. Mr. REESOR—Does it apply to 
Manitoba, or only to the North-West 
Territories ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Only to the Terri- 
tories. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Have any lands 
been granted to railway companies on 
that basis? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—AlII lands that 
have been granted to railway companies 
during the last four years in the unsettled 
portions of the Territories have been 
granted in that way. As to the remainder 
of the Bill, it is almost entirely devoted to 
simplifying the method of granting patents 
for homesteads. There are several minor 
changes altering the provisions which 
have hitherto created obstacles to their 
getting patents, For instance, sub-section 
“aq” of section 2 provided that a man 
who has erected on his homestead a habit- 
able house, and has lived therein for 
three months immediately preceding the 
a Rade may get a patent. That is 
altered by rendering it unnecessary that 
he should have lived there three months 
immediately previous to the application. 
That is considered to be an improvement. 
Clause 6 is new, and is framed to remedy 
a difficulty that has occurred on several 
occasions, where a person who has ob- 
tained a homestead entry has abandoned 
it for several years and cannot be found. 
Although he has abandoned it, the Depart- 
ment has not thought it prudent to grant 
it to another applicant until the original 
homesteader has been found. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—Will not this ap- 
ply to everybody ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Certainly. The 
period is limited to five years. The home- 
stead is not absolutely forfeited; this Bill 
only gives the Government power to get 
rid of an incohate right which would 
otherwise prevent the land ever being 
settled. 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH—Are the con- 
ditions less stringent as to getting the 
patent ? 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—Less stringent in 
every instance. : 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think it is ex- 
tremely unfortunate that a Bill of this 
503 
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very great importance should be presented 
to the House just at the time when we are 
told that His Excellency is coming down 
to prorogue Parliament. The subject of 
this Bill is one to which this House has 
given a great deal ofattention. In former 
years, when this question of homesteading 
was up, the Senate pressed on the Minis- 
ter of the day, from day to day and week 
to week, until at length he was forced to 
yield, to grant more liberal terms on which 
lands could be acquired in the great 
North-West. The Senate did itself very 

reat honor by taking that course and re- 
using to accede to the request of the Min- 
ister, who had charge of the Department 
at that time, in regard to these details. 
The hon. gentleman says that this Bill is 
more liberal. Of course, we have to 
take it on his word. I do not think I 
am saying too much when [I assert that 
he is taking it on the word of some official 
in the Department who has prepared this 
Bill, and therefore he tells us, in all good 
faith and sincerity on bis part, that this 
measure is one to facilitate the issue of 
parents, It is an extremely important 

ill, and I do think it is treating the Senate 
very improperly to bring down a measure 
of such magnitude and importance, affect- 
ing the question of the acquisition of lands 
in the North-West, at this late hour. It 
is quite unpardonable: there is no justifi- 
cation for it at all. It was known four 
months ago that such legislation would be 
required—it was known a year ago—and 
why should this Bill be interjected into 
the House at this particular hour, late in 
the evening of one of the last days of the 
Session ? it is quite impossible for any- 
one to take it up now and analyze it, and 
ascertain whether the Bill is in the direc- 
tion of ameliorating the condition of things 
in the North-West. There is this import- 
ant question of absorbing the school lands 
in the North-West. I confess that I have 
no recollection of the passing of the origi- 
nal Act. I suppose it went through just 
as this is going through now, in the last 
expiring days of some particular Session, 
when hon. gentlemen were told that it was 
all right, and they could accept it on trust, 
and there was no use prolonging the debate. 
It isa great misfortune that the school lands 
of the North-West were not preserved in 
the location where they were originally 
placed. They were put there because it 
was believed that by sub-dividing them in 
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regular order over the several townships 
they would increase the value pro rata 
with the lands around them. But greedy 
companies came and said: Give us those 
lands en vloc, and the Government moved 
the school lands further off and further 
off. That is not the true policy. We 
should let the school lands proceed pari 
passu with the development and improve- 
ment of the country, and gain their share 
in the increased value from time to time. 
That is the true policy, and I regret to 
hear now, for the first time—and it is dis- 
creditable no doubt to Parliament—that a 
change of so great importance was made 
without comment upon it. It is the boast 
of the newer States of the Union that they 
have magnificent scholastic institutions. 
Take Illinois, Iowa and other States: the 
school lands were an important question 
there, and large reserves of land were 
made for the endowment of schools 
and universities, and the _ scholastic 
institutions of the west are the most 
richly endowed istitutions in the world, 
considering the circumstances of their 
po We in Canada ought to 

ave done exactly the same thing, yet 
here we are told, forsooth, that the school 
lands must be found somewhere else. The 
Government have taken power, under 
pressure of corporate bodies who claim 
the whole of the lands in a particular 
area, to place the school lands at a more 
remote distance. I think it exceedingly 
unfortunate and very much to be re- 

retted. I do not feel capable of going 
into an analysis of this Bill, My hon. 
friend says it is more in the interest of the 
settler than the existing law. I have no 
doubt he has been told eo, but [ do not 
care how keen an intellect anyone has, I 
cannot see how he can reach that con- 
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for the censure. I do not hesitate to say, 
as my hon. friend does, that it would have 
been a great deal better if these Bills had 
come down earlier in the Session. 1 admit 
that this Bill should have been down ear- 
lier; but that it is one of those Bills that 
possess such enormous importance, or 
requires such grave and serious study in 
order to find out what it means, I entirely 
deny. The subject of the school lands, to 
which my bon. friend directs his remarks, 
was disposed of four years ago—in the 
Session of 1886: as respects the school 
lands, the law is not altered to the extent 
of a scintilla of a word or a letter. That 
section was put in the Act by both Houses 
of Parliament in 1886, and has stood on the 
Statute-book ever since. That is the most 
important subject in the Bill, but it is in 
no respect changed: it is exactly what 
this House sanctioned in 1886. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—Sanctioned, just as 
they will sanction this Bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
was in the Senate in 1886; I wasnot. The 
hon. gentleman may assert, to the discredit 
of this House, that it passed the Act with- 
out examining it. I know we have passed 
no Bill this Session without looking care- 
fully into it ourselves; and I do not ask 
the House to pass any Bill, however short 
the time may be, without giving it a care- 
ful examination. I have stated what any- 
one can verify for himself in five minutes 
by looking at the Bill. I say that the law 
relating to the school lands, which my 
hon. friend finds fault with, is left in ex- 
actly the same position that it has been in 
for the last four years. It has stood on the 
Statute-book ever since, and has given 
rise to no complaint. I musc assume that 
it is perfectly and thoroughly understood 


clusion unless he makes a careful study of| by every hon. gentleman in this House. 


the effects of the proposed legislation. It 
is not treating the House fairly or pro- 
perly to bring in such a Bill at this time, 
and I think my hon. friend ought to have 
said to the Minister of the Interior that 
it is quite impossible to bring forward a 
measure of such importance at a late 
period of the Session, four months after 
the House has been called together. — 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
no doubt ter sey eaten his point of view 
in censuring the Government, but I main- 
tain there is not a shred of a foundation 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That is a very 
violent assumption. 


Hox. Mz. ABBOTT—For the credit of 
this House, I make it, at all events, The 
remainder of the Bill, though it looks 
long, is in reality a reproduction of the 
existing law, under the system, which I 
never Very much admired, of republishing 
the whole of a section which is amended. 
The changes are in every instance in favor 
of the settler. I state that, not from the 
information of any subordinate, but from 
the fact that I have verified it with the 
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law, and to the best of my understanding 


think it in every case improves the posi- 
tion of the settler. Between now and the 
time this Bill comes up to be discussed in 
Committee of the Whole House I hope 
that any hon. gentleman who has a doubt 
on the subject will verify it for himself, 
which he can easily do. The clauses are 
referred to and the law is in the Revised 
Statutes, and everyone can verify for him- 
self whether the statement I have made, 
that the Bill is in the interest of the settler 
and a judicious Bill, is correct or not. If 
it is, I do not see why we should not pass 
it, after having looked at it and satisfied 
ourselves that it is in the interest of the 
country at large. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This is a Bill which, 
to be understood, requires a reference to 
two or three preceding statutes, and inas- 
much at it was only introduced yesterday, 
it is pretty clear that hon. gentlemen have 
not had the opportunities they should have 
to inquire into the character of the Bill for 
themselves. From a very hasty glance at 
this Bill and at the Act of 1886 I am dis- 
posed to think that it does not make an 
change in the law, except the one which 
the hon. gentleman has mentioned respect- 
ing the Hudson Bay Company’s lands, 
As to the Act of 1886, I have not the faint- 
est recollection of its going through this 
House, though, as a rule, I pay very care- 
ful attention to Bills that pass here, and 
it strikes me now, as it struck the hon. 
gentleman from Assiniboia, that the leg- 
islation of 1886 was not in the right 
direction. Now that this same legislation 
comes up to be re-enacted in this form, I 
think we have a perfect right to object to 
its being re-enacted. There is another cir- 
cumstance: since 1886 the state of things 
in the North-West has altered. Since 
then we have granted hundreds of millions 
of acres of land in that country to railway 
companies. 


Hon. Mar. HOWLAN—Draw it mild. 
Hon. Mr. POWER—TI generally do. 


Hon. Mr. 
millions ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes. 
Hon. Mn. OGILVIE—No; no. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle-: away 


doing the work that we were 


ABBOTT — Hundreds oflin 
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robably that Iam correct. At any rate, 
it was alleged in the other House, in the 
discussion on the Bill granting subsidies 
to ruilways, that when the subsidies pro- 
posed to be granted this Session have been 
all given, the Government will not have 
for sale in the North-West Territories one 
hundred million acres of land, probably 
not fifty. The great bulk of the lands that 
are to be sold in the North-West will, at 
the close of this Session, be practically in 
the hands of railway corporations, and not 
in the hands of the Government. The 
Government will have almost no land for 
sale in the fertile portions of the North- 
West Territories, and the whole of the 
lands which are for sale will be locked up 
in the hands of corporations, and the 
public lands of the North-West, which, 
according to the right hon. Premier, in a 
very famous speech, made when the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway Bill was going 
through Parliament, were to pay the 
whole cost of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way, the cost of surveying and laying out 
those lands, and the cost of administering 
that country, and all by the year 1891— 
those lands will have all been disposed of, 
and they have not yet recouped the coun- 
try for the expense of surveying and 
laying them out. 

These railway companies that are get- 
ting all the lands of the country are not 
romised 
they would do. It was promised at that 
time that the railway companies would 
bring settlers in and fill up that country, 
and that there would be a vast population 
there before this time. The population is 
not there. The railway companies hold 
these lands and allow the country to spend 
money in that region with the idea that 
it would be better to wait until the Gov- 
ernment lands are settled, and they will 
realize more from the money we spend 
than they can by bringing emigrants them- 
selves to settle on their own lands. The 
public schools of the country are, I think, 
of vast importance, and the policy that was 
adopted of reserving the lands for schools 
the township was a wise policy. And 
there has been no sufficient reason shown 
to this House or to the other House for 
departing from that policy. The first 
clause of this Bill does not even provide 
that where the school lands are given 
to a railway company equivalent 


man may say “no, no,” but he will find! lands shall be provided in an adjoining 
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township. They shall bo provided some- 
where else it says, practically, and the 
whole North-West is left open to the Gov- 
ernment to choose the substituted lands, 
and they may be chosen a thousand miles 
away. Looking at the facts of the case, 
that the great bulk of the sections which 
are for sale in the North-West are now in 
the hands of companies, or will be by the 
end of the Session, I think that this policy 
of saying that the lands which the com- 
panies hold shall be exempt from this 
provision with respect to school lands is a 
very unwise one. It is a question which 
ought to be discussed at considerable 
length, and there in no opportunity of 
discussing it now. I am glad to notice, 
since the discussion has commenced, that 
the hon. gentleman from Calgary has come 
in, and he will be probably more familiar 
with the features of the Bill than I am. 


Hon. MR. KACULBACH—My hon. friend 
has shown considerable grasp of the fea- 
tures of this Bill, and [am glad that he 
takes such a rosy view of the value of the 
wild lands of the North-West. I think it 
is in the interests of the railway com- 
panies that they should sell those lands and 
settle them as soon as possible, and 1 think 
thosecompanies will bethe best colonization 
agents we can have. Jam not prepared at 
the present moment to discuss the features 
ofthis Bill, and it would be better to allow 
it lo pass its second reading, the principle 
of it having been conceded, and allow the 
details of it to be discussed in the com- 
mittee, 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I think this is one 
of the occasions on which a member 
might call the attention of the House to 
the manner in which legislation has been 
introduced in both branches of Purlia- 
ment during the present Session. In a 
day or two we shall have been four 
months in session, and I think every hon. 
gentleman will bear me out when [ say 
that the business that has been transacted 
by Parliament might well have been 
got through four weeks ago if the Govern- 
ment had been prepared with thèir meas- 
ures when Parliament was called together. 
I have had occasion more than once to call 
the attention of the House to the subject, 
but [do not think a Session ever existed 
since the inauguration of Confederation in 
which the Government of the day deserves 
greater censure for their indifference to 
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the convenience or wishes of Parliament 
than during the present Session. We were 
called here on the 16th of January, and 
during the first five or six weeks of the 
Session we had literally nothing to do and 
all along it appeared as if the desire of the 
Government was, week by week, to delay 
and keep back business for some ulterior 

urpose, whatever that might be. Legis- 
ation has been introduced in the very last 
week of the Session, which might just as 
well have been introduced the first week 
of the Session. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—This Bill, for in- 
stance. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Not only this Bill, 
but a dozen other Bills; still the Govern- 
ment have indifferently sat by and allowed 
time to go past, and delayed measures 
which might have been introduced weeks 
before. Whatis the consequence: the Gov- 
ernment is enabled by this course to get 
Bills through this House without discus- 
sion—at any rate, discussion of a character 
which, if the House had time to discuss 
them, they would receive, and if passed, 
would pass them in a different shape from 
what they will be passed now. When they 
are detained to the lust hours of the Session 
ay idea ot thorough discussion and con- 
sideration is entirely out of the question. 
This is something which the House 
should set its face against. This conduct 
should not be allowed, because it is pres- 
sing unfairly upon this House in the latter 
days of the Session, when we are called 
upon to pass important legislation which 
comes to us here without any criticism or 
any proper deliberation at all. There 
never was a session of Parliament when 
the Government was more open to and 
more deserving of censure in regard to 
their neglect of the convenience of both 
Houses of Parliament than the present 
Session. I think the hint that was thrown 
out by the hon. gentleman from British 
Columbia a short time ago might fairly 
be adopted in regard to many of these 
Bills, if it would bring the Government 
to their senses, and teach them that some 
different course is expected from them in 
Parliament than to dilly-dally with the 
Government business as it has been dur- 
ing the present Session. 

A great deal was said about Mr. Mac- 
kenzie’s Government when that Govern- 
ment was in power. Such a thing as a 
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three months Session was almost unknown. 
But here we are four months in session. If 
there was a necessity for keeping us I 
should not complain, but every gentleman 
who listens to me knows that there is no 
necessity for the length to which this 
Session has been prolonged. There has 
been a carelessness and indifference and 
neglect by the Government, a want of pre- 
paration of their measures, which instead 
of being introduced in the early weeks of 
the Session have been delayed to the vor 

last day before prorogation. I think it is 
time for us to speak out, and to tell the 
Government that we are determined we 
will not be treated in this way in the 
future. We haveit in our power to compel 
the Government to be more prompt in the 
discharge of their duty when Parliament 
meets—to teach them to be better pre- 
pared to present the business which is to 
come before this House and before Parlia- 
ment. Unfortunately, we have a Govern- 
ment in power that has been sv long in 
office that they have got to be careless 
and almost contemptuous of the feelings, 
not only of this House, but of the other 
branch of Parliament, We have here 
brought down the Banking Act. Why 
was not that Act presented to the other 
House earlier in the Session? Is it 
not a strange thing that at nearly the 
very last day, when we are making 
two sittings out°of a day, that that import- 
ant measure should only be brought to 
this House? What consideration can it 


get here? We are expected to swallow it 


ike servile slaves, as well as the Customs 
Act. Thore is no reason why that 
measure should not have been under the 
consideration of the House a fortnight 
ago, and half a dozen other measures 
which have been latterly introduced and 
of which the same thing may be said. 
While we quietly submit to this thing the 
Government will continue to do it, because 
I believe there is not in another place 
sufficient independence to bring them to a 
sense of their duty. We can compel diff- 
erent treatment and we ought to do it. 
We owe it to the proper discharge of our 
public duties to take a stand with regard 
to this subject that will have the effect of 
remedying the evil of which I complain. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTI—I must contess 
that Iam somewhat surprised at the ad- 
dress which my hon. friend has pro- 
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nounced, and I really think that he surely 
does not realize the extent of the censure 
that he has pronounced upon the Govern- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I think I under- 
stand the English language. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—What, in point of 
fact, is the actual position of the matter 
with regard to this House? We have at 
this moment before us two Bills to dispose 
of, and we have two for to-morrow. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The important Bills 
of the Session. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—AI] the rest of the 
work of the Session has been done. We 
have had the Deputy-Governor down 
twice to sanction two batches of Bills, and 
the business 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—The hon. gentle- 
man does not seem to take the point I 
make. The statements he is now making 
to the House have no bearing on my 
point. My charge is this: that the work 
we are at now should have been finished a 
month ago, and we should be at our homes. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I was coming to 
that. In the tirst place, there was no 
foundation, not for the direct statement, 
but the implied assertion, that we had not 
been engaged in the work of the Session 
during the whole of this period. We 
have been engaged at the work of the 
Session during the whole of the period, and 
we have passed as much legislation this 
year as we have ever done. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Private Bills. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—And a great many 
public Bills, as well as private Bills, and we 
are here in the last days of the Session 
with only three or four Bills to be disposed 
of. My hon. friend says: ‘‘ Why did not the 
Government send these Bills here before ? 
Why did they not send the Customs Bill here 
before?” Surely my hon, friend knows 
that the Government had a large number of 
those Bills before the other House a long 
time ago. He knows very well that the 
other House has been sitting every day and 
every night; that it has never adjourned, 
except for a day off by the system we fol- 
low, Put has sat night after night during 
these four months without any dallying 
that I have seen. When did they dally? 
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What could they do? If they brought 
some measure of theirs before the House 
they were met with a vote of want of con- 
fidence, which had to be debated. Can they 
shut the mouths of hon. gentlemen opposite 
in the other House at any time when any 
of those measures afford an opportunity 
for a motion of want of confidence ? Can 
the Government restrain the debating in 
the other House ? If they cannot restrain 
it, how could they force Bills forward ? 
The other House chose to take up time in 
the discussion of other matters—matters 
no doubt of the last importance, which 
they had a right to discuss, but the Gov- 
ernment can only send their Bills here 
when tho other House passes them. If the 
Government had been spending their time 
doing nothing and had adjourned the 
House every day at 5 or 6 o’clock, and had 
not worked late into the night, and some- 
times all night long—if they had in any 
way shirked their work 1 could under- 
stand my hon. friend’s indignation, but 
who can say that the Government has in 
any way at all shirked or evaded its work ? 
Who can say that ? 


Hon. Mr. MILILER—Every one ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Who can say that 
the Government could pass one of these 
Bills an hour sooner than they did ? 


Hoy. Mr. MILLER—I say it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—They have had on 
the Order Paper two pages of Orders dur- 
ing nearly the whole of this Session which 
they were unable to put through in conse- 
quence of the discussions got up on other 

uestions, with which no fault is found. 

he Government find no fault with the 
gentlemen who sit in opposition for rais- 
ing questions of the kind which produce 
long debates; on the other hand, it is im- 
possible for the Government to pass 
measures while the Opposition are dehat- 
ing questions of policy. How can they 
do it? By what process can they do it? 
And now that we are here to-day we have 
no work in arrear—not nearly as much 
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less loss of time, for which the Government 
is responsible, in the other House than 
there has been in any Session that I re- 
member. 


Hon, Me. POWER—We were sitting 
two months before the Budget speech was 
made. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Very possibly. 
The Budget speech is not usually made at 
the commencement of the Session, and up 
to the time the Budget was brought down 
there was plenty of business before the 
House. The House did not adjourn. The 
House sat every night, and all night, as 
long as any House could be expected to 


sit. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The House of Com- 
mons did not sit in the evening for over 
three or four weeks after Parliament met. 


Hon. Mw ABBOTT—Not so long as that 
—a week or ten days—just as is usual in 
the commencement of the Session every 
year. So that I think, after all, the Gov- 
ernment in the other House were pressing 
their measures as strongly as they could, 
where they were met night after night and 
week after week by motions which were 
equivalent to want of confidence, and they 
had to be met. While their time was oc- 
cupied by important inquiries, in which I 
can hardly say whether the Government or 
the Opposition were more*concerned, how 
could they, while they were 80 engage’ in 
that kind of business, pass Bills and send 
them to us any sooner than they did ? 
While they had a couple of pages of Bills 
on the Order Paper, and could not get an 
opportunity of moving one of them for- 
ward, how were they to be blamed? They 
cannot send them to us, unless the House 
of Commons allows them to pass. We 
were not obliged to sit yesterday. We 
cleared our Order Paper yesterday. We 
have only three or four Bills for the rest of 
this Session, and the time occupied this 
evening in finding fault with the Govern- 
ment—at all events, in censuring the Gov- 
ernment—would have sufficed to study 
carefully every word of the Billabout which 


work in arrear as we had at this period of | we have had this discussion this evening. I 


the Session last year, or in any year that I 
have had the honor of sitting in this House, 
I think we have made more progress, and 
more satisfactory progress, this Session 
than we have ever done in the House be- 
fore, and so far as I can see there has been 


only mention this as an illustration that 
we are not in any respect pressed with our 
business now. We have plenty of time to 
do all that we have todo. The Banking 
Act is an important measure, but it is al- 
most wholly a reproduction of Acts passed 
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during two consecutive decennial periods, 
with comparatively trifling alterations, 
which have been discussed in the other 
House and in all the papers and with which 
every gentleman is perfectly familiar. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Why was it not 
here long ago? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Because the other 
House did not pass it. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—Because the Gov- 
ernment did not press it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT —They pressed 
some Bill every time they had an oppor- 
tunity of pressing it. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—They did not 
press anything at all this Session. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
really makes an assertion which I cannot 
see how he can justify. In what was the 
other House engaged when they sat until 
12 and 1 o’clock every night? Surely it 
was on some kind of business that was be- 
fore them. They could not do two things 
at once, and if they sat until 12 o'clock at 
night, what more can we ask of them? 
The Government could not refuse to de- 
bate votes of want of confidence. They 
could not refuse permission to the Op- 
position to debate them, and as long as 
they were occupied in this way, how 
could they pass Bills? I can regret, with 
my hon. friend and other hon. gentlemen, 
that we did not get the Bills earlier in 
the Session, but I confess I cannot see 
how the Government have shown any 
want of respect for this House. Per- 
naps they did not push the Banking 
Bill through as fast as they could. 
There are enormous interests at stake all 
over the Dominion, and perhaps they did 
not press it as fast as other Bills that did 
not attract so much attention. In doing 
50, were ey right or wrong? I say 
they were right, when there was such an 
important measure, such an important 
banking Bill before Parliament, to give the 
public every opportunity to become ac- 
quainted with its clauses. 


Hon, Mz. POWER~—Will the hon. gen- 
tleman explain why it was this Bill, which 
contains nothing of a novel character—I 
refer to the Dominion Lands Bill—could 
only be introduced yesterday ? 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I stated when I 
began to speak that I thought this Bill had 
been too long delayed in its introduction. 
I find since the hon. gentleman from 
Richmond began to speak that there was 
a long telegram from Sir Charles Tupper 
on this Bill received only a day or two 
ago, and I presume, when I make enquiry 
why this Bill did not come in sooner, it 
will be found that it was because of this 
telegram received at so late a period in 
the Session that the Bill was delayed. I 
do not think that the fact that I intro- 
duce this Bill to-day, which is a compara- 
tively trifling Bill, justities the diatribe of 
my hon. friend from Richmond against 
the Government. I submit that it does 
not prove that the Government has treated 
this House with contempt, or that it has 
neglected its duties or treated this House 
with insult. I think the hon. gentleman 
went too far in making such statements 
with regard to the conduct of the Govern- 
ment; and I do not see, that as far 
as the introduction of Bills is con- 
cerned, the Government are to be gravely 
censured, In the time of Mr. Mackenzie 
we are told the Sessions only lasted seventy 
or eighty days. What does that prove? 
The length of the Session depends 
largely on the Opposition, almost entirely 
on the Opposition, because the delay is 
entirely caused by the numerous motions 
and numerous debates on them started by 
the Opposition. That is proof plain, and 
the inference which I draw from my hon. 
friend’s statement that in the time of the 
Mackenzie Government the Sessions only 
lasted seventy or eighty days, is that the 
Conservative Opposition was more moder- 
ate in its attacks upon the Government. 
If instead of thirty or forty votes of 
want of confidence there had been only 
two or three or four brought forward 
by the Opposition we should have been 
through long ago, and been home. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—I may simply re- 
mark that it would be a very bad case 
indeed that my hon. friend opposite could 
not put a good face on. If there is a man 
in the House able to do it, it is the hon. 
gentleman; but I am, in the judgment of 
the House, and in the judgment of the 
other House, when I made the asser- 
tions that I did; and I say it is well known 
to every member of this House that the 
business of Parliament has not been pushed 





in the House of Commons this Session by 
the Government as it should have been. 
I have not met the first member of Parlia- 
ment of either branch who has not deli- 
berately given it to me as his opinion, 
when talking on the subject, that the way 
in which the Government business has 
been delayed during the present Session 
has been altogether very unsatisfactory to 
Parliament. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am afraid that 
my hon. friend has been associating too 
much with the Opposition. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—The hon. gentle- 
man says we are well up with our business. 
Supposing it was at the end of six months 
we were, would it be any credit to the 
Government to say that we were well up 
with our business ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It cannot be said 
we are behind with our business. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Weare four months 
in session, and we are told that because 
we have been able to keep our Order Paper 
clear, is not that a compliment to us? But 
does it contradict the assertions which I 
have made in regard to the manner in 
which the business has been handled by 
the Government in the other House. Three 
or four weeks of the Session elapsed 
before there were any night sittings at 
all. The House met, and I think for 
three or tour weeks it was a race be- 
tween the = ppc and the Lower Chamber 
to see which would adjourn first. These 
things cannot be forgotten as easily as my 
hon. friend would desire to have them for- 
oe We know the effect which the 

elay of the Budget speech has in retard- 
ing the general business of Parliament. 
During the last two weeks there have been 
a dozen of public Bills introduced. Why 
did not the Government take last Saturday ? 
They took every private day from the 
private members of the House, but did not 
take last Saturday, evidently because they 
were not at all concerned to expedite the 
business of the House as they could do. 
Within the last month, I repeat, we have 
had nearly a dozen Bills introduced by 
the Government which might and should 


———— 


question of labor statistics. Why was not 
that Bill prepared and introduced earlier 
in the Session? It is introduced in the 
last weeks of the Session; I do not know 
whether it has received its second reading 
yet in the other House, and in all proba- 

ility it will not be here before Friday 
next. We have spent a great deal of time 
in this House on the North-West Bill. 
That Bill should have come up to us long 
before it did. What was there to prevent 
that Bill coming to us in the first month 
of the Session? Now, in all probability, 
it will be dropped in the other House. 
There are many reasons why it was very 
desirable that the Bill should have got 
through this Session. I do not know 
whether the Government intend to press 
it this Session; I do not think they will, 
from the fact that the prorogation is 
expected to take place on Friday. We 
are told that prorogation will take place 
on Friday, as if we had nothing to say 
whatever in the matter. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not remember 
when we were told that. When were we 
told that? 


How. Mr. MILLER—It is generally said 
in another place. 


Hon Mr. ABBOTT—But we are not 
told so. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Now the state- 
ments which I have made, and which the 
hon. gentleman has contradicted, are state- 
ments the correctness of which every 
member of this House is as competent to 
judge of as the hon. member himself, and 
I am perfectly satisfied to leave it to the 
Senate and the other Hcuse to say how 
far my statements are borne out by facts, 
and how far they are in accordance with 
the general conviction and judgment of 
both branches of Parliament. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I do not feel dis- 
posed to censure uny particular party— 
either of the Government or of the House 
of Commons—but certainly there is some- 
thing wrong somewhere. It has gone so 
far that we are expected to wind up the 
business of the country more rapidly than 
we anticipate. For my own part, I feel 


have been introduced in the first weeks of |demoralised—so much so, that I do not 


the Session. Therewas a question mentioned 
in the Speech from the Throne in addition 
to those I have already alluded to—the 


mind if I have to stop another week ora 
fortnight, so as to give general satis- 
faction to several gentlemen around me, 
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to enable us to investigate thoroughly 
the legislation of the country. If I 
had my will, I would convince this 
House that I would not submit to the dic- 
tation of the House of Commons—I will 
not say the Government. In my opinion 
the House of Commons treats us very 
cavalierly whenever an opportunity offers. 
The members, I will not say on which side, 
whether on the Government or on the Op- 
position side, take great pride in traducing 
the Senate of Canada. They seem to think 
they are justified in making any and every 
remark that may give them satisfaction at 
any time, with reference to our standing 
and position. Somebody has kept back 
the legislation longer than it should have 
been delayed. I will not go so far as the 
hon. member from Richmond. I honestly 
believe that the Opposition were largely 
to blame. There is no honest man in this 
House but must admit that the long and 
vexatious speeches of members of the Op- 
position have caused delay. At the same 
time, I am not going to censure them. 
No doubt they are working hard for them- 
selves, and [ hope some day or other they 
wili succeed; but at present it is not 
likely they will. At all events, I feel very 
good natured about this matter, and I am 
quite willing to stay another week and 
satisfy everybody. 


Hoy. Mr. MILLER—I do not think 
there ever was a Session in which the Op- 
position exhibited less factivusness in the 
discussions in the other House than this 
Session. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Because they are 
worn out, 


Hoy. Mr. READ—I came in when the 
hon. member from Richmond was speak- 
ing, and I thought I would look back to 
see what the system has been in the past. 
The first Session that I had a seat in this 
House was when there were forty-eight 
members, and what took place then? The 
Government had been defeated on the Mili- 
tia Bill, and a new Government came into 
power, and a new election law was brought 
down, That came to this House and re- 
ceived the third reading and the Royal 
Assent in one day. Isaid to myself, ‘That 
is rather expeditious,” That system has 
been continued from that time to this. 
Measures have been brought down late in 


the Session. I suppose it is the system, 
because at that time the hon. gentleman 
who leads the other House was not leader ; 
it was during the time of the Sanfield 
Macdonald Government. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


COMMONS AMENDMENTS AGREED TO. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the adoption 
of the amendments made by the House 
of Commons to Bill (O) “An Act to 
amend ‘The Steamboat Inspection Act, ’ 
Cap. 78 of the Revised Statutes.” He 
said: The amendments to this Bill consist 
of two: the first refers to the name which 
is given to the steamboat, ship or vessel, 
In respect to which an engineer shall be 
working—that is to say, it is called in the 
Bill as we passed it, a Canadian steam-boat, 
ship or vessel, and the House of Commons 
has amended it by inserting the words 
“registered in Great Britain or Canada,” 
instead of “Canadian.” That gives a 
little more latitude to the place where the 
applicant may be domiciled. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am very glad to 
see that the House of Commons have 
agreed with your humble servant. 


Hon. ifr. ABBOTT—I think my hon. 
friend desired to have no qualification of 
this kind at all. The House of Commons 
has not adopted that principle; it has en- 
larged the principle to apply to British 
ships, but it has not done away with the 
principle altogether, as my hon. friend 
wished to do. The idea of the Department 
was that when the report of the inspectors 
certifying the fitness of an applicant was 
made, it should be made to the chairman 
of the Board, who, if he approves of it, 
shall transmit it to the Minister, who may 
thereupon grant a certificate specifying the 
grade for which he was held qualified. 
That was a change which the Department 
thought an improvement, and which we 
were willing to sanction, but the House of 
Commons has restored the law as it stood 
in the Revised Statutes, cap. 78—in other 
words, the section which we repealed has 


816 


The Banking [SENATE] Act. 





been restored, and appears now as it is in | large extent in the present Act, but which 
the Revised Statutes of 1886. is somewhat extended and modified under 
this Bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


go into any long discussion of this 1m 
ant Bill, but I certainly should have liked 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not propose to 
rt- 


Bill (150) “ An Act respecting a certain|my hon. friend to give this House some 
Agreement therein mentioned with the| fuller outline of the changes made in the 


Calgary and Edmonton Railway Com- 
pany.” (Mr. Abbott.) 


The Senate adjourned at 10:45 p.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, May 14th, 1890. 


Tax SPEAKER took the Chair at 11 
a.m, 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


THE BANKING ACT. 
SECOND READING. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (127) “An Act respecting 
Banks and Banking.” He said: I pre- 
sume the House is aware that this is 
merely a reproduction of the former 
charters which we passed ten years ago, 
and an extension of them for ten years 
more, with certain additions on five or six 
points, which, of course, will come up as 
to their details in Committee of the Whole 
House. The main changes which are 
made in that respect are with reference to 
unclaimed balances of dividends and of 
accounts standing in the banks in respect 
of which provisions are made to give 
publicity to the existence of those balances 
in order that people interested, who may 
be ignorant of them, may know of them 


Banking Act. It is not to be supposed 
that the House of Commons has devoted a 
considerable time—at least three or four 
weeks—in discussing the Banking Act, and 
hearing the views of bankers and of other 
parties on this important question, without 
some considerable changes having been 
evolved from the former Act. Certainly, 
there is no man in Canada who is more 
conversant with the system of Canadian 
banking than the leader of the House, and 
I trust that when the Bill comes into com- 
mittee he will really point out to the Senate 
where the changes have been made. If I 
followed the reports of the other House 
correctly, very important changes are 
made. Think they are a decided improve- 
ment on the Banking Act, as it orginally 
existed. There are, 1 believe, one or two 
changes which might be made in this 
Chamber which could be considered in 
committee. Certainly it is a very import. 
ant change that our bills are to be 
at par all over this country. It isa 
very important change, that in the event 
of the failure of a bank, the other 
banks come to the rescue, and the 
bills do not fall below par, as has been the 
case, to the great misfortune of Canadian 
banking. I do not know anything that 
has done more to injure our banking sys- 
tem than the failures of the last few 
years. Those who are well informed of 
the financial condition of our institutions 
which failed understood that the bills would 
come up to par, and so the great mass of 
the people were taken advantage of, and 
the bills were sold at from 50 to 75 cents 
on the dollar, when really they were worth 
100 cents. That condition of things ought 
not to be allowed to continue, because its 
tendency is to affect the standing of our 
financial: system. I am glad that this im- 
portant change has been made; itis. to my 


and learn what is due to them. That is| mind, an exceedingly valuable element in 


really the most important change in the 
whole Bill. There are some slight changes 
as to the mode of effecting loans upon 
manufacturers’ goods, which exist to a 


the alterations made to the Banking Act. 
There are several other changes of import- 
ance, and I trust when the Bill is referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House that 
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——— a 


my hon. friend, with his thorough know- 

ledge of the whole subject, will point out 

to this House where the actual changes are. 

With these observations, I will defer any 

Bee remarks until the next stage of the 
ill. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — Has any 
change been made with regard to specu- 
lating and gambling in bank stocks? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes; there is a 
provision ee, to obstruct speculation 
in bank stock. Of course, my hon. friend 
from Ottawa knows that when Bills of 
this description are in committee I always 
try to be prepared with such explanations 
as the House may require. This is a Bill 
on which one mght make a long speech 
on general principles, without conveying 
to the House so well the actual changes 
which are being made as can be done 
when the Bill itself comes before the com- 
mittee and the several clauses are consid- 
ered, It was not, therefore, with the idea 
of neglecting to give the House informa- 
tion that I did not pe at greater length 
in moving the second reading. It was be- 
cause, xs practical men, r thought we 
could better discuss it and I could better 
explain anything I had to explain when 
the clause itself was before the committee 
Ci speaking in an abstract way on the 

ill. | 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time, and referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 


(In the Committee.) 
On the 13th clause — 


Hon. MR. DRUMMOND—The responsi- 
bilities and duties of directors, I think, 
should apply to provisional directors. I 

erfectly recognize that the business of a 
bank cannot be carried on except by the 
directors ultimately appointed, but the 
provisional directors necessarily have a 
good deal to do with the organization of 
the bank, Now, what is in the power of 
the provisional directors during the pre- 
liminary period, before the bank is organ- 
ized, is not very clearly defined. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They cannot handle 
any money, that is clear, except after or- 
ganization. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will see that this institution of provisional 
directors is very familiar indeed in our 
legislation, because a provisional director 
is an official that is used in every descrip- 
tion of company, preliminary to the or- 
ganization, and in almost every case his 


powers are very clearly and precisely de- 


tined, In this particular case, with re- 
ference to banks, every duty which a pro- 
visional director may perform is defined, 
and he has no power to deal with the 
funds of the bank, or to incur any respon- 
sibility or liability, or to lend any of its 
money. He cannot do anything but what 
the law authorizes him to do. 


The clause was adopted. 
On section 45,— 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—I may say that 
the Government are quite prepared to 
hear any objections that may be made to 
the lines in this clause that were objected 
to in the other House, as undoubtedly they 
are open to objection. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—I wish to dir- 
ect the attention of the House to the 
words to which the hon. leader has refer- 
red. The theory that the shareholders of 
a bank are entitled to an absolute disclo- 
sure of all the facts connected with the 
condition of the bank is recognized prac- 
tically in the tenor of this Bill, more 
especially in the first part of clause 45. 
But with reference to the particular 
words, which, I may say, were inserted 
by a member of the Lower House of con- 
siderable distinction, I haveread with eare 
the report of the remarks with which he 
introduced this clause, and while cordially 
agreeing, as I have no doubt that the hon- 
orable House will agree, with the reasons 
which he adduced for the insertion of 
those words, I will endeavor to show that 
the very reasons which he adduced for 
their insertion are good and valid reasons 
for their elimination. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Read the particular 
words. 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMON D—The particular 
words are in line number 3 of section 
45. After the word “circulation” these 
words are inserted: ‘* The amount written 
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off and the amount passed to suspense ac- 
count in respect of bad and doubtful 
debts.” Anyone who looks at the remarks 
made by the Hon. Mr. Blake in proposing 
this amendment will see that the gist of 
the objection is contained in the following 
words :— 


‘ ‘You will observe that the last paragraph of this 
clause says that the statement shall exhibit: ‘the 
amount of debts due to the bank, overdue and not 
paid, with an estimate of the loss which will probably 
accrue thereon.’ It is, therefore, proposed to be re- 
cognised by the Legislature that the important ele- 
ment in considering the condition of a bank to be an- 
nounced to its shareholders is a statement of the 
overdue debts and an estimate of the loss, probably, 
accruing on them. We know very well, by sad ex- 

rience, that the provision by itself is frequently 
illusory, because arrangements are made, anterior to 
the general meeting, by which debts cease, for that 
occasion only, to be overdue debts, and the amount 
of overdue debts stated does not always represent the 
actual amount. I do not impute this as the normal 
condition, because we do not know. But what we do 
know is, that when a bank does break up, and the 
secrets of the prison are revealed, it is quite clear that 
a large number of accounts which did not appear in 
the last annual statements as overdue debts, and 
which, according to all sound principles of banking 
should have been treated as overdue debts for a long 
time, were, through the manner in which the business 
was carried on, prevented from so appearing. 


‘‘That we cannot remedy, but what we can do is 
this : we can speak of the past, and insist on simpl 
confining ourselves, in the information that we call 
for the shareholders to receive, to what the net pro- 
fits made were. We can require a statement which 
will Seine 4 give the gross, by stating the amount 
which out of the gross had been written off, or 
to ‘suspense account,’ in respect to bad or doubtful 
debts cry the operations of the current year. I 
believe the losses to the public and to shareholders 
in our banks are due almost exclusively to the fact 
that the knife was not put into the rotten accounts 
at the time it ought to have been put in. There is, 
in private as well as in corporate life, a sort Of reluc- 
tance on the per of people to acknowledge that a 
debt is bad or doubtful. It is a sign of such extraor- 
dinary and exceptionally good fortune as to be almost 
in itself suspicious, when a large public institution, 
engaged in lending millions of money to the public, 
and under the conditions under which such loans are 
made, pretends to carry on its operations for twelve 
months without having incurred losses ; and what I 
think we ought to know is, what amount the direct- 
ors of a bank have either written off or put to sus- 
pense account of bad or doubtful debts in the course 
of the year for which they give an account to their 
shareholders. I propose that you add to the section, 
after the word ‘circulation in the eighteenth line, 
the words ‘ the amount written off, and the amount 
AC on the suspense account, of all bad and doubt- 

ebts.’” 


I acknowledge, having had alittle exper- 
ience in banking, that it is the primary 
duty of the managers and directors of a 
bank to eliminate not only all rotten ac- 
counts, but all accounts which in their 
estimate of the future are doubtful; and it 
is a duty which they owe to their share- 
holders and to the public to err, if they 
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err at all, on the side of excessive care 
and precaution with reference to the writ- 
ing off of bad and doubtful debts. Not 
only that, but there is a duty which de- 
volves upon bank directors, and very 
frequently a duty about which there could 
be a great deal of debate, but which must 
be always treated in a broad spirit, and 
that is to provide for the possibility of bad 
and doubtful debts in the future, by writin 

off in advance a liberal percentage, which 
percentage ought not to be known to the 
public; otherwise, the very effect which is 
to be guarded against will be introduced. 
Here again you touch the whole question 
of commercial credit. The question of 
credit is sometimes inveighed against 
as an evil to be dealt with, and if 
possible at the earliest possible date 
done away with altogether. ‘That is 
an entire delusion. Of course if there were 
no credits there would be no banking. By 
the very system of credit, which is at the 
foundation of everything, to wit: agricul- 
ture, mother earth must be given credit 
for the labor and capital of the farmer, 
and from that springs the whole system 
of commercial credits. The farmer has to 
give the land credit for the labor and 
seed which he puts on it for twelve 
months, and he reaps his reward in one 
month. The storekeeper has to give the 
farmer credit to a large extent to enable 
him to do that. The wholesale merchant 
must give credit to the sunny dealer to 
enable him to give credit to the farmer, 
and the banks give credit to the whole- 
sale dealer. I suppose that the practical 
operation of this clause is to compel dis- 
closure by bank directors to their share- 
holders, which means publication to the 
whole world, of the amount which they 
thought fit to write off from their profits, 
for the time being, for their losses realized 
or anticipated. Remember, the actual 
condition of the bank, as with other 
commercial enterprises, is largely a 
question of estimate. A man in bast 
hess estimates his position at the end 
of the year. He is bound to take 
into consideration the debts which are 
owing him, and the prospective value of 
the assets which he commands. A bank 
is in this condition, that if it sits down 
calmly to estimate the probabilities of its 
being paid by any person in particular it 
will say in such a case: “I hope that so- 
and-so will ultimately pay, but I know 
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that he is very much expanded, and that 
there is a certain doubt oF it.” In the ex- 
ercise of common prudence he writes off 
a certain amount of business, not neces- 
sarily to be disclosed to the shareholders 
or to the public at large, but simply as a 
measure of precaution, and in that sense 
solely. I think it would not be flatterin 
to the common sense of this House if 
went into this question to illustrate it to 
any great extent, but 1 will go to this ex- 
tent: Supposing the bank had made a 
million dollars gross profits in the course 
of a year, and it had in its estimate pro- 
vided for debts actually incurred, and 
known to all the world; that in addi- 
tion to that it had written off a con- 
sidable sum, say one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, in respect of one or two 
accounts, of which the outcome would be, 
Ponts a little doubtful. The share- 
olders are keen to note, and do note, with 
the greatest avidity, how the affairs of the 
bank are being conducted. They note 
that so-and-s0 failed—that such-and-such 
a house failed. There is a loss in respect 
of that of 810,000. It is perfectly well 
known when a man fails and does not pay 
his debts there is an end of it; there is no 
longer any necessity for concealment. 
The necessity for prudent reticence in the 
management of a bank is due to the fact 
that its credit, may be injured if it per- 
mits the loss sustained by the insolvenc 
of a commercial house to get abroad. 
It is perfectly well known that again 
and again we have seen the stock 
of an institution like the Bank of 
Montreal attempted to be depressed by 
rumors of the difficulties of a large 
commercial house. Again and again I 
have heard that a large dry goods firm 
are in difficulties, and there is no chance of 
a bonus this year, or some other rumor 
dealing with the most delicate question— 
the honor, the credit, the commercial 
standing of a commercial house. <As I 
said before, you can add up the number of 
failures which have become public, but 
what becomes of this deficit? There is 
$100,000 not accounted for. Whocan that 
be? It cannot be so-and-so; it may be so-and- 
80, orso-and-so, and inaninstant, withoutany 
rhyme or reason, you have the commercial 
credit of several houses under suspicion. 
And, remember, it cannot besaid by many 
commercial houses in this country that 
they are independent of the honest stand- 
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ing in which they are held by the com- 


mercial community at large. And how 
can it be so? The least suspicion brings 
about a bad condition of things. A house 
may be perfectly solvent and absolutely 
good for 100 cents on the dollar, or more, 
but if you come down on them and destroy 
their credit, you bring upon them a con- 
dition of things that will produce ruin and 
insolvency. In that sense I think that the 
ill offect of this clause as it stands is that 
it will call for such a disclosure as will be, 
imprudent and improper, and I think these 
words should be eliminated from it. 

The duty of the bank directors is to err, 
if they err at all, in writing off too much. 
Remember that the writing off is not a 
realization of the Joss; it is simply a 
prudent preparation for a storm which 
may come, and which we Hope may not 
come. I hailed with satisfaction the 
clause which we have just passed, limiting 
the amount of stock jobbing and dealing 
in shares, and the vascillation and oscilla- 
tion in values of bank stocks throughout 
the country. That ought, of all things, to 
give bank stocks all the reality and per- 
manence which the law can give them ; and 
in that view it is the duty of the bank 
directors, if they have a good year, to go 
more thoroughly into all doubtful accounts, 
and put the knife more fully into all doubt- 
ful debts. Realizing as I do that the in- 
tention of the proposer of these words was 
right and ed vad and I most cordially 
agree with him in the writing off of bad 
and doubtful debts, it is a duty which 
this House ought to assist and stimulate to 
the utmost of its power. I say that the 
retention of these words in the clause 
will chRer defeat that object — will 
tend entirely and in every sense to 
produce the exactly opposite result ; 
that the Board of Directors and Bank 
Manager will be afraid to write off as fully 
as they ought to have done, because the 
very first effect of an honest writing off 
of a round sum from their gross profits 
will be to put the directors and all inter- 
ested in the management of the bank on 
their defence to explain and justify what 
they have have done, which certainly 
ought not to be the case. Under the cir- 
cumstances, I do not think I shall take up 
the time of this honorable House further, 
but I urge hon. gentlemen very strongly 
to eliminate these words as being likely to 
produce a condition of things which I 
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deprecate, and which was not the inten- 
tion of the hon. gentleman at whose insti- 
ation these words were inserteds His 
intention was the same as mine, and it 
only required that the effect of his words 
should be better understood. These 
words have received the unanimous 
condemnation of all the bank managers 
in the come Cases are known by 
every member here, of banks which in one 
month produced statements that, after 
providing for all bad and doubtful debts, 
the assets were so-and-so, and the sarplus 
was so much. There was a very well 
known case in one of the largest cities of 
Canada, in which, within the short space 
of three months, a statement was presented 
that a bank was not only solvent, but had 
a large surplus. But by the simple process 
of writing off bad and doubtful debts, a 
process which was justified by the facts of 
the case, the bank had to reduceitscapital 20 
per cent. Can anyone doubt that the defect 
in the management of the bank was that it 
had not written off bad and doubtful debts 
sufficiently? Now, with every desire to 
stimulate that process to the utmost, and 
with a strong desire to see bank shares as 
an investment made a permanency, for on 
them depend the incomes of trusts, of 
widows, of orphans, of children, I think 
we ought to eliminate those words as not 
only utterly uncalled for, but as likely to 
produce the very evils we complain of. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I would like to ask, 
purely as a matter of information, whether 
statements are not often published con- 
taining specific figures that have been 
written off, without any further informa- 
tion? 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—That is the 
case. One or two large banks have gone 
the length of taking their shareholders 
into their confidence, and showed the 
loss and profit. | 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—Privately ? 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND—No; publicly. 
Two or three banks got into the habit of 
making exact disclosures, but they very 
speedily dropped it. The great objection 
to it, in a practical sense, prevented its 
being continued. I move that the clause 
be amended by eliminating all the words 
from the word “circulation,” in the 
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second line, to the word “the,” in the 
fifth line. ‘The debate in the House 
of Commons, which I have carefully read, 
and which led up to these words being 
inserted was broaght on without any pre- 
liminary notice, and in fact the amend- 
ment was a surprise to the House. The 
words were discussed by a large number 
of the members of the House of Commons, 
some of whom were connected with bank- 
ing, and it is no discredit to their perpis- 
cuity, it being sprung upon them in a way 
that they did not particularly object to; 
but they have seen the error of their way 
since, and are now of one mind on that 
question. 


Hon. Ma. ABBOTI—The Government 
feel the strength and weight of the argu- 
ments which have been used against this 
clause, more especially in two particulars. 
They seem to place every bank upon the 
horns of a dilemma: either the bank 
must fail to write off the amount which it 
ought to do as a provision for bad and 
doubtful debts, or possibly it may be com- 

elled to make public such an amount as 
ing written off as would affect its credit. 
It is not so much the mere traffic in its 
shares being affected by it, but the falling 
off of bank shares in the market has an in- 
direct operation on the credit of the bauk 
itself, and it might operate more directly 
stillon the credit of the bank by inducing 
the withdrawal ofits deposits,so that a bank 
desirous to do, in a disastrous year, what 
it ought to do, in order to put its accounts 
in a proper shape, may be deterred from 
doing it by the natural fear of raising in 
the minds of people who do not under- 
stand banking business, doubts which are 
utterly unfounded, but which may be at- 
tended wich most disastrous results to the 
institution. It is the desire of the Govern- 
ment, of course, that the banks should 
have every facility for keeping their ac- 
counts in a proper and substantial way, so 
that in making up the statement of their 
assets they will not show more than they 
can actually realize if occasion requires, 
and that may be, to a certain extent, in- 
terfered with by this clause. The Govern- 
ment are desirous that no bank should be 
unnecessarily interfered with in its credit, 
which might happen if this provision were 
carried out to the full extent. In view of 
this dilemma, and in view of the stro 
representations which have been made, 
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do not feel justified in offering any oppo- 
sition to my hon, friend’s amendment. 


Hon. Ma. KAULBACH—The hon. gen- 
tleman from Kennebec has shown in a 
very forcible manner the bad effect which 
the keeping of these words in the clause 
would have in the way of banks being 
tempted to over estimate or underestimate 
their losses in order to sustain their posi- 
tion. I think the public should be quite 
satisfied in finding out the character of the 
assets and total liabilities, and the mone 
and securities they have on hand. When 
these facts are presented to the public, the 
public have all that is necessary in order 
to understand the position of the bank, 
and I think these objectionable words 
would be rather a temptation for the 
management of the bank, in certain por 
tions, to give an incorrect estimate of the 
losses which the public ought to know. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the 
clause as amended was adopted. 


On section 47,— 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—This is an altera- 
tion to permit the bank to declare quar- 
terly dividends. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TI think that is an 
objectionable alteration in the law. It 
strikes me that it is quite impossible for 
any board of directors to be in a position 
to judge at theend of the quarter whether 
the half year’s business is going to be pro- 
fitable or not. They may declare a dividend 
on the business of this quarter, and there 
may be a loss on the business of next 
quarter. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—The same argu- 
ment would apply to half yearly dividends. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMON D—The quarterly 
dividend will never be carried out. It is 
optional. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—TIf it is a sort of 
thing that a prudent board of directors 
would never do, why should we allow the 
imprudent ones to do it? If all the banks 
of the country were managed like the 
Bank of Montreal it might be a wise and 
proper thing, but it seems to me that this 


is opening the door to imprudent action | all 
oards of directors who are not as | That is not applicable to the Banque 


by 
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wise as those of the bank I refer to. 
I think we ought to strike out the words. 
“quarterly or.” 


Hon. Me. OGILVIE—I can tell the hon. 
gentleman that whether it was the law or 
not, it was done in Canada years ago. It 
is done in the United States quite com- 
monly and in London, England, and [ 
cannot possibly see any objection to allow- 
ing them to do it, if they think fit. 


The clause was adopted. 
On the 5th clause,— 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT said: This contains 
an important alteration. Hon. gentlemen 
know that there is a double liability by 
the shareholders, in the case of ordinary 
banks, for the amount of their indebted- 
ness, which serves as an additional secu- 
rity, especially to holders of the circula- 
tion, for the payment of amounts due. In 
two banks of this country, the Banque du 
Peuple and Bank of British North Amer- 
ica, there is no such double liability. The 
former is one of the oldest banks in Can- 
ada. It is a bank of the highest respect- 
ability, but it is carried on on a different 
principle from any other bank. It was 
originated as a firm of baukers who were 
responsible for all they were worth, and in 
addition to this, a number of limited part- 
ners, who now represent the shareholders. 
T do not think at the time of the Banque du 
Peuple was established there was an 
bank in existence in Canada, except possi- 
bly the Bank of Montreal, bat at all events 
this bank was formed under the law which 
prevailed then. The bank has been carried 
on successfully and has an excellent repu- 
tation—in fact, I may say it is the leading 
French bank in the Province of Quebec. . 
Under the law all other banks may issue 
notes to the fall amount of their unimpaired 
pas up capital. These banks, of course, 

ave another amount equal to their unim- 
aired paid up capital, for which their 
shareholders are directly responsible to 
the holders of notes, aad: therefore every 
claimant on the bank has double security, 
as it were : first, all the assets of the bank, 
which represent its paid up capital, and 
second, a further liability to the amount 
of its paid up capital extending over 
the shareholders of the bank. 
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du Peuple or the bank of British North 
America, and it was not voue ne just or 


right that those banks should have the 
same power of issue 4s other banks possess, 
inasmuch as they give so much less security 
for their circulation, After a great deal 
of discussion with the gentlemen repre- 
senting those banks, it was need in 
this way: that these two banks would be 
allowed to issue 75 per cent. of their paid 
up capital in notes, so at all events there 
would be a considerable security over and 
above the actual amount of circulation. I 
believe the alteration will not prove a 
cause of any great inconvenience to those 
banks, inasmuch as they have not usually 
issued a larger amount of circulation than 
is represented by 75 per cent. of their 
capital; but anyhow the principle of in- 
-creasing the security given by those banks, 
or rather diminishing the pose liability 
of those banks, was considered a good one, 
and that is the result the Government 
reached—that is to say, instead of those 
banks being allowed to issue notes to the 
full amount of their paid up stock, they 
are allowed to issue notes equal to 75 per 
cent. of their paid up stock, and if they 
wish to issue the other 25 per cent. they 
can do so by putting into the hands of the 
Government security equal to the amount. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—With refer- 
ence to sub-section 3, might it not be wise 
to be certain that a bank in exceeding its 
powers and incurring those heavy penal- 
ties should not be caught inadvertently or 
unwittingly tripping? A bank with very 
large and extended agencies—it does not 
apply to any bank I am connected with— 
might inadvertently find itself in a pos- 
ition of having at some one particular 
moment exceeded its right with regard to 
that, and thusincur heavy penalties. The 
Treasury Board under the new Act can 
control the acts of informers and can pro- 
tect the bank if satisfied of its innocence ; 
but would it not be well to put in the 
words “wilfully and knowingly,” or 
something of that kind ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will perceive that if there is one thing in 
the whole Banking Act which requires to 
be guarded with peculiar care itis the pos- 
sibility of over-issue, more especially now, 
as we have, as it were, mulcted all the 
other banks for contributions towards the 


loss of any individual bank. There will 
be facilities now for floating large amounts 
of circulation, especially by the smaller 
banks, that they never before possessed, 
because practically the issue of every 
bank in the Dominion, be it large or 
small, is guaranteed by the whole of the 
remainder of the banks. My hon. friend 
only makes his suggestion on the ground 
that by inadvertence the bank may have 
made an over-issue. As regards the 
public, the making of an over-issue, 
whether by inadvertence or not, is an 
equally great offence against the public 
interest. ‘This power of issue is ono 
which it is practically impossible for the 
Government to guard. It seems to be pos- 
sible for a bank to issue almost any 
amount of notes if it can get them 
into circulation, beyond the amount for 
which by the law they are limited, and it 
has pure to the Government thatit 
was absolutely uecessary to make the 
most stringent provisions they possibly 
could to guard not only against wilfal 
over-issue of notes beyond their powers, 
but any kind of over-issue of notes, which 
is equally wrong as respects the public. | 
do not think my hon. friend will find that 
any one will suffer injustice by this provi- 
sion, and it is very important that it should 
be made very stringent. 


The clause was adopted. 
On the 53rd clause,— 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT said: That particular 
clause has been very much discussed, as to 
whether it is fair and equitable that the 
Government of a Province or the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion should have a pre- 
ference over those who do business with 
the banks. I think it is open to very grave 
consideration whether it is right or not. I 
find a difficulty in coming to a conclusion 
whether there should be a preference in 
favor of the Government. We know of one 
or two instances where the Government 
deposit has absorbed the whole of the assets 
of the bank. The very fact of a large 
amount of Government money being de 
posited in a bank has stimulated its credit 
and led the mass of the people to consider 
that it wasin good standing. When the 
crash came the Government simply put 
its hands on all the money in the bank. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—It is equal to a pre- 
vious mortgage. 














The 
who has been induced to put his money 
there because there is a large sum of Gov- 
ernment money deposited in the bank, is 
left without a cent and the Crown takes 
all. It is a kind of heirloom that we have 
inherited, but we are coming to that par- 
ticular period in the century when those 
doctrines are not quite so broadly recog- 
nized as they were. The Crown is pro- 
tected by much keener officers than the 
public is, and therefore I think they ought 
to stand practically on the same level. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The money 
belongs to the people. 


Hon. Me. WARK—TI think it is ex- 
ceedingly objectionable, and I propose to 
move an amendment. It is an act of great 
injustice to the other depositors—in fact, 
it looks to me like repealing the Bill of 
Rights, which provides that the Crown 
shall not take the property of the indivi- 
dual, except under the laws of the coun- 
try. I should like to know on what 
ground this privilege should be conferred 
upon the Crown above other depositors ? 

e deposits of individuals are not left in 
the bank with the intention that they 
shall be used for banking purposes. A 
shipper of goods sends a bill of exchange ; 
he endeavors to use the proreeds for the 
purchase of other goods for a coming 
shipment. He deposits his money in the 
bank, simply for convenience; he may 
call for it in a day or two. It is not the 
property of the bank; it is his, and he 

as only left it there for safe-keeping. It 
is the same with the wholesale merchant. 
He buys from the manufacturer and sells 
his goods to retailers, as has been ex- 

lained by my hon. friend from Montreal. 

is liability to the manufacturer is falling 

due, and he takes some of the securities he 

has obtained for the goods he has sold and 
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ose 
invests in 
bonds and leaves them in a bank, giving 
the bank authority to collect the interest. 
All these sums, what the merchant has 
lying there as the proceeds of his bill of 
exchange, what the other merchant has 
lying at the bank as the proceeds of the 
notes he has discounted. what the bond- 
holder has in the way of interest lying in 
the bank, these are all placed in jeopardy 
by this legislation. If misfortune over- 
takes that bank before the parties call for 
their money a receiver is put in charge, 
and he seizes all this money for the Gov- 
ernment, If there is not enough to pay 
all the claims the Government take every- 
thing. This is so unjust that I cannot see 
how it can be defended. I feel warmly on 
this subject, from an incident that came 
under my notice. A very worthy business 
manin Fredericton died, leaving his widow 
a competency. She lodged the money in 
the Maritime Bank, and avery short time 
afterwards one of the very heaviest cus- 
tomers of the bank broke down and the 
bank failed. The Government has tuken 
every cent of that poor woman’s money: 
the most she can expect is 5 or 6 cents on 
the dollar. Most of us know the position 
in which a widow is placed. If she has 
any feeling of consolation in her bereave- 
ment it is that her husband has provided 
for her. But suppose she deposits her means 
of support in a bank, and the bank 
fails, what is her position? She may feel 
encouraged co think that she will get scme- 
thing out of the deposit, but when the 
Government sweeps down and takes every- 
thing in the bank, what position is that 
woman in? Î am one of those who think 
that we are responsible for our public acts 
as well as for our private acts. Is there a 
man around these benches that would 
deprive a widow of one dollar? Not one. 
Why then should we authorize the Govern- 
ment to rob—because it is nothing short 
of robbery—any unfortunate individual of 
anything, to take the merchant’s money, 
take the interest that has been collected, 
and take the widows mite? I therefore 
move : 

Page 18, line 2.—Leave out from “and ” to “2” in 
line 7, and insert: ‘‘ The depositors in the bank shall 
be the next charge, but should the assets prove insuffi- 
cient to pay the depositors in full, then such de- 


itors, whether Government or private persons, shall 
paid pro rata out of the balance of such assets.” 
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Hon. Mz. KAULBACH-—I do not quite 
agree with this amendment, I really think 
itis the result of my hon. friend’s sympathy 
with some unfortunate individuals. There 
should be some protection for the public. 
Ifl remember right at the time of Confede- 
ration even the circulating medium of a 
bank was not the first lien. They partici- 
aa in the losses with other individuals, 

ut now the public are secured and have 
the firet lien on the assets of the bank. 
And then, as far as the public are con- 
cerned, I think they are generally safe. 
Now, as regards these Government de- 
osits, what do they amount to after all ? 
t is the people’s money, and the people 
must be protected, and I think you are 
protecting the people generally when you 
say that the money in the bank, which 
belongs to the people, shall be sacred— 
shall be the first to be paid out of all de- 
posits. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—Will the hon. gen- 
tleman say whether the Government had 
any preference in Nova Scotia prior to 
Confederation? I think it had. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—I cannot say, 
but I think the first protection should be 
given to the people’s money. As regards 
the shareholders and stockholders in the 
bank, they are anxious to have this Gov- 
ernment money, and if there is to be a loas 
the shareholders should be the parties to 
lose. As regards private depositors, it is 
no doubt hard that they should not rank 
with the Government, but knowing the 
position they are in, they will be more 
careful where they deposit their money. 
I think the public generally are well pro- 
tected—first in the issue, and then it is 
pee le’s money that comes next. It should 

e the first lien on the assets of the bank. 


Hon. Mzr.O’DONOHOE—My hon. friend 
from Lunenburg says these deposits are 
the people’s money. No doubt it is the 
money of all the pens put in the bank 
in the name of the Government, but why 
should all the people, excepting the de- 
positors, get back their money in full, and 
the depositor be left without anything? 
Now, where is the justice in that? There 
is, running through all our laws, the prin- 
ciple that there should be an equitable 
distribution of funds. I may yet hear 
good reason to cause me to think other- 
wise ; but at present, if all the people, 


—— 


through the Government, deposit their 
money in the bank, I do'not see why all 
the people should be on any better footing 
than the individual who puts his mone 
in the bank as a deposit. He suffers his 
share of the loss with all the people, but 
he is asked, beyond that, to suffer the loss 
of his money, by reason of having it there, 
and probably his great inducement in 
choosing that bank as a place for deposit 
ing his money was seeing that the Gov- 
ernment had deposits there. 

That is a feature that would be assuring 
to the ordinary mind and would impart 
confidence; the very confidence that caused 
the depositor to leave his money in that 
bank would result in the entire loss of it. 
I think the day has passed away when 
such a preference should exist. I entirely 
agree with the amendment of my hon. 
friend, and shall vote for it, or any amend- 
ment of the kind which this House may 
think fit to adopt, to remove any prefer- 
ence that the Government may have over 
the ordinary depositor. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I quite understand 
the sympathy which people may feel at 
first sight for such a case as that narrated 
by my hon. friend from Fredericton, and 
the natural sympathy which every one 
would experience towards a poor woman 
who has been deprived of her pittance, her 
means of livelihood. But such things are 
by no means rare. My hon. friend says 
that no man in this House would take 
away the pittance of a poor widow. I 
would like to know very much whether 
hon, gentlemen in this House, or gentle 
men anywhere else, would decline to take 
what they are entitled to, if they held a 
mortgage or privilege on a property, 
because unfortunately some person who 
had aclaim or a mortgage or privilege 
subsequent to theirs should lose what he 
had in the property? That is done every 
day; it is a question of the law of the 
land. This privilege which the people, as 
represented by the Government, enjoy in 
having a privilege over the property of 
their debtors, is nothing new. It is the 
law at this moment. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We are trying to 
improve the law. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is not a new 
law. It is actually the law, though it is 
not clearly defined in the ordinary law. 
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That does not indicate what are the res- 
pours rights of the Dominion and the 
rovinces, nor the respective claims of the 
Government and the note-holders. There 
is a difference of opinion in the Dominion 
as to the privilege of the Crown over indi- 
vidual note-holders to receive payment of 
its debt by preference. The clause is in- 
troduced for the simple reason that at 
present, according to the jurisprudence of 
the courts, it is not settled what pre 
ition the Crown, as represented by the 
vernment of the Dominion, holds as 
compared with its position as represented 
by the Provinces, or the position the 
rown holds with respect to note-holders. 
It has been held that the Crown comes 
before the note-holders : it has been held 
that the Crown comes after the note- 
holders. I believe there is now a dispute 
in tne Province of Quebec whether the 
Crown means the Province or the Govern- 
ment, 

There has been a case in dispute where 
the privileges of the Province have been 
maintained as against the Government. 
This clause is to make clear the position 
of the Crown, not for the purpose of cre- 
ating any new law, because the law is 
exactly as it stands in this clause, with 
the exception of the definition of its precise 
diatinctions. I think this House must 
necessarily give avery grave consideration 
to a change in the law which would upset 
the entire principle with regard to the 
rights of the Government, in respect not 
enly of banks—that is to say, as to the 
principle itself—but of every subject which 
comes within the purview of our dail 
life. The position of the Government is 
well understood—everybody knowsit. The 
very people who are referred toas having 
been induced to put money into the banks 
because the Government had deposits 
there krow that the Government has a 
preference over individuals in getting 
paid. Therefore, if a person with his 
eyes open pe a deposit in the bank 
where the Government has large deposits, 
thinking that the bank is particularly 

ood, he does so knowing that if the bank 
ails the Government will be paid first. 
No injustice is done such persons. any 
more than if they chose to pat their money 
into a second mortgage. Ifthey put their 
money into a second mortgage, can they 
complain because the first mortgagee ab- 
sorbs the whole property? There are 
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many other reasons which I cannot now 
explain at length why this privilege given 
to the Government is beneficial to the 
people, and not otherwise. Suppose we 
alter this law, and say that the Govern- 
ment shall have no privilege for its 
deposits in the banks, where would the 
Government keep its money ? It might 
be imagined that no one bank is sufficiently 
good to hold the large amounts that they 
are obliged to keep on hand from time to 
time. At present what is done with them 
is this: the money is deposited in most of 
the banks of the Dorninion in proportion 
to what the (Government think is their 
fair responsibility. What is done with it ? 
These banks use it—they lend it. The 
deposits of the Dominion Government form 
at this moment a considerable source of 
the accommodation which the banks are 
able to give to traders and others, in every 
town, village and parish in the whole 
Dominion of Canada. The result of de- 
priving the Government of the immem- 
orial privilege, which by the common law 
of the country it now has, would besimply 
that instead of giving this money in 
umounts more or less large to the banks 
generally, it would be obliged to consider 
which of those banks is absolutely safe, 
and put all the money there; and the re- 
sult would be the growing up of the larger 
und more wealthy banks into huge cor- 
pores while the smaller banks would 

e unable to give anything like the pro- 

ortion of accommodation which they 

ave been able to furnish by means of the 
Government deposits. Of course, we all 
know that banks do not confine themselves 
to lending the money which the get from 
their stockholders. [ suppose that all 
banks have considerably more money 
from depositors than they have from 
shareholders, and subject to certain 
reserves and precautions they lend the 
money which they get from their de- 
positors just as they lend the money 
which they get from their stockholders, 
and the Government, being one of these 
depositors, furnishes a very considerable 
quota of that money throughout the Do- 
minion. The Government of the country 
have a certain amount of money on hand 
to meet its various wants, and when it has 
to make provision for large payments it 
cannot arrange to get itatonce. Ithas to 
accumulate gradually, just as private indi- 
viduals do, and that money is deposited 
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until it is required, and goes to help the 
trade of the country. Every man who 
wants to borrow money has the advantage, 
because the banks all through the country 
more or less enjoy the advantage of bavin 
these deposits of Government funds. 
think the House will consider carefully 
whether they will abandon the principle of 
law which has prevailed from time imme- 
morial with regard to the rights of the Gov- 
ernment, and will reflect that in doing so 
they will make a great change in the whole 
financial system of the country; while, on 
the otber hand, the people who suffer from 
the privilege which is given by the courts 
suffer no more than other people who lend 
their money when someone else has an 
advantage over them, which advantage 
they are bound to know when they lend 
it. Itis really known to everybody, and 
if they put their money where there are 
Government deposits they know that they 
do so subject to the contingency of the 
bank failing and the Government taking 
its privilege for the amount of its deposits 
which may at that time be in the bank. I 
submit the amendment ought not to pass. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—What position 
do the Provinces hold in case the (rovern- 
ment of Canada has no deposit ? 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—They would come 
next to the note-holder. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The leader of the 
House has, in my judgment, failed enti-ely 
to justify the contentions in support of 
this particular provision in the clause, on 


any principles based upon equity or jus-| 


tice. He has resorted simply to the argu- 
ment of expediency, and when I first ad- 
dressed this committee I felt that that 
was really the only point on which it could 
in any way be defended. The effect of 
putting the Government on the same 
plane as the ordinary depositor would be 
to concentrate the Government moneys in 
one bank. It would be the same as in 
England, where the Government money 
is centered in one institution. To that 
extent I recognize that some of thesmaller 
banks would suffer. It was only on the 
ground of expediency that it could be 
defended at all; but there is another point 
to which the hon. gentleman from Glen- 
garry hasadverted, that also occurred to me, 
as showing how thoroughly paradoxical 
the paragraph was, The Crown 1s repre- 
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sented at Ottawa and represented in the 
several Provinces. The moneys of the 
Crown in the Province and the moneys of 
the Crown represented by the Federal 
Government belonie to the same pore: it 
is all the people’s money, and the absurd 
distinction cannot be defendedthere. You 
may justify the proposition of the leader of 
the Government on the ground of e 
diency—and it is only defensible on that 
single ground, that the effect of our placing 
the Crown on the same plane with the 
individual would be to probably force the 
Crown reserve into one bank, and there- 
fore all the other banks of the country 
would to that extent suffer. It could not 
be done, but at all events the larger and 
stronger, and certainly the safer barks 
would be selected by the Crown; other- 
wise, the Crown would be open to the im- 
putation of having acted injudiciously and 
imprudently, if a considerable deposit was 
placed in a weak bank and it happened to 
go to the wall. The Government would 
select the strongest banks. If it were not 
for that single point it could not be de 
fended at all, and I should heartily go for 
the change; but I desire to point out 
that it is too absurd and ridiculous that 
we should divide the two Crowns, that 
the people at one place and the people 
at another place should be looked upon 
as entitled to different conditions and 
different privileges. Let us eliminate that 
out of the clause, at all events, and put it 
on some common sense level. It is the 
people’s money, whether it is held af 
Toronto, Quebec, Fredericton or any other 
provincial capital. It is the money of the 
people, and why should this absurd dis- 
tinction be kept up and preserved ? It is 
utterly unjustifiable. It is repugnant to 
one’s common sense ; it is not justifiable 
even on the miserable ground of expedi- 
ency, on which we are allowing this absurd 
prcpoeton toremain. The rights of the 

rown, whether represented by the Pro- 
vinces or by the Dominion, should be on 
the same footing. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—The hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa says it is the people’s money 
and it is a question between the people 
and individuals. Now, if the Government 
took $50,000 out of the bank to which I 
refer, how much would the 5,000,000 of 
people in this country gain by it? Just 
one cent apiece; but the depositors are 
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stripped of everything. If it were cut 


down to the widow's $5,000 the peo 
le of this whole Dominion would be 
enefited to the extent of one-tenth of 
one cent each. There are eighty of us here, 
and this body would be benefited to 
the extent of eight cents and no more. 
There is a principle that I think we ought 
not to lose sight of: what do the people 
‘gain in comparison to what the depositors 
ose? The hon. gentleman says that this 
has been the law of the land. I defy him 
to show an instance since the Bill of Rights 
was passed, over two centuries ago, where 
the Crown in England has confiscated the 
property of an individual. The Bill of 
ights declares this to be illegal, and the 
hon. gentleman cannot show where it has 
been done since the Bill of Rights was 
pee on the Statute-book. ‘The Bill of 
ights secured three things: the right 
of personal security—the Sovereign cannot 
interfere with the personal security of any 
individual—the right of personal liberty, 
and lust of all the right of private property. 
That is the right that belongs to every 
individual under the law. We talk of prero- 
ative: how does the prerogative come 
ere, when the Crown does not possess it at 
home? How does it find its way to Canada, 
or has it any existence here? I say it has 
not. The hon. member used the word 
“ privilege ’—that this is a privilege of the 
Crown. How did the Crown obtain that 
privilege, since the Bill of Rights took it 
away ? He says it is beneficial to the 
public. There was not one person, pees 
in a hundred, who had deposits in the banks 
that knew anything about this pretended 
privilege, but what effect will it have on 
the banks when depositors come to know 
that this law is on our Statute-book? The 
moment some slight disaster befalls a bank 
every depositor that knows he is likely to 
be outwitted by the Government will rush 
for. his deposits, and the bank will come 
down in consequence of this law being on 
the Statute-book. I hope the House will 
see the propriety of placing the depositors 
of the bank on the same footing as 
the. Government. The Government have 
a great advantuge: they have the re- 
turns coming in from the banks every 
month. The Minister of Finance and 
his staff have an opportunity of examining 
the returns from the banks and seeing 
whether they have largely increased their 
circulation or liabilities, of seeing whether 
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their assets are diminishing and they have 
a check on the bank; but if the Govern- 
ment go on this principle that their deposit 
is safe they will let the bank go on and. 
not check it. The very fact of the de- 
positors knowing the Government have 
this right will lead them to withdraw 
their deposits if they have the least shadow 
of doubt as to the safety of the bank, and 
thus cause a run on the bank which will 
lead to its failure. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The leader of the 
House gave the first reason that has been 
advanced for placing the Government in a 
different “position frum other depositors. 
The hon. gentleman from Lunenburg 
talked about the prerogative; and he gave 
as a reason why we should continue the 
pce? that the depositors are protected. 

hat argument destroyed the argument in 
favor of this clause, because if the depositors 
who are postponed to the Government ure 
well protected, surely the Government are 
well protected. 


Hon, Mr. KAU LBACH—I said the note- 
holders. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The first part of 
the clause provides that the notes should 
be the first charge on the assets, and I 
quite agree with the hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa in thinking that the only argument 
that can be used in favor of the preference 
given to the Government of Canada is the 
argument of expediency. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER. Is not that a good 
argument once in a while? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not think that 
the result will be exactly what the hon. gen- 
tleman from Ottawa thought or what the 
leaderofthe Housethought. The leader of 
the House said that if this preference of 
the Government were withdrawn, then the 
Government would naturally be inclined 
to deposit -all their funds in one strong 
bank. It does not seem to me that it is at 
ull a necessary consequence. The Govern- 
ment are ina position, as bas been said 
by the hon. gentleman from Fredericton, 
to know which of the banks are strong; 
and the fact is, that the banks all over the 
country are, with very few exceptions, 
in a sound financial position, and the Gov- 
ernment would feel perfectly safe in depo- 
siting in any ono of those banks. The 
Government would have to do as private 
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depositors do. There are private depo- 
sitors who, in some instances, have larger 
amounts deposited in the bank than the 
Government, and these private individuals 
use their best judgment as to which bank 
they shall deposit in, and it may be that 
the private individual does not know whe- 
ther the Government have any deposit in 
the bank or not. If the bank, through 
misfortune, becomes insolvent, then he 
finds out for the first time that 
the Government have a deposit there, 
which has to be taken out entire before 
he receives anything. 1 do not think that 
any sound reason has been established for 
the distinction between the deposits made 
by. the Government and the deposits of 
other people. The fact is, looking at it 
from every point of view, except that of 
expediency, the deposits of private indivi- 
duals ought to be more secured than those 
of the Government. If $300,000 of Gov- 
ernment money are lost in a bank, that 
amounts to a very small sum to each one 
in this country. The loss is spread over 
five millions of people; whereas, a loss of 
$30,000, which may represent the whole 
fortune of a private family, is a very 
serious loss in a comparatively small 
sphere. If we were legislating in the 
direction of justice, the Government claim 
ought to be postponed to the claims of 
puna depositors. The leader of the House 

as compared this to the case of a mort- 
gaye, but the cases are not at all parallel. 
In the first place, if there is a mortgage on 
a property, money will not be loaned 
on it by any subsequent lender without 
knowing that there is a first mortgage, 
and the amount of it. That is not the case 
with a person who deposits in a bank. In 
the first place, the ordinary depositor does 
not know whether there are any Govern- 
ment deposits in the bank or not, so that 
the cases of a mortgage and a bank depo- 
sitor are not at all parallel. I think the 
Bill would be considerably improved by the 
amendment proposed by the hon. member 
from York. 


The committee divided on the amend- 
ment, which was lost, on the following 
division :—Yeas 10; nays 18. 


Hon. Me. McKINDSEY from tne com- 
mittee, reported that they had made some 
progress, and asked leave to sit again. 


The report was adopted. 
The Senate adjourned at 1 p.m. 


The Behring [SENATE] Sea Difficulty. 
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Second Sitting. 
Ottawa, Wednesday, May 14th, 1890. 


THe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 


Prayers and routine proceedings. 


YORK COUNTY BANK. 
THIRD READING. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL, frém the Committee 

on Banking and Commerce, reported Bill 

39) “An Act to incorporate the York 
ounty Bank,” with an amendment. 


Tbe amendment was concurred in. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved that the, Bill 
be read the third time at the next sitting 
of the House. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—The hon. gentleman 
had better move the third reading now, or 
he may lose the Bill in the other House. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—The Bill is predicat- 
ed on the presumed passage of the Banking 
Act, and that was the reason I did not 
move the third reading now, as the Bank- 
ing Act has not yet passed. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is better to have 
the Bill read the third time at once, than 
to risk losing it. 


Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I move that the Bill 
be read the third time presently. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


THE BEHRING SEA DIFFICULTY. 
ENQUIRY. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) en- 
quired : 


Whether there is an immediate 
owners of vessels and ca , sel 
States Government in Behring’s Sea, 
pensed ? 

Is there any probability of an amicable arrangement 
being arrived at between the Imperial Government and 
that of the United States, under which Canadian 
vessels may be allowed to enter Behring’s Sea to pro- 
secute the seal fishery ? 

Will the Government give this House such informa- 
tion as to the present position of affairs relating to the 
Behring’s Sea question ns à as in the public in- 
terest can be made public ? 


Hon. MR. ABBOTI—I regret that I 
cannot answer my hon, friend’s questions 


more fully, but I may say this, as refer- 
ring to the actual state of affairs at this 


rospect of the 
by the United 
ing recom- 
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moment: Negotiations for the settlement 
of all the differences between this country 
and the Americans with reference to 
Behring’s Sen are proceeding, as the Gov- 
ernment think, favorably, and they hear 
almost every day of their progress. To- 
day they have received news which ren- 
ders it probable that they may be able to 
make a much more definite communication 
to the House within a day or two. I must 
ask my hon. friend to take this as an 
answer to the three questions. With 
respect to the two first, there is no post 
bility of my saying anything more than I 
have done; and as regards the last, as the 
negotiations are still in progress it is im- 
possible for me to communicate any por- 
tion of them to the House, 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I would like to 
know from the hon. gentleman, when he 
says the negotiations are proceeding favor- 
ably, does he mean satisfactorily ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—When I spoke 
of their proceeding favorably, I meant 
that we have no reason to be discouraged 
as to a satisfactory result, but the con- 
trary. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—My attention was 
drawn recently to a telegram from Wash- 
ington, in which it was stated that these 
negotiations were nearly concluded, and 
that our agent there would shortly return 
home; and in addition to that, that nego- 
tiations were notso much regarding Cana- 
dian interests as Imperial interests, and 
therefore, inferentially, that the Canadian 
Government could have no responsibility 
with regard to the conclusion arrived at? 
IT hope when we receive fuller information 
that no such instructions as that will be 
given to this House. I do not believe 
that the people of this country will re- 
lieve the Government from responsibility 
in connection with whatever negotiations 
may be consummated with regard to 
Behring’s Sea. I think it would be ex- 
ceedingly unfortunate if the arrangement 
which will be arrived at is not satisfactory 
to the people of this country as well as to 
the Imperial authorities. 

We all know that we have at the present 
time, in consequence of the action of the 
Imperial authorities, a burning question 
in Newfoundland, in connection with the 
lobster fisheries of that island, which are 
naw being carried on under the modus 
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vivendi, in a manner which is very unfair 
indeed to the people of the colony. It 
would be exceeeingly unfortunate if, when 
we receive the result of these negotiations 
With regard to the Pacific coast question, 
a similar state of excitement may be - 
aroused on the Pacific as now undoubtedly 
exists on the Atlantic coast, in regard to 
the manner in which the British Govern- 
ment have settled an important question in 
relation to the fisheries of Newfoundland. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—As far as 
Newfoundland is concerned, the aggres- 
sions of France on the territorial rights of 
that island affect us seriously. I believe 
it is an invasion of the rights of Canada, 
and especially those parts of Canada on 

the Atlantic coast, the Gulf of St. Law- 
| rence and theStraits of Belle Isle, in which 
we are equally interested with Newfound- 
land; and ifthe French are allowed, not 
only to have territorial mghts, Lut exclu- 
sive rights, which they claim, it must 
‘Seriously interfere with our fisheries. We 
‘know the tyrannical manner in which the 
French seized some’ of our vessels a few 
years ago, while fishing, and that it was a 
subject of great complaint in Nova Scotia. 
Not only was it an infringement of our 
rights that must not be repeated, but we 
must look to Newfoundland as the key of 
‘Canada; for if the French are allowed to 
set up territorial rights as well as fishing 
rights in that island, they strike at a vital 
point in the position of Canada. We 
should endeavor as far as we can to keep 
uninterrupted communication through the 
| Gulf and through the Straits, and I think 
lit is a matter of immense importance to us 
that the Government should regard it with 
a jealous interest and take a decided stand 
with regard to the rights of Newfoundland, 
which are virtually our rights. If the 
French can set up this claim, not only on 
the sea but on the shores of the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence, it would trespass largely upon 
our rights and privileges, and may be a 
source of trouble in the future. 


THE DOMINION LANDS ACT. 


WITHDRAWN. 


The Order of the Day being called for 
the second reading of Bill (EE) “An Act 
further to amend ‘The Dominion Lands 
Act.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: This Bill has 
come before the House at a late period of 


a 
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the Session, and as it seems likely to involve 
some discussion on the school laws and 
other subjects connected with it, I pro 

to ask the House to allow me to withdraw 
the Bill. 


Leave was granted, and the Bill was 
withdrawn. 
THE PILOTAGE BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Bill (DD) “ An Act 
to amend ‘ The Pilotage Act,’ Cap. 80 of 
the Revised Statutes.” 


(In the Committee.) | 
Hon. Me. ABBOTT—This Bill has been 


delayed for several days, in consequence of 


deputations coming from the pilots of the 
St. Lawrence, under the impression that 
this legislation was going to interfere with 
their rights. There appears to be some 
pe amongst the shippers and pilots as 
to how far the exemption from compulsory 
pilotage dues applies to certain steamers 
of a certain class in the River St. Lawrence. 
I have no doubt on the subject myself, but 
in order to avoid any discussion or diffi- 
culty on that matter, the clause which is 
before the House for a certain purpose is 
slightly remodelled in its language, so as to 
give the benefit—if there be any doubt 
about the law—to give the benefit of that 
doubt to those who are opposing the Bill. 
The objects are twotold : tirst, to extend 
the privilege of exemption from compul- 
sory pilotage to vessels trading from 
all ports south of New York. At present 
ships propelled either in whole or in 

art by steam, trading between the 

rovinces and down the coast of America 
as far as New York, are exempt from 
compulsory pilotage. It is proposed 
to extend that privilege, whatever it is, 
which now exists, to vessels which trade 
down to ports south of New York. That 
is not objected to, but what was objected 
to was the assumption that at present such 
vessels did not pay pilotage dues in the 
River St, Lawrence. The Government are 
satisfied about that, and are content to 
leave it with the law as it stands, and the 
remodelling of the clause in this way has 
that effect. I must remind the House that 
the clause of which this is a sub-clause 
provides that the followingshall be exempt- 
ed ships, &c., &c., and that it then goes on 
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to describe them. Tho effect of this is 
merely that the class of ships that are 
now exempt from proue dues when 
trading between the Provinces and down 
as far as New York are now exempt b 

the extension of that privilege when tal 
ing south of New York. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Does that affect 
the pilotage districts of Halifax and Sid- 
ney? 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No;; it leaves them 
to regulate their own affairs as_betore. 
It is applicable mainly to the Bay of 
Fundy. It is from there that ships sail 
mainly for the West Indies. The other 
amendment is to make sub-section (f) 
apply to all ships registered in Canada. 
At present the law is this: In the St. 
Lawrence all ships of not more than 250 
tons registered tonnage are exempt from 
compulsory pilotage; in other pilotage 
districts the pilotage authorities regulate 
the exemption as they think proper, and in 
others the standard is much lower. This 
Bill makes it uniform. Ships not above 
250 tons registered tonnage are all exempt 
from compulsory pilotage. 


Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Would the 
effect of this be to make any difference in 
the pilotage in the Province of Quebec as 
compared with Nova Scotia or New Brun- 
swick ? 


Hon. Ma. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
mistaken about Quebec, ships propelled 
partly or wholly by steam engaged in 
this trade not being exempt from com- 
pulsory pilotage. The object of this Bill is 
to make the law uniform in other portions 
of the Dominion. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I think the 
amendment is very necessary indeed. The 
Maritime Provinces are building a large 
class of vessels, and the captains are as 
familiar with the coast as the pilots can 
be. 


Hon. Mr. DRU MMOND—If it increases 
the number of exemptions from pilotage, 
would it not have the effect of increasing 
the amount of dues collected from ships 
that are not exempt? I understand there 
is a system of guaranteeing a minimum 
salary to the pilots. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I understand there 
is a regulation in respect to this corpora- 
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tion of pilots in Quebec, which I do not 


think is an unmixed good, by which each 
joe gets at least $600. If the fees were 

iminished I suppose there would have to 
be a diminution of the number of pilots. 
My hon. friend suggests that the result of 
this might be to increase the compulsory 
pilotage dues on other vessels that are not 
exempted. They cannot do that of them- 
selves, and the Government have no desire 
to increase, but on the contrary are 
extremely desirous of diminishing, the 
charges on vessels navigating the St. Law- 
rence. 


Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.). from the 
committee, reported the Bill with amend- 
ments, which were concurred in. 


The Bill wasthen read the third time, 
and passed. 


CALGARY AND EDMONTON RAIL- 
WAY CO.’S BILL. 


SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (150) “ An Act respecting 
a certain Agreement therein mentioned 
with the Calgary and Edmonton Railway 
Company.” Hesaid: This isa Billtocontirm 
an agreement made with the Calgary and 
Edmonton Railway Company, of precisely 
the same nature as the agreement made last 
year with the Regina and Long Lake Rail- 
way Company. Itissimply to provide that 
in return for services undertaken to be 
rendered by the company in the carriage 
of mails and the transport of provisions, 
and the like, the Government guarantee 
for a term of years a certain sum of money, 
$80,000 per annum, on the construction of 
the railway from Calgary to a point on 
the North Saskatchewan River near Ed- 
monton. The payment of this is secured 
by a contract to perform all these ser- 
vices, and this contract is further secured 
by an assignment of a large 
the entire land grant of the company, 
which is large. The security is on ex- 
actly the same lines, in the same propor- 
tions and calculated at the same rate per 
mile as the agreement we passed last year 
with respect to the Regina and Long Lake 
Railway Company. It isa most important 
line. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 


Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
on à division, and passed, under a suspen- 
sion of the Rules. 


THE BANK ACT. 
THIRD READING. 


The House resumed in Committee of the 
Whole the consideration of Bill (127) “An 
Act respecting Banks and Banking.” 


(In the Committee.) 


Hon, Mr. McMILLAN said: Clause 50 
says that the bank shall hold not less than 
40 per cent. of its cash reserve in Dominion 
notes, but it does not say what the cash 
reserve shall be. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is 
not singular in noticing this, but it has 
been in the law for twenty years, and 
there is a very great difficulty in saying 
anything more definite about it than is 
there, The subject was discussed in 1870- 
71, and again in 1880-81, and the conclu- 
sian come to has been to leave it as it is. 
Of course, every prudent bank keeps a cer- 
tain amount of reserve, which can be as- 
certained by its monthly statements, and 
with that kind of supervision over them 
the public has hitherto been content. 


Hon. Mr. DROUMMOND—The remark 
of the hon. gentleman is perfectly natural. 
The clause might as Waillbe omitted from 
the Bill. A bank doing a business of mil- 
lions may hold only one dollar of reserve: 
it is nothing more than a farce. The opinion 

iT have held, and that I hold very strongly, 
lis, that a fixed reserve to meet all possible 
contingencies is absolutely essential for 
safe banking; but by general consent it 
has been dropped, and I think at this mo- 


roportion of | ment it is too late to raise the question at 


all. It is only by way of protest that I say 
a word. It seems to me that the banks 
should be called upon to hold a certain 
fixed reserve, but at this hour it is perhaps 
unnecessary to say anything further on the 
subject. 


Hon. Mr SCOTT—I proposed, when the 
House rose, to take the sense of the House 
on another paragraph of clause 53. It 


was read a second time, and referred to a | was urged that as the Crown was trustee 
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for the people, it ought to have a lien 
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a bank failing. If that is a sound prin- 
ciple, and the House has committed itself 
to that view, there should not be that nice 
distinction that the Crown, as represented 
by the Federal Government, should super- 
sede the Crown as represented by the 
Provincial Government. Let us see how 
it works: take one of the smaller Pro- 
vinces. The Government of that Province 
deposits its money in a bank; the Federal 
Government also has money deposited 
there. In the event of the bank failing 
to meet its payments the Federal Govern- 
ment absorbs the money, leaving the Pro- 
vince without its proper proportion. 
Surely the Province ought to stand on an 
equally good footing, if it is a trustee for 
the people. Being the people’s money, if 
there is any soundness in the logic we 


ply generally. 
“Canada” to insert, “and to the Govern- 
ment of any of the Provinces.” 


have heard, the principle ought to ap-| 
I therefore move after: 
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prior to all other creditors in the event of| Province and the money of the Federal 


Government on the same footing exactly. 


Hoy. Mr. PROWSE—I am not altoge 
ther in sympathy with the clause, though 
it would be rather injudicious to change 
it at this period of the Session. It might 
upset banking arrangements to a very 
large extent. However, this question 
may come up again at a future time. I 
sympathize very much with the view taken 
by my hon. friend from Fredericton. I 
cannot see why the Government which is 
the stronger should have a prior claim 
over the weaker Government, and why 
either of these should have a prior right 
or claim over the weaker individual. It 
is not a sound doctrine. The argument 
before the adjournment was, that if this 
arrangement was not made the Government 
would place their moneys in the strongest 
banks. I might say in reply to that, that 
the rule would work both ways. It is just 
possible that the Government may place 
their funds in the hands of a bank that 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am afraid I can-| Peally ought not to be in existence at all, 


not concur with my hon. friend in the pro- 
priety of that change. Although it is very 
true that the fact that these privileges are 
in the interest of the people generally has 
been allowed considerable weight in main- 
taining the clause as it stands, the Gov- 
ernment of the Province and the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion are not on exactly 
the same footing with regard to the assets 
of the bank. The Government of the 
Dominion represents the whole people of 
the Dominion: the Government of the 
Province represents only a section. By 
the Dominion Government ranking, the 
prope of each Province are protected. 

ach Province isinterested in the Domi- 
nion claim, and every Province gets its 
proportion of whatever is recovered from 
the bank in proportion to its interest in 
it. That being a wider privilege, it is 
given precedence, because it benefits every- 
body. The privilege which my hon. friend 
would give the province would benefit a 
section of the people—sometimes a large 
section, sometimes a small section—and it 
is thought proper to keep such a grada- 
tion of ranking that the whole people 
shoald rank first and a section of the 
people next. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The amendment that 
I propose would place the money of the 


that is all but bankrupt at the present 
time, and using the public moneys to keep 
that bank afloat for a short time, when 
possibly a change of Government might 
tuke place, the funds would be withdrawn 
and the bank would collapse. I rather 
think that has been the history of the 

ast in one or two instances. In that case 

anks may be kept afloat for years with 
pores money which ought not to be doing 

usiness at all, which ought to have gone 
into bankruptcy ‘years before and would 
have gone into brankruptcy probably if it 
were not for the assistance given them by 
the Government of the day. Then, again, 
by the Government placing their funds in 
certain banks it monopolizes to some ex- 
tent the deposits that would otherwise be 
placed in those banks—that is, it has a 
tendency to reduce the rate of interest the 
banks would give to the public were it not 
for the money deposited in those banks by 
the Government. I think if the Govern- 
ment money was deposited in those banks 
without drawing interest it might give 
them a prior claim, but if the banks are 
giving the Government interest on their 
deposits I cannot see any justice in giving 
them a prior claim. 


The committee divided on the amend- 
ment, which was rejected. The clause was 
then adopted. 
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On the 54th clause — 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: This clause 
contains provisions which are made for 
the security of the circulation, The House 
will perceive that divested of verbiage 
that security amounts to this: every bank 
shall pay into the hands of the Minister of 
Finance 5 per cent. of its circulation, to 
constitute a fund for the security of the 
circulation of all the banks. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If the circulation 
diminishes after the Ist of July they get 
a certain proportion of it back. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is adjusted every 
year. 


The clause was adopted. 


On the 57th clause,— 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT said: It has been ob- 
served, Idare say, by hon. gentlemen, and 
is a very great grievance on the part of 
the people of this country, that the banks 
of Canada are too prone to retain old notes 
which carry disease. That was particu- 
larly marked last year when the “ grippe” 
prevailed in the country. ‘There is no 
reason why old notes should be issued 
time and again. Iam told that the Gov- 
ernment of Canada are always ready to 
place at the disposal of the banks notes 
that are new. e do not ask that the 
rule existing in England, that a new note 
be issued on every occasion, shall be 
adopted, but I think we are fairly entitled 
to demand that the banks of this country 
shall not be permitted to issue notes that 
are defaced, torn, filthy and unfit to take 
into your hands. It is a grievance that 
ought to be remedied. The banks do 
gain some advantage from it, because the 
mutilated and torn bills disappear sooner, 
and the bank gets the benefit of it if they 
are destroyed. I move that the following 
be added to the 57th clause:— 


‘*Provided always, that no payment, whether in 
Dominion notes or in bank notes, shall be made in 
bills that are torn or partially defaced by excessive 
handling.’ 

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—We do not 
require that in Montreal. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—We do in Ottawa. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The motion of my 
hon. friend is somewhat vague, and if the 
Government do not object greatly to 
adding these words to the clause it must 
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be understood that the law will be carried 
out in a reasonable way. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Nobody will object 
to its being enforced in a reasonable way. 


Ilion. Mr. ABBOTT—We cannot define 
exactly the extent of mutilation that will 
juetify the burning of anote, but assuming 
that the law will be worked in a reasonable 
way, I do not undertake to oppose it. It 
is an experiment, and we will see how it 
works, and if we find that people insist 
upon the issuing of new notes unreason- 
ably we will repeal it. 


Hon, Mr. DRUMMOND—While there 
is a good deal on the face of the pro- 
poston, I think it may be worked to 

e in the highest degree inconvenient 
and impracticable, and it is a mat- 
ter which will affect the bank note 
Le in a ver a ns way. I 

elieve that even the Bank of England 
has abandoned the practice of never issu- 
ing a bank note twice. It is not the rule 
in Scotland, Ireland or anywhere in the 
United Kingdom, but in the Bank of Eng- 
land. Take the case of bank notes issued 
to laborers engaged in the construction of 
a railway at an enormous distance from 
any centre : these notes get worn out in 
the pockets of the men, where they are in 
contact with tobacco pouches, jack-knives, 
&c., and come back after being one week 
in circulation in a condition that would im- 
ply that they would not fulfil the require- 
ments of the law, according to the motion 
of the hon. gentleman from Ottawa. I 
think the hon. gentleman ought to content 
himself with a recommendation that the 
banks should not issue notes that are de- 
faced, mutilated and dirty. As for the 
conveyance of the “ grippe” by bank notes 
on a recent occasion, my bon. friend is out 
on that entirely : it is universally recog- 
nized that the “grippe” did not follow the 
lines of communication, but appeared sim- 
ultaneously in places thousands of miles 
apart. 

The motion was agreed to, and the clause, 
as amended, was adopted. 


On the 88th clause,— 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said. This is the 
clause which provides for the publicity ot 
balances remaining in the possession of 
the banks unclaimed for a period of time 
which is fixed at five years. It applies as 
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well to unclaimed dividends as to un- 
claimed balances. The object of the clause 
is to enable people who are not aware of 
balances lying at the credit of persons 
whom they represent, and perhaps at their 
own credit, to draw such balances. There 
has been a good deal of feeling in the pub- 
lic mind as to the necessity of this clause, 
and it is drawn word for word as it was 
passed by us in the Savings Bank Act. 


Hon. Mz. DRUMMOND-—I opposed 
the whole tenor of this provision when the 
Savings Banks Bill was being considered, 
and I did not meet with sufficient encour- 
agement to warrant me in oppo ne ae: 

owever, I beg to suggest to the House 
that perhaps some limit might, without 
infringing on the principle, be adopted as 
to the amount which should be returned. 
Now, an analysis of the total sum lying in 
the hands of the Bank of Montreal which 
would be returnable under the law enables 
me to say that there are very nearly two 
thousand sums under one dollar, and which 
would require an immense amount of labor 
every year on the part of the bank to 
return. Now, would not the House con- 
sider favorably some limitation as to the 
amount, and if so, I would suggest, and 
always have had the idea that strict 
jee would be satisfied if there was a 

imitation of the amount below which it 
was considered unnecessary to make these 
returns It does appear to me that a 
man who has left 25 cents for a period 
of five years unclaimed need hardly ex- 
pect to have a return made to Parliament, 
with all the attendant charges entailed on 
the bank. I would suggest that the words 
“not less than $5” be inserted. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT-—I am sorry that I 
cannot concur in carrying out the sugges- 
tion. My hon. friend has given so much 
attention to this Bill and has so intelligently 
discussed many of its clauses that I really 
dislike to oppose any suggestion that he 
makes. But I have discussed this par- 
ticular point with the Finance Minister— 
in fact, 1 suggested it myself, because I 
saw in a memorandum made by one of the 
banks, as to unclaimed balances of one 
kind and anothor, that there was a large 
number of those balances which were for 
very small sums; but the answer made to 
me, and I think it is asound one, was, that 
these sums as a rule are balances of ac- 
counts which people have closed for one 


reason or another. Through some error 
in drawing out the balance, in the last 
cheque that is issued, for instance, a mis- 
take has been made, perhaps only of 50 
or 70 cents, and the moment the first 
returns come in and show that these 
accounts are still open they will all be 
wiped off. Every man who finds that he 
had a balance left of some old account in a 
bank will take it away, and I cannot see 
any possible reason why even 81,000 
worth of these accounts should remain 
in the hands of the banks. It would seem 
to be in the interest of the banks them- 
selves to have these accounts closed. We 
have no more right in principle to 
deprive an individual of 50 or 75 cents 
than of $500. I do not think any ins- 
titution has a right to retain a single 
cent from anybody. As far as the infor- 
mation of the ‘Finance Minister goes, it 
seems to be plain that the difficulty will 
end after the firstreturp ; people will close 
their account, and I think it would be for 
the benefit both of the banks and of the 
individual that they should do so. 


The clause was adopted. 


On section 103,— 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps the hon. 
leader will tell the committee whether 
there is anything in the Bill which will 
render the returns of banks more reliable? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—AI] the forms have 
been gone over and improved. There are 
several small amendments in the returns 
which will tend to make them as efficient 
as they can be made. 


Hon. Me. McKINDSEY, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill with several 
amendments. 


The report was received and adopted. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Tue SPEAKER—This Bill having been 
read the third time, is now ready to pass. 


Hon. Mr. WARK—I intended to move 
my amendment on the motion for the third 
reading of the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. McCLELAN suggested that 
the third reading should be declared as not 
having been passed, as several gentlemen 
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wanted to vote on the proposed amend- 
ment. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The Bill has been 
read the third time, but there is no reason 
why the hon. gentleman should not move 
his amendment now. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The House has 
never been given to standing on technica- 
lities in a case of this kind, The hon. 
gentleman from York was endeavoring to 
attract the attention of His Honor the 
Speaker at the time the Speaker was put- 
ing the motion for the third reading, and 
the better way would be to consider that 
he had attracted the attention of the 
Speaker, and that the Bill was not read the 
third time. 


Hon. Me. WARK—I move that the Bill 
be not now read the third time, but that it 
be further amended as follows :— 


Page 18, line 2.—Leave out from ‘‘and” to ‘‘2” 
in line 7, and insert: ‘‘The depositors in the bank 
shall be the next charge, but should the assets prove 
insufficient to pay the depositors in full, then, such 
depositors, whether Government or private persons, 
shall be paid pro rata out of the balance of such 
assets.’ 


The House divided on the amendment, 
which was lost, on the following division :— 


CONTENT : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Armand, O’Donohoe, 
Baillargeon, Pelletier, 
Chaffers, Power, 
Girard, eesur, 
Grant, Scott, 
Haythorne, Stevens, 
McClelan, Wark.—15. 
Miller, 

Nox-CoNTENTS : 

Hon. Messrs. 
Abbott, McDonald (C.B.), 
Almon, McKay, 
Bolduc, McKindsey, 
Boucherville, de, McMil'an, 
Casgrain, Macdonald (Victoria), 
Clemow, Merner, 
Cochrane, Montgomery, 
DeBlois, Murphy, 
Drummond, Ogilvie, 
Flint, Perley, 
Glasier, Prowse, 
Guévremont, Smith, 
Howlan, Sullivan, 
Kaulbach, Vidal.—29 
Lougheed, 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I desire now to move | make provision in the 
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time, but that it be further amended as 
follows :— 

Page 18, line 3.—After ‘‘Canada” insert ‘‘ and to 
the Government or any of the Provinces,” and strike 
out from ‘‘ and ” in the fourth line to the end of the 
section. 

The effect of it is to put the Governments 
of the Provinces on the same plane as the 
Government of the Dominion. 


The amendment was declared lost on 
the same division. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
and passed. | 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (143) “An Act to amend 
the Acts respecting the Duties of Customs.’ 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps the Min- 
ister might explain why, having already 
more revenue thanthey require, the Govern- 
ment have seen fit to impose considerable 
additional duties on several of the neces- 
sities of life? The hon. gentleman seems 
to suppers that we should take the neces- 
sity for grantel; but I think this is one 
of the Bills which requires a speech from 
the mover at the second reading. I may 
be converted, but I do not at the present 
moment see any reason for the measure. 


' Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There are some 
schismatics so incorrigible that it would be 
useless to speak with the idea of converting 
them, aiid T fear my hon. friend is one. 
Of course, with reference to the details of 
this Bill, I do not for a moment pretend to 
discuss them or to explain them. They are 
too numerous in their character for any 
outsider to mastey, but I am satisfied that 
the principle on which the changes have 
been made has been in furtherance of the 

rinciple on which the success of the 

ational Policy depends. There have been 
considerable additions made to many of 
the articles produced by our own farmers. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A farmer’s Bill. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I thank my hon. 
friend from Ottawa for the expression: it 
is largely a farmers’ Bill. here have 
been pains taken as On the Bill to 

ill for the protec- 


the amendment that I moved in commit-|tion of the productions of the farm in 
tee, that the Bill be not now read the third | several respects in which it was thought 
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the position of the farmers could be im-| Hon. Mz. SCOTT—It is very strange 
proved ; and however well or ill the Gov- | how, under the protective system, a strong 
ernment may have succeeded in their de-| feeling has arisen on both sides of the line 
sign, that design was tv make better pro-| that there is one individual who, in the 
vision for the protection of the farmers of parts has not been protected under the 
this country. In addition to those changes, | National Policy in the Dominion and the 
there have been other changes made! protective policy of the neighbouring Re- 
throughout the Bill. - "public. Mr. McKinley has wakened up to 
Hon. Mz. POWER—All for the farmer?| tbe fact that the farmers in the United 
HS ABBOTT. dats: fee kk States want protection, and the Finance 
ON. MR. A! —Mainly for the | Minister at Ottawa has wakened up to the 
purposeof carrying out the principlewhich | same realization—that the farmer is being 
ee Rens Ge country has per very heavily taxed—that the farmer, the 
acting upon for & good many years, of fur-! artisan and the laborer, embracing 80 per 
thering the introduction of raw material at cent. of the whole population, ate beng 
the lowest possible rate, and making the taxed for the benefit of the manufac- 
protection of manufactured articles which | turer; 80, in order to render this Bill 
we ourselves produce sufficient for the pur-|a little more palatable, a proposition is 
pose of giving a fair start to the manufac-! made that the farmer also shall be pro- 
turers who are establishing industries in, tected and, as my hon. friend has said ia 
this young country. That is the principle | introducing this measure to our notice, he 
on which the greater part of the remainder , has drawn our attention to the Bill as one 
of the changes have been made. in the interests of the agricultural classes. 
Mr. McKinley has also done the same 
thing in introducing his Bill at Washing- 
ton, and it is very funny how the two Bills 
; : in the same line. In the United States 
many instances the mode in which duties | 17 ) 
were imposed left the door open to frauds kee ae naka : es Fis ae. t Fe a 
in the Customs, and certain amendments | P ted 69 000 000 b hel eee sed ‘ 
have been directed towards getting rid of nd ca peek igi eae canes 
: | been put under the bann. In the same way 
these difficulties, There have been a) 0 aoa corn meal is on the Lét in-Boib 
number of deductions from the duties ofthe dounties cA: Lite: of theres see . 
former years, where they were larger than d int hi h ea aes ER 
was thought necessary for the due and ported int this Country Las the QUO 
proper protection of the manufacturers— eben pa por nee a ke ihe 
such, for instance, as wall paper, and products of the farm—beef, pork, apples 
things of that description. I do not know |: à; sie Gin the, mére ditieles (lat ace intro 
that I can do more than indicate in this | duced in th Bill oan beter i ee 
way the leading principles upon which |,. : tees CES Se DES 
the tariff bas con modified, I cannot| 0" has been given under the McKinle 
say that it has been framed, because it is ba ut nr t oe oe ley a Ne 
only a modification of the present tariff, and saa for à fale se on ive : oan ” 4 
these modifications have all been made ee Abe Erte ee 
: : -. | here we have this farce of the Legislatures 
with the design to improve the tariff in . gs 
tha wae T have sadioated of the two countries telling the farmer: 
y ; “We are going to protect you against 


Hon. Mr. ALMON--In case you make | your neighbor—against the im ports of 
a convert of the senior member for Hali-| farm produce from the adjoining country.” 
fax, I wish to remind the hon. leader of | So we find at the very. startin this Bill the 
the words of Robbie Burns: perigee my hon. pone ae a te 

6 ue , it is in the interest of the farmer, and we 
And wolteed avar With the encens find that gustained in this way. The Sth 
I wish you luck of your prize man.” article among the items reads “ animals 

How. Mrz. SCOTT—This Bill, we are (living)” viz:—Cattle and sheep, 30 per cent. 
advised, is in the interest of the agricul-| 44 valorem.” They were free before, and 
tural population of Canada. could come across inany quantity. What 

was the necessity for that on this side of 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Largely so. the line? We find that as faras cattle are 








Some changes have been rendered neces- 
sary for the purpose of securing the] 
proper collection of the revenue. In 
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concerned, in Ontario there was not a 
single animal under the head of “ Cattle, 
living,” imported from the United States 
last year; yet the cattle of the Ontario 
farmer are to be protected. The farmers 
of Ontario exported last year $5,714,000 
worth of cattle and did not import on dol- 
lar’s worth, yet they are to be benefited to 
that extent under this Bill. I find that in 
Quebec they did import 59 cattle, and 
in British Columbia and the North-West 
they imported 541 cattle. Now, it is per- 
fectly manifest that where the people 
were poor—where they actually needed 
animals in British Columbia and the North- 
West, they found it convenient to bring 
them from across the line. Poor settlers 
going into the North-West could not atford 
to bring their cattle all the way from the 
east with them, yet they are forbidden from 
buying them across the line without paying 
30 percent.duty. The next item we have on 
the list is sheep, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Ontario, strange to say, imported just one 
sheep last year, and that poor sheep is going 
to be kept out now. There is no doubt this 30 
per cent. will keep out that sheep. Ontario, 
however, with other portions ot the Domi- 
nion, sold 1,276,918 sheep, either to our 
neighbors across the line or to our cousins 
on the other side of the Atlantic, yet that 
unfortunate rheep has been the source of 
sach terrible trouble that he is now to be 
kept out under a duty of 30 percent. Yet my 
hon. friend tells us that this is largely in 
the interests of the farmers. Then, Onta- 
rio imported last year two hogs—two live 
hogs—and those two hogs have got to be 
kept out. 


How, Mr. CLEMOW—And how many 
dead hogs? 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We are just now 
keeping out the live ones that could walk 
across the border. British Columbia 
seems to have been the largest importer 
ot hogs. I suppose they need them there 
in the mining districts, and they imported 
2,819 hogs. Now, they will either have to 
send two or three thousand miles down to 
Ontario for hogs, or they have got to pay 
this duty of 30 per cent. in a country that 
ought to be permitted to purchase at the 
lowest possible rates. Of horses we im- 
ported last year altogether 4,049, and we 
sold of horses $2,226,802 worth. I do not 
think we require 30 per cent. against the 
introduction of horses under that condition 
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of things. It certainly seems to my mind 
very paradoxical. 


Hon. Mr. McCCLELAN—Retaliation. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend says 
retaliation ; it has that appearance. To the 
mind that does not analyse and investigate 
this subject the appeal is made in this way 
—we are going to protect you from the 
farmer of the neighboring country. The | 
people have not the Trade and Navigation 
Returns under their hands, and they are 
led into the fallacious belief that they are 
pee under this fiscal policy. Of 4,049 

orses imported, I[ find that half of them 
went to Manitoba and the North-West— 
taken there by settlers who were too poor 
to get them from here. I think itis.a mis- 
take, in trying to build up the North-West 
not to furnish facilities to the farmers there 
to acquire what are their actual necesai- 
ties. They are, in the ratio of their num- 
bers and position, being more heavily 
taxed than any other people in the Domi- 
nion. They are removed from the centres 
of manufacture in the larger Provinces. 
It is impossible for them to get machines 
made in this country without having to 
transport them four or five thousand miles. 
A man who wants & reaper, a mower, or 
any other farm machinery, has to bring it 
that distance or pay a duty of 25 per cent. 
or 30 per cent., but even with this heavy 
tax he is obliged to import his farm ma- 
chinery. The tax is unnecessary: we 
have a surplus, and the surplus is given 
as subsidies to railways and seattered 
broadcast over the Dominion. 


Hon. Mr. SMITH—The North-West is 
largely supplied now with machines from 
Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If you take up the 
Trade and Navigation Returns you find 
that they are still imported; the farmers of 
the North-West import them, paying a duty 
of 30 per cent., and that is a direct tax on 
them. Ifthe manufacturer sends a machine 
to the North-West from Ontario, we all 
know that he charges a price which brings 
it up to within a trifle of the price of an 
American machine with the duty added. 
Nobody expects the manufacturer to be 

atriotic enough to sell those machines for 
ess than he can get for them. With res- 
pect to live animals, I do not suppose it 
would be parliamentary to call this duty 
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a farte, but if we were speaking confi- 
dentially among ourselves we would say 
that it is a farce to talk of protecting the 
farmer. The world is the market of the 
farmer, not the home market. For- 
tunately, we produce a surplus and ex- 
port to the country that is willing to 
accept our products without imposing a 
duty on them. The majority of our 
agricultural products are ship ACTOSS 
the Atlantic: some go to the United 
States, but the mother country imports 
annually from various countries $600,000,- 
000 worth of food products. That is about 
the average paid by the British public an- 
nually for the food supply purchased 
abroad, and yet it is the richest céuntry in 
the world. Day by day it is heaping up 
its wealth, unable to find investments, and 
travelling over the world to dispose of the 
money accumulated by reason of its supe- 
rior fiscal policy. 


Hon. Me. HOWLAN—They did not 
adopt free trade until after they had built 
up their manufactures. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—Industries are not 
built up in that way. In the neighboring 
country, where protection has been in 
force for forty or fifty years, the infant 
industries have to be supported yet. They 
are begging year by year from Congress, 
as our manufacturers are begging from 
this Parliament, for more support and 
protection. The fallacy of it ought 
to be perfectly evident when we nave 
those illustrations. The United States 
ought to be the wealthiest country 
in the world, because it has more 
natural wealth and produces one-third of 
all the gold and silver in the world. It 
has the richest mines of copper, large 
deposits of coal and iron aide by side, 
every variety of climate, and produces the 
largest amount of cereals and helps largely 
to feed the English people. It has every 
element of wexlth. ÿ ' 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—And itis wealthy. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Year by year it is 
running bebind, so that English capitalists 
are taking possession of their various fac- 
tories. Ought not that to teach us that 
there must be some fallacy about the 
policy that Canada has unfortunately 
adopted? Could there be anything more 
convincing than the advantage which 
England enjoys in the race between the 
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two countries? One country, that you 
could hide away in our own North-West, 
rapidly increasing in the accumulation of 
wealth under free trade—advancing by 
such enormous strides that, as I see by a 
report the other day, 80 per cent. 
of the whole tonnage of the world 
passing through the Suez Canal belongs 
to England. Its ships are doing the trade 
for every civilized country, including the 
United States. With a seaboard of half a 
continent, the United States do not to-day 
own more than 15 per cent. of the vessels 
that carry American traffic. Sarely it 
ought to be some reason for hesitating as 
to whether the policy that we have inau- 
gurated in Canada is the wisest and sound- 
est. The United States ought to have 
progressed with much greater rapidity 
that it has: Canada ought to have ad- 
vanced more rapidly than it has advanced. 
Canada has almost as many elements of 
wealth as the United States, and with our 
great natural advantages we ought to have 
gone forward with more rapid strides than 
we have. If Canada had been made a 
cheap country to live in it would have 
been more prosperous that it is to day. 
Hon. gentlemen will point, no doubt, to 
the time when the Mackenzie Government 
were in power, and say it was because we 
did not collect $10,000,000 more duty that 
the country suffered from prostration of 
trade; and yet, if any fair-minded man 
chooses to analyse the causes, he will 
simply become convinced that the pros- 
tration in Canada was due to the stagnation 
of trado throughout the world—due to the 
fact that other nations were unable to buy 
our products, and to pay as good a price 
as we had been accustomed to receive for 
them. As an illustration of that, it is 
worth noting that in the five years from 
1874 to 1879 the United States bought 
lumber to a less amount by $50,000,000 
than either the preceding five years. 
There is a perfect illustration of the fact 
that the cause of the depression was not 
in Canada: it was outside of Canada, and 
was entirely owing to the fact that I have 
mentioned, that other countries were de- 
pressed and could not buy as largely from 
us as in other years. No item can prove 
that more clearly and more distinctly 
than the one that I have quoted with re- 

ard to our exports of lumber to the 

nited States. Surely no man will con- 
tend that the imposition of a tax on a 
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variety of articles in Canada would stimu- 
late the lumber trade. Yet there is the 
fact that five years after the period to 
whith I have referred we sold $50,- 
000,000 more of lumber to the United 
States. | 


Hon. Mr. READ—We had the National 
Policy then. 


Hon. Mz. SCOTT—That was not the 
cause of it. I have slightly digressed, 
owing to interruptions. Ÿ wil take this 
farmers’ question, and point out a few 
more instances, the only instances where 
it can be at all pretended that the farmer 
would be benefited. I think it is perfectly 
clear, so far as the items I have quoted 
are concerned, that the farmer is not bene- 
fited by any such policy. When the ani- 
mals were coming in free the number did 
not exceed what I have mentioned. Take 
the items of wheat and flour: We im- 
pote last year for consumption 15,167 

ushels of wheat, and we exported 409,906. 
Of flour, which is now subject to a duty of 
15 cents per barrel, and before to 50 cents, 
we imported 257,391 barrels. Of that the 
richer Province of Ontario took nothing. 
Quebec took the largest portion. The 
Province where they grow least wheat, and 
where the population is dense, bought 
the flour. Dusbee took 199,816 barrels, 
Nova Scotia 13,923 barrels, and British 
Columbia 27,719 barrels, and the people 
who can least afford it have to pay a tax 
of 75 cents a barrel on flour because they 
cannot grow their own wheat.. That is 
practically what it means, because the duty 
of 50 cents did not keep the flour out. It 
will not keep it out now, even if the dut 
were increased to $1. They must have it 
and they will get it in the most convenient 
market, It cannot in any way affect the 
farmer who produces wheat in excess in 
this country. We exported last year only 
131,181 barrels of flour. Our crop was not 
as good as usual, and therefore the quantity 
was less. Now, coming to some more 
farmers’ items, let us take apples and 
fruits, A good deal has been said about 
the fruit-growers requiring protection. 
The Americans also have increased the 
duty on apples ; either we have followed 
their example or they have followed ours. 
I think we have followed theirs, because 
the McKinley Bill was down first. We 
have been rapidly coming to the front in 
the export of apples ; in Nova Scotia and 

5 


Ontario more particularly, the quantity of 
apples exported has been increasing from 
year to year. Of apples, which were on 
the free list last year, we imported 70,000 
barrels, at a value of $138,000. Now those 
apples came in at a time when Canadian 
apples were not ripe, in July and August, 
when the early apples of southern New 
York were ripening, and we got the bene- 
fit of that crop. Later on we sent apples 
to the United States. I find that last year 
the export altogether of apples was 771,971 
barrels, worth $1,528,449. But the fruit 
men are told that they are given protec- 
tion on their apples, Now, is not that 
fallacious? Is it not disappointing if they 
understand it properly? You are simpl 

taxing an article that is most essential, 
from a health point of view, at a period of 
the year when everybody needs apples, in 
Julyand August, before theCanadian apples 
are fitfor use. Thesame argument might be 
used with regard tothe minor fruits and ber- 
ries. I have marked a great many other 
articles, but the House does not seem to 
be anxious for this debate. It was tosome 
degree anticipated yesterday on some of 
the items, and therefore I do not propose 
to continue it, but I thought it my duty to 
call attention to this particular portion of 
it which my hon. friend the leader of the 
House alluded to as being in the interest of 
the farmer, and I think Thave shown very 
clearly that so far as the farmer’s products 
are concerned it does not give him that 
relief he might éxpect. There is no way 
that the Government can give him relief. 
His market is not the home market—it is 
the open market of the universe. In a 
great country like Canada, essentially an 
agricultural country, you cannot stimulate 
the value of the products of the farm by 
enlarging the home market; it is not pos- 
sible, because, as I have shown from the 
figures, our exports are so large, so 
enormous, that the market that governs 
the price is the marketabroad. I suppose 
this increased taxation will go on for a few 
years longer. The farming community 
may possibly wake up and discover that 
the proposition to benefit them under this 
new Bill is not one which will have any 
satisfactory results. It is admitted that 
the farms on both sides of the line are very 
heavily mortgaged. I do not know muc 

about the Provinces outside of Ontario, 
but I know that, so far as this Province is 
concerned, the loan companies own a 
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very considerable proportion of the farms.|and prosperity—there is no doubt at all 


I know that owing to the large amount 
of mortgage indebtedness the value of 
farms in this Province has fallen at least 
25 per cent. I do not hesitate to say that, 
with some knowledge of what I speak. I 
know, in making loans on farm lands in the 
last year, loan societies of all kinds have 
found it necessary to scale down the valu- 
alion, and the value of farm property to-day 


about that. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No; not Halifax. 


Hon. Mz. SCOTT — Where manufac- 
tures exist they have increased largely, 
and that is due entirely to stimulations. 
You can stimulate manufactures so that 
one particular section will derive an enor- 
mous benefit; but you cannot, in a country 
like Canada, so arrange a fiscal policy 


is not as high by 25 per cent. as the va 
ation of six or seven years ago, and there-! that it will give all an equal share of the 
fore the farmer gets no advantage what-|adyantages of that policy. I ask hon. 
ever under this new tariff. It is said that, gentlemen what right has Parliament to 
it is to his interest, as was stated by my |tax 85 per cent. of the population for the 
hon, friend in introducing the Bill, but it | benefit of 15 per cent.—on what principle? 
is obvious that it is a fallacy—that it can|Is ita just law? It is neither just belbrs 
give him no relief whatever; thatthe only'God nor man. It is not a proper law. 
relief that can be given him is to reduce The taxation might just as well be direct. 
his taxes, to give him his cottons, his | You might just as well say that 85 per 
woollens, his farming implements and'cent. of the people should be assessed so 
machinery at a cheaper rate. This is an: much for the benefit of the other 15 per 
agricultural country, and our laws ought, cent. That is the effect of protection on 
to be conceived in the interest of the agri- | the other side of the line. Surely wecan- 
culturist. If we desire to make agricul-' not be blind to what is taking place there. 
ture prosperous we have got to lay down, Are the artizans, the laborers and the 
our fiscal policy on those lines. As far as 'farmers sharing in the great wealth of 
the other great industries of the country | that country ? Ts not the effect of the law 
are concerred, they will flourish under | there to make the rich richer and the 
any policy: you cannot keep them down, poor poorer’ It is perfectly evident that 
There are certain industries that are in-' that is the result, and it is quite clear that 
digenous to Canada that will flourish enormous fortunes are being made there 
under any policy. The lumber trade, tor under a protective policy at the ex- 
instance, is developing day by day, and|pense of the great mass of the people. 
making those who are in it rich—1is con-: | think it is unfortunate for Canada to have 
ferring wealth upon all the sections of the. followed up those lines. To my mind, we 
country where it still exists. The value will not escape from it until the people are 
in gold that we get for our lumber every educated, and perhaps it is for the best; if 
year amounts to from $22,000,000 to|they have to get the dose they had better 

27,000,000; the agricultural products get itin large quantities, I think it would 
make up some fifty or sixty millions of be better, and I can see bright visions for 
dollars. If you take away those two in-; the future, if the tariff had been doubled. 
dustries you have nothing left but the fish-. If it is good to put on 35 per cent., why not 
ing industry. Canada’s exports range from | put on 70 per cent. or 100 percent.? Why 
year to year from $85,000,000 to $95,000,-! not increase the tariff if taxation will do 
000, and are made up chiefly of the articles | good? In 1878, on an importation of $80, 
I have adverted to. You may tax the 000,000 we paid $12,000,000 duty ; on the 
people of this country to a certain extent same importation ten years later we paid 
in order to sustain a few manufacturers— | $22,000,000. If your prosperity is due to 
that is just what you are doing. You are that, why do you not double the taxation? 
taxing the farmer, tae artizan and the la-|It cannot be possible that the same results 
borer in order that some 15 per cent./| will not follow if the argument is a sound 
of the population may be enriched. I/one: but from my standpoint, the more 

uite admit that the urban population of| taxes you put on the better, because the 

anada is growing rich, but it is at the | quicker will the people be undeceived, the 
expense of the rural population. Take | sooner will they arrive at the conclusion 
Toronto, Montreal, and other cities of the | that the great object of taxation ought to 
Dominion: they have increased in wealth | be to raise a revenue for carrying on the 
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government. The policy should be taxa- 
tion for revenue, not taxation to make a 
comparatively small number of the popu- 
lation rich at the expense of their neigh- 
bors. That is the object of the protective 
policy; it cannot be denied—it cannot be 
said that it is to increase the trade of the 
country and build up local industries. 


Hon, Mr. HUWLAN—I am sorry to 
detain the House at this late period of the 
Session, but the speech of the hon. gentle- 
men from Ottawa is just a fac simile of the 
one that we had the first day of the Ses- 
sion, When he has sufficiently belittled 
and abused his own country he flies off to 
the United States, and tells us that protec- 
tion has destroyed that country also, It 
so happens that the neighboring nation of 
60,000,000 people has been agitated from 
Maine to California on this very subject. 
Some of the ablest men of the country 
have been discussing the question, and 
what has been the result? The Govern- 
ment that was in power has been removed 
to make way for a strong protectionist 
Government. Are the majority of the 
people of the United States unwise, and 
is it to be supposed that our hon. friend 
from Ottawa has more wisdom than 
all the public men who constitute the 
Government of the United States ? If that 
is the case, although we would be sorry 
to lose him, his best plan would be to go 
to the United States and educate the 
people—teach them that the course they 
are pursuing is leaving them in poverty 
and distress. It is a known fact that 
the public men of the United States have 
as much pernouem as any public men in 
the world. For a long period they have 
thoroughly discussed this question of pro- 
tection and free trade, and they deliber- 
ately adopted a policy of protection. But 
they have carried it out consistently, with 
the result that they now rank among the 
first manufacturing nations of the world. 
It is true that the British flag floats over 
85 per cent. of the shipping engaged in 
the carrying trade of the world. Why is 
that ? Because the United States can em- 
ploy their capital in the products of their 
own country and get a greater interest 
from it than can be got from the construc- 
tion of ships. England builds her ships 
cheaper. It is no use to tell us thatin new 
countries like Canada and the United 
States the course that England is now pur- 
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suing is one that we should follow. It is 
a matter of history that the manufacturing 
industries of Ireland and Scotland were 
destroyed by the protective policy that 
England maintained for a period longer 
than the age of this country or even of the 
United States. Having protected her 
manufacturing industries until they were 
strong, she adopted free trade to sell her 

roducts in the markets of the world. (A 
augh.) The hon. gentleman from Char- 
lottetown may laugh, I have heard him 
laugh before when he was far astray. 
What is the question that is now looming 
up in England? It is Fair Trade. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Nonsense. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Yes ; fair trade is 
looking up to-day, and the English manu- 
facturers find that Belgium and other manu- 
facturing countries are competing with 
them on equal terms. We have discussed 
this question in all its moods and tenses be- 
fore. If we had heard this wail for the first 
time to-night we might imagine that Can- 
ada was suffering. It is a fuct, if statistics 
prove anything, that even in Ontario the 
official reports prepared, not by a suppor- 
ter of the National Policy or any officer of 
this Government, but by an officer of the 
Ontario Government who has gone through 
every part of the Province, that the coun- 
try is progressing. I speak now with regard 
to the statistics that appear in Mr. Blue’s 
reports. We are told that the farms of 
Ontario are lessening in value and that the 
farmers arc unable to meet their liabilities 
—that, in fact, the farming industry of On- 
tario is suffering from an unparalleled de- 
pression, owing to the existence of a tariff 
that protects Canadian industries. Ifsuch 
an allegation can be clearly proved, it is 
the duty of the Government and Parlia- 
ment of Canada to find a remedy. But 
when we examine into the facts furnished 
by Mr. Blue, whatdowefind? We find the 
following :— 


Value of farm buildings in 





TSS hers nice cen donne ducati 32,000,000 
Value of farm buildings in 

LSB. as oni taed ede d os ,000,000 

Increase... ...... $52,000, 000 


showing an annual increase in five years 
of over $10,000,000 a year. No intelligent 
man need be told that farmers who are in 
distress are puLeng upexpensive buildings, 
As a general rule—it is almost a fixed rule 
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amongst farmers—they do not put up 
buildings until they are required. 


Hon. MR. McMILLAN—They are not 
for ornament. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—They are for 
use. Then we come to the implements. 
The value of implements in 1882 was 
$37,000,000, and in 1887 $49,000,000, an 
incresse of $12,000,000 in five years, or an 
average increase of $2,400,000 a year. 
Does that look like depression? I think 
not. Then we come to live stock. In 
1882 the farmers of Ontario essed live 
stock to the value of $80,000,000, and in 
1887 to the value of $104,000,000, or an 
increase in the value of stock in five years 
of $24,000,000—nearly $5,000,000 a year, 
and still we are told in this House that the 
largest and most populous of our Provinces 
is suffering from depression. But Ontario 
is not the only part of the Dominion which 
shows these evidences of prosperity. Let 
us now look at the total trade of the 
country and see if there is any evidence of 
depression or diminution in value. In 1888 
the volume of our trade was $217,000,000, 
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an increase of $7,000,000 over the previous 
year. The exports and imports of the 
country, therefore, do not show any depres- 
sion, Take the statements of the banka 
and you find the same thing. It is as 
impossible for a stream of trade to run 
through a country without enriching it 
as for a stream of money to run through 
a business without more or less benefiting 
it. Here are the facts; they meet us on 
every hand. We find that the aggregate 
business of the banks is larger and that 
the aggregate trade of the country is 
increasing. What more convinciug proofs 
can be furnished than we find in the sta- 
tistics of the country of the prosperity 
which prevails? Yet we are told that 
the country is not progressing, that the 
policy of the Government is to make 15 
per cent. of the bopyinuon rich at the 
expense of the other 85 per cent. Now let 
us take the statistics of the country for 
some years past and see whether thestate- 
ments of the hon. gentleman from Ottawa 
are borne out by facts or not ? The follow- 
ing is a statement showing twenty years 
of progress as indicated by our export 
trade: 


















































| | 4 
= Fisheries Mines. | Forests. Pe Peace Cattle. Apples! Cheese. Bisouless 
{ 
8 8 8 8 8 8 868 3 
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Total production of coal, 293 p.c. 
Total consumption of coal, 631 p.c. 


Discounts of chartered banks increased from 350,300,316 in 1868 to 8173,185,812 in 1888. 


At six o’clock the Speaker left the Chair. 


' After Recess. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN resumed his 
speech. He said: It would ba well to 


had, that the increasing trade required a 


‘greater outfit with regard to railways, 


canals, bc tae toe telephones, &c., it will 
show that the business of the country has 


look, in connection with this increasing | been increasing. I find that in shipping 


volume of trade, to see how much, if any, 
money was made by the Dominion, and to 
gauge by other evidence whether the 


we stand third in the whole world with 
regard to our population as to the tonnage 
which floats on every sea. We have 7,142 


figures with re to ourexports are cor- ; ships, which aggregate 1,089,642 tons, and 


rect or not. For that purpose I have ex- 
amined the material that we had to carry on 


of these about 1,285 are steamers, with 


a tonnage of 207,142 tons. The aggre- 


this business to see if,in the twenty years, gate trade of the last financial year 


wo had in any way increased our facilities 
for doing business. 


was $217,000,000, or an increase of 


If I can prove that we ' $27,500,000; our exports increased by 
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$5,500,000, and our imports $2,00,000. | or an increase of $80,052,506, or 244 per 


Our foreign trade is $41.40 per capita, 
whilst that of the United Statos is but $23. 
We had last year in operation 26,549 
miles of telegraph und 4,343 of telephone, 
or in all 30,892 miles, which took for 
telegraphs 58,308 miles, and telephone 
15,448 miles, or in all 73,756 miles. The 
Post Office deposits alone, in 1881 and 
1886, have been nearly $18,000,000 in round 
numbers—these are the exact figures up 
the 30th day of September last, 1889. The 
amount of money in the savings banks 
was $19,852,747, and in the Post Office 
savings bank $23,760,592, making a total 
of $43,613,339, or about $8 per head for 
every man, woman and child tron hout 
the Dominion. In this connection, I am 

roud to be able to say that we have about 
20 per.bead for every man, woman and 
child in our Island Province. 


I know it is said, with regard to these 
deposits in the savings banks, that they are 
not illustrative of the savings of the people, 
that in many cases they are moneys held 
in trust for children until they grow of 
age. I think I shall be able to establish, 
from a paper that was submitted at the 
meeting of the British Society in Montreal 
that such is not the fact—that a large pro- 
portion of this money is held by large 
numbers of our people, who may properly 


be called the industrial classes. The paper | P 


was read at the meeting of the British 
Association at Moncreal by Mr. Cunn- 
ingham Stewart, and from it I gather the 
following facts:— 


‘Farmers, 14,000; deposited, 4,722,000, averag- 
ing %337 each. Their deposits aggregate more than 
that of any other class. 

** Next in value comes mechanics, 7,850 ; deposits, 
$1,422,000, or an average of 8181 each. 

“Trust accounts and children’s deposits, 5,500; 
deposits, 3170,000, an average of 331 each. 

** Next comes clerks, 3,000, who deposit 8174 each. 

“Next tradesmen, 1,600, who average $293 each. 

** Male servants, 1,470, 8188 each. 

** Professional men, 1,572, $249 each. 

‘ Miscellaneous depositors, 1,680, $120 each. 

** Married women, 1,200, 1% each. 

** Unmarried women, 10,500, 8120 each. 

** Widows, 3,240, $214 each.” 


Again, the discounts of the chartered 
banks amounted, in 1868, to $50,500,316, 
which increased in 1888 to $173,185,812, 
an increase of 8122,635,496, or an increase 
of 243 per cent. 

Take also the deposits in the chartered 
banks: in the year 1868 it was $32,808,104, 
and it rose in the year 1888 to $112,860,700 
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cent. 

But we are told that during the twenty 
years our public debt has increased. True, 
we have a debt, but it is not like the 
indebtedness of the United States. The 
Republic expended $555,000,000 for the 

urpose of freeing theslaves. There were 
our millions of slaves, and the average 
cost per head of each slave that was freed 
was $700. In 1834 England freed the 
slaves in her.colonies at a cost of $130 per 
slave. But our debt was incurred for 
useful public works, and if the assets that 
we hold were sold to-morrow they would 
be more than «aufficient to pay off every 
dollar that the Dominion owes.° During 
the recent discussions that have taken 
place in the United States on the subject 
of the trade relations between the two 
countries statements have been repeatedly 
been made by their public men that the 
debt of Canada had been so wisely incurred 
that there is something to show for every 
dollar of it. It would be well tosee where 
the money represented by this indebted- 
ness has gone. We spent on railways 
$103.142,392, on canals $32,847,148, on 
lighthouses and navigation $8,284,580, on 
the acquisition and management of the 
North-West Territories $5,356,035, on 
Government buildings and miscellaneous 
ublic works, $20,115,734—making, to- 
gether, $169,745,889. Wespent on railways 
and canals prior to Confederation $52,944,- 
175, and on public works $10,690,917, 
making a total expenditure, for all these 
purposes, of $233,380,473. Now, suppose it 
was necessary for this county to provide 
within a very short period for the payment 
ofall this debt, the revenue of the country 
in six yoars and a-half would obliterate the 
whole indebtedness, so that the question of 
debt, which has been used as x bug-bear 
to frighten the people, is not such aserious 
matter after all, In connection with this 
subject it would be well to compare our 
taxation with that of other countries. The 
tuxation of the following countries is: 


United Kingdom ........... 89.92 per head. 
ARTE D NP ER EE 0.62 
Cape of Good Hope ..... ... 1.49, es 
IN REAL D race ek ov ras . 3.38 se 
Canada. dora dans 3.88 | 
New South Wales. .......... 12.68 se 
Victor... os eects asada ede 13.56 +. 
South Australia............. 10.07 
Queensland. ................ 18.37 ws 
Western Australia .. .. ....22.03 s 
Tasmanian... ................ 13.03 “& 
New Zealand ............... 15.31 





Now, the Australian colonies occupy a 
position which corresponds somewhat with 
our own, and we find that while our 
indebtedness per head is but $5.88, the 
average rate of the Australian colonies is 
$12.79. It cannot be shown, therefore, 
that this coyntry is in any worse position 
than the Australian colonies, and we have 
nothing to be ashamed or afraid of in con- 
nection with our public debt. It is not 
justice to the country to frighten the 

ublic on this subject. We tind in the 

nited States, where the debt is enormous, 
no public man speaks despairingly of the 
future of his country, or claims that the 
people are over-taxed. On the contrary, 
we find them boasting of the position their 
country occupies. I will presently quote 
the opinions of statesmen who have been 
connected with the Executive of the United 
States with regard to our public debt as 
compared with theirs, and [am sure that 
it will be a pleasure to all who, like myself, 
have been supporting the policy of this 
Government for some years past, to know 
that distinguished public men in the 
United States admire the tact and states- 
manship displayed in the government 
of the country for the last few years. We 
have been told that while in Canada our 
progress has been slow, and the opportuni- 
ties few, a different state of affairs prevails 
on the other side of the line. I have not 
found that to be the case. The growth of 
the leading cities of the Dominion, includ- 
ing the capital here, compares very favor- 
ably with the growth of cities in the United 
States, and the same remark applies to the 
development of the Provinces adjoining 
the northern and north-eastern States of 
the Union. In 1871 Quebec and the Mari- 
time Provinces had a population of 1,953.- 
931; in 1881 it had reached 2,229,723, an 
increase of 14 per cent. In1870 the New 
EnglandStates Fad apopulationof3,487,924, 
and in 1880 of 4,010,829, or an increase of 
14 per cent. The State of New York 
in thesame decade increased 15 per cent. 
whilst the increase in the adjoining Prov- 
ince of Ontario was 18% per cent. Min- 
nesota increased inthe same time 774 per 
cent., whilst Manitoba, adjoining it on the 
north, increased 247 percent. In 1812 the 
population of the United States was 8,000,- 
000; in 1880 it was 50,155,683: it had 
increased 64 fold. In 1812 the population 
of Quebec and Ontario was only 300,000; 
in 1880 it was 3,282,255: it had increased 
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nearly 11 fold. So that looked at from 
that standpoint, I do not see that we have 
anything to complain of. We are told 
that the tariff which is now before us is 
exceedingly hard on the farmer. In fram- 
ing the tariff for the Rominion it is neces- 
sary to find out what each Province pro- 
duces for export, and to cultivate that or 
any industry suitable to the country. I 
have shown that the export of coal has 
increased very materially indeed, and 
contributes greatly to the wealth of the 
Province of Nova Scotia, though perhaps 
it bears hardly on Ontario. To meet that 
we put a duty on flour, which is produced 
in Ontario, and which goes to the Maritime 
Provinces. I was surprised to hear the 
remarks of my hon. friend from Prince 
Edward Island, with regard to the coarse 
grains of the country. The market for 
our Prince Edward Island coarse grains is 
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. Some 
years ago we found a market for our sur- 
plus oats in France and England, but it is 
not so to-day. What would be the conse- 
Le to-day if we admitted corn free ? 

o-day oats is worth in Prince Edward 
Island, 50 cents; at Toledo it sells for 29 
and 30 cents. If corn were admitted free 
the people of Prince Edward Island would 
get very little more than 30 cents for 
their outs. They sell the oats in the 
markets of Nova Scotia and New Bruns- 
wick, to boone who, if this duty did not 
exist, would be using corn instead. Before 
the ice disappears from our coasts we find 
oats shipped from Quebec to Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick, and selling there at 

ood prices. That could not possibly be 

one if we admitted corn free. We have 
in Prince Edward Island the Scotch system 
of farming, and we must necessarily have 
a very large amount of roots and barley. 
Now there is no better feed for hogs than 

otatoes and barley, and we have no market 
in the United State of any importance for 
barley, and still less in England. Our 
barley finds a market in New Brunswick, 
Nova Scotia and Newfoundland. These 
coarse grains would be better to feed to 
our own stock: but we are advised to sell 
those coarse grains and buy corn. The 
less a farmer buys and sells of anything 
but what he produces himself, and the less 
he hauls off the farm, unless it goes off on 
four legs, the better for him. Therefore, I 
say, With regard to Prince Edward Island, 
we must reap very large benefits from this 


% 

















The Tariff [MAY 14, 1890.] Bil. 


845 


tariff, and we are a Province of farmers.| western country. We have portions of 
Last year our large exporters of beef| Ontario where oats are not grown, and 


learned that cheap beef trom Chicago was 
finding its way into the markets of the 
Maritime Provinces, and when the ice had 
cleared away from our coasts, so that we 
could send our cattle to St. John and 


where the lands are more suitable for 
barley. The price of barley and the price 
of corn are about alike in that section of 
the country. In the same way, if we 
admit corn free into the Provincs of New 


Halifax, we were met with this cneap beef| Brunswick it would come into competi- 


from Chicago. As a consequence, gen- 
tlemen representing that portion of 
the country laid their grievance before 
the Government and the Government 
very properly put on a duty on these 
meats. | was amused at the hon. gentle- 
man from Ottawa speaking about that 
one sheep and two hogs, and asking 
why the duty was put on these animals by 
the Government, Clearly, it would have 
occurred to him as a business man that 
the proper duty of the Government under 
their policy was to place a duty on hogs, 
if only one came in, Last year they came 
in, not alive but dead; and suppose the 
course pointed out by the hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa was followed, that we put a 
duty on dressed beef and packed pork, 
and let live animals come in free, what 
would take place? We would have our 
American friends take their hogs and their 
cattle across the line to Windsor, slaughter 
them and eae them there without paying 
any duty. But the tariff provides that two or 
three kinds of corn, such as fodderand other 
corn used forensilage, shall beadmitted free 
and that oil cake for feed shall come in free, 
and I think in that way the farmer is 
materially assisted. But turning east for 
& moment, will any man who has been 
in trade for thirty years come to any con- 
clusion but one on this fact. I never knew 
a time during that period that the farmer 
could buy 50 many manufactured goods 
for his money as he can now. Then he 
has a free breakfast table, and all these 
are things the farmer must value. What 
does this whole thing amount to? Last 

ear $217,000 was paid on corn imported 
into this country. One portion of that 


tion with our oats, and the farmers 
of Quebec and the Lower Provinces 
would be seriously injured by it. It 
is only another illustration, how closely 
the interests of the whole country are 
combined, and how carefully the tariff has 
been framed with regard to them. There 
is scarcely a thing that the farmer pro- 
duces that is not taxed. Take condensed 
milk, fruits, jams, preserves, flour, pork, 
beef, mutton and all these things are 
taxed for his protection, and, as a conse- 
quence, the tariff, so far from being inju- 
rious to the farmer, is the very contrary. 
I say that there never was a time—lI re- 
peat it with a full belief that it cannot be 
contradicted—that the farmer can buy 
more for his money of the goods that 
enter into consumption in his family than 
he can to-day. In what way is the far- 
mer injured by this policy ? I fail to see 
it. He has more money in the savings 
bank, He has enlarged his domain in the 
way of building, buying stock, buying im- 
jociuente and furnishing his house, and 

as improved his circumstances in every 
way, and I cannot see how he is injured. 
The great bulk of the exports of the 
country are the products of the farm 
and the field. It has been shown that 
there was more difficulty in the early 
days of the National Policy with re- 
gard to the price of farm machinery. It 
is true that there was some difficulty in 
those days, as we employ a good deal of 
machinery. Perhaps there is no million 
of people in the Dominion who employ 
more agricultural machinery than the peo- 
ple of Prince Edward Island, and we also 
get our machinery from the United States, 


corn was made into whiskey and the other! but now we can buy our machinery in 


was consumed as food. If corn had been 
allowed to come in free some gentlemen 
say that a great deal more of it would 
have been imported. It is a question 
whether that would have been the 
ease or not. It is beyond all ques- 
tion of doubt, however, that the cheap 
beef that comes ‘across our borders 
comes from the prairie sections of the 


Canada as cheaply as we can in the United 
States. The entire value of the wood, iron, 
steel and paint that enter into the manu- 
facture of agricultural machinery is not 
very much, when the patent royalty is 
gone, and to-day you can buy machinery 
in Prince Edward Island as cheaply as you 
can in the United States. The hon. gentle- 
man from Alberta has told us that in the 
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North-West the price of machinery, when 
they first commenced to use it in the North- 
West, was very high, but now there has 
been such a material change in that re- 
spect that you can buy machinery as 
cheaply in Alberta as you can in On- 
tario or the United States. But suppose 
the contrary to be the case; suppose there 
is a difference of a few dollars on a ma- 
chine, how much better it is for us to be able 
to manufacture those machines for our- 
selves? It would be a capital policy if we 
could have free trade with the Unite States 
and no taxes to pay, and could live as they 
do down in the little Island of St. Pierre, 
on a 24 per cent. tariff; but they have no 
railways, no telegraphs, no canals, or any 
of the conveniences of modern civiliza- 
tion, and I contend that wo cannot have 
* a progressive country until we are pre- 
pared to support it by taxes. I have 
never heard or read yet of any plan pro- 
pounded by any of our statesmen to carry 
on the affairs of this country and come 
down to a policy of absolute free trade. 
There cannot be free trade in this country. 
It is out of the question, situated as we 
are, a group of Provinces where we must 
protect each other's interests and lay down 
a broad platform to carry on the business 
of the country. We are told that if we 
had a change of Government we would 
have free trade. If we had a change of 
Government to-morrow, does any man 
who has given the matter careful con- 
sideration believe for a moment that 
any party can govern this Dominion 
by a policy that would at once destroy 
the manufactures, destroy the banking 
and the general business of the Dominion ? 
No man believes it. He may propound it 
as a theory, but he does not believe it as 
a practical policy; and if a new Govern- 
ment came into power to-morrow they 
would have to follow in the same course 
as their predecessors. I have had some 
experience in changes of Governments. 
In Prince Edward Island we had changes 
of Government. We were told sume years 
ago by the Opposition there that if there 
was a change of Government the building 
of the railway would be stopped and the 
country would be saved from an enormous 
debt. There was achange of Government 
on that issue, and what did the new 
Government do? They built 67 miles 
more railway than their predecessors, in 
spite of all their protestations, and the 


people soon put them out, not that they 
did not believe that they should not have 
antl be but that they were not treated 


honestly by the party that attained power 
on that issue. We have the opinions of 
some of the leading gentlemen on the 
other side of politics that will some 
day, no doubt, assist in controlling the 
destinies of this country, that if they 
were in power to-morrow they wonld 
not interfere with the monetary and 
commercial arrangements of the country. 
No man who has ever had the respon- 
sibility of the Government on his should- 
ers would for a moment believe that the 
whole commercial and fiscal poney and 
machinery of Government would be upset 
by any party coming into power. On the 
contrary, they would have to tread very 
closely in the footsteps of their prede- 
cessors. It is believed beyond all doubt 
that had the Mackenzie Government taken 
up the question of protection when they 
saw that the people of the country were in 
favor of it, Sir John A. Macdonald would 
never have come back into power. When 
Disraeli saw that the people of England 
were in favor of reform he told his party 
that they had better take hold of the policy 
of their opponents and go in for reform, 
and that they would thereby continue to 
govern the country. So notorious was 
this adaptation of the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to the wishes of the people that 
it gave rise to the expression that the 
Reformers had gone in swimming and the 
Conservatives had stolen their clothes. I 
am surprised to hear the hon. gentleman 
from Ottawa decrying the country, as 
we have often heard him do before 
There is no necessity for it. We have a 
great heritage in this country to hand 
down to those who come after us. I told 

you a few moments ago that I would read 
the opinion of a gentleman who has had 

something to do with the Government of 
the neighboring Republic, as to the future 

of Canada. This is what his opinion was, 

as delivered at a public meeting in the 

United States a few days ago. He was 

no lover of Canada, and he was speaking 

to a people whose ears it was not necessary 

to tickle. It was not for the purpose of 

gaining any id sen for himself, for he 

could not gain popularity from such a 

statement, that General Ben Butler, in de- 

livering the oration at the closing exercises 
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of the Colby University, Watervillo, Me., 
said to his hearers :— 

‘Canada has 500,000 square miles more than the 
United States, as her surrounding waters contain 
quite one-half of all the fresh water on the globe 

lease bear this fact in mind, for I repeat it is a foun- 
dation of the resources to make One of the greatest 
nations on earth. 

‘* Canada has quite one-quarter more land for wheat 
cultivation than has the whole United States. The 
average production of wheat per acre in the United 
States in the year 1887 was a little over twelve bush- 
els, while in the same year in Manitoba, where we 
hardly realise there is aught to support life, the yield 
was 12,500,000 bushels, at an ave of twenty-seven 
bushels to the acre. Why should the lands be better 
wheat- producing lands than those of the United States? 
Because, he says, the climate is colder in the winter 
and hotter in the summer. _I will add that Canada 
has more timber of every possible description than 
herself and the United States can need for 100 years. 
She has more iron and coal in her borders than any 
other country yet known in the world ; she has more 
copper than any other country—if not all others.” 
That is the opinion of General Ben Butler 
with regard to Canada. I say we have a 
ck country, a great heritage here be- 


ore us. 
Hon. Mr. POWER—Hear, bear. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—My hon. friend 
says, “ hear, hear.” J suppose he was taught 
in his youth to believe that there is no 
preety place in the world than Halifax, 

ut I am glad to see that his views have 
broadened, and when the time comes that 
he will take his place as a member of the 
Government of this country, as in all pro- 
bability he will at some future day, I trust 
that he will fully appreciate the responsi- 
bilities of the position, and will follow in 
the footsteps of the present Government 
in endeavoring to develop this great de- 
pendency of the British Crown. 


Hon. Mz. HAYTHORNE—The speech 
which we have just heard delivered by the 
hon. gentleman from Alberton is certainly 
one intended to glorify the prosperity of 
Canadian mana stapers and Canadian 
interests generally. While not detracting 
in any way from the merit of Canada and 
the advantages and resources of Canada, I 
may say this: Notwithstanding the hon. 
gentleman's glorification, there was, in the 
course of his speech, some strange ana- 
chronisms. For example, speaking of 
Prince Edward Island, he said that in that 
country the less that was bought and 
brought on a farm the better, and that 
whatever was taken off it should be taken 
off on its four legs. I remember well, 
when I first arrived in that country, that 
that was the maxim of the average farmer 


of the island. I have many of them in 
my mind’s eye at the present moment 
who would contend for that doctrine 
still, and not only contend for it, but 
give practical evidence that they lived 
up toit. It was thought then that the 
most prosperous man would be the one 
who could make his own shoes, tan his 
own leather, and do anything from mak- 
ing a pair of bvots to building a ship. 
None of those articles of domestic manu- 
facture were of a very high standard 
quality. It is very likely that the boots 
were not very well made, the leather was 
not very good, and the ship would not re- 
gister Al at Lloyds, It is, however, a 
matter of surprise to me to hear the hon. 
gentleman, with all his modern experience, 
still advocating for Prince Edward Island 
the same old system which was in vogue 
there forty or fifty years ago. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—He does not do 
80. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—TI think it 
would be a most extraordinary thing if 
Canada were not a prosperous country, & 
country with a large amount of maiden 
land unused hitherto, unoccupied, with 
great forests, fine water powers, anda 
pepe ence of fully five millions of Anglo- 

axons and men of French origin. To say 
that a country, under such circumstances 
as that, should not be in a thriving condi- 
tion, would lead me to this inference—that 
there must be something wrong—that if 
it was not prosperous, it was owing to 
some false principle of Government which 
had befallen that country under which no 
country could flourish, and not that its 
natural resources were deficient or its 

eople indolent. These are the inferences 
t would draw if certain statements made 
in this House within the last twenty-four 
hours were correct, and that Canada was 
in this evil condition that some gentlemen 
describe it. I should attribute it, not to 
the fault of the people, but to the laws 
under which they live. The bon. gen- 
tleman from Alberton alluded to the 
Australian colonies, and to various other 
colonies, pointing to the great bur- 
den of debt which they labor under; 
but the hon. gentleman did not state that 
the oldest of these colonies, New South 
Wales, is scarcely 100 years old, and we 
all know under what unfavorable circum- 
stances that colony’s early history com- 
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menced. Most of us know, who have 
taken any trouble to inquire, that the 
colony which has produced such enorm- 
ous quantities of raw material for clothing 
was often in danger of starvation—that 
the pope Suen in the early history of New 
Sout ales were not once or twice, but 
frequently, put upon short allowance, as we 
sometimes hear of when a ship’s crew are 
nearly starved at sea and rations had to be 
doled out day by day of food and water in 
small quantities; yet New South Wales is 
one of the most prosperous countries under 
the sun at the present moment. The hon. 
gentleman spoke of the huge debts which 
the Australian colonies have incurred. 
That may be true; their debts may be 
large. At the same time they are quite 
able to pay them, without any serious 
drawback to their prosperity. Their flocks 
are increasing year and year, and the 
demand for wool is increasing with it. 
Take, for instance, the colony of New 
Zealand. There is a colony which depends 
not only upon its minerals and its forests 
and coal, but upon its fisheries and its 
cereals, and not on manufactures. The 
hon: gentleman alluded to what he calls 
coarse grains, but coarse grains have their 
value as well as high grades of wheat. I 
showed not more than twenty-four hours 
ago in this House that a first-class quality 
of barley will realise a higher price than a 
first-class quality of wheat in the London 
market, and I can show, if necessary, that 
a bushel of New Zealand oats bears a cor- 
responding value to barley; and surely 
there is no great hardship in urging upon 
my fellow-colonists in Prince Edward 
Island and in Canada, too, the importance 
of improving their coarse grains. They 
can grow these things very well, and why 
not avail themselves of these high prices 
for oats and barley, and replace these 
so-called coarse grains in the economy of 
the farm with cheap corn, which, I have 
shown, is sold in Mark Lane for 20 shil- 
lings for 480 lbs. ? 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—If you had free 
corn coming into Prince Edward Island 
to-day you would be getting only 30 cents 
for oats, whereas you are now getting 60 
cents. 


Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I admit that 
the price of oats is high there at present, 
and the reason of that is that last season 
oats were an exceptionally short crop. I 





should not be the least surprixed to see 
them go higher still as seed time advances. 
A very large portion of the vat crop last 
year was spoiled by rust, and 1 have made 
it a matter of communication with the 
director of the Experimental Farm hereto 
see if he can throw any light on the sub- 
ject which so strongly affects thé agricul- 
tural interests in Prince Edward Island, 
because it is not the first year that rust 
has occurred, and I think it is a legitimate 
subject to call the attention of the officials of 
the Experimental Farm to. If we can place 
before our cattle Indian corn at 20 shillings 
a quarter, the price at which it is deliver- 
ed in London, and if we can pay for that 
corn by selling our coarse grains of a 
peer quality, which I know we are ca- 
pable of producing, I think the exchange 
would be very much to our advantage. 
Moreover, we should have this further 
advantage, that we should be able to 
ripen our own stock to such perfec- 
tion that they would secure the highest 
price in the English markets. I believe my- 
self that the difficulties which have been 
thrown in the way of free trade on this 
continent are exceedingly great. The 
public mind has been led away in a totally 
apposite direction. The public mind of 

anuda is now in about the same state 
that the mind of Scotland and England was 
when Adam Smith wrote that it was next 
to impossible to introduce absolute free 
trade into England, because there were so 
many interests involved against it. To 
reconcile all these difficulties was, he con- 
sidered, almost hopeless. Still, the time 
came, and the man, and the thing was done. 
And now coming to the hon, gentleman’s 
remarkable assertion, which, by-the-by, is 
very frequently made, but rarely sup- 
ported by arguments or facts, that Eng- 
land maintained protection in her own 
midst until she was well able to stand 
against foreign competition, it is an 
assertion, I maintain, that is a complete 
mis-statement of facts My memory 
carries me back sixty years. Sixty years 
ago I was a lad of 14, living amongst 
the laboring classes, knowing their cir- 
cumstances. I have visited their homes, and 
have seen how they lived and know how 
they have progressed. I know what they 
were under protection—for please observe 
that protection in England meant protec- 
tion to agriculture, to growers uf corn, 
dairy produce and cattle. It extended 
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also to ships and shipping, and some other 
articles, but was not specially intended for 
manufactures. Manufactures were a later 
outcome, but the protection in that day 
was intended to keep up the price of wheat, 
and of the food of the nation. Where 
would England have been with her in- 
creased population if she had nothing but 
her own productions to maintain her? I 
know very well, and could, if time allowed, 
point the hon. gentleman to a debate in 
the House of Commons which occurred in 
the early part of this century, where a 
member of Parliament stood up in his 
place and boldly asserted that if the coun- 
try could not support itself under its 
present circumstances it ought to be made 
to do so, and that under no circumstances 
short of actual famine should the intro- 
duction of foreign food be allowed. Would: 
her population be alive now under such a 
policy She would not have anything 
ike tho population she has now if that 
principle had been carried into effect. I 
would remind the hon. gentleman that at 
the time he speaks of, antecedent to the 
adoption of free trade, England in its! 
agriculture, its manufactures, andits whole | 
domestic economy, was in a most miserable 
state. I can speak of that partly from 
my own experience, and | can reter hon. 
gentlemen to standard works to demon- 
strate it. 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Any time you 
give me a fair apportunity I will give you 
my authority for every statement I made. 

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—At the time 


I speak of, when my attention began to be 
directed to this state of things, the cond 


tion of the laboring population in the agri- 
cultural] districts was most disturbed. They 
had been living on 8 shillings a week, 
which scarcely atiorded them the most 
miserable pittance of food. Ican refer hon. 
gentlemen to Lord Malmsbury’s memoirs, 
in which he records the fact that he, as 
commanding the volunteers, was called 
out to put down a disturbance of machine 
breakers amongst the agricultural laborers. 
They were so deplorably ignorant at that 
time that they used to burn grain stacks 
and break threshing machines, because 
they had the idea that the machines would 

ut them out of employment with their 

ails, If you want to get at those things 
more particularly, take the food of those 
men, their clothing, their houses, their 
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education, and all that makes the man, 
whether he is a laborer or a peer, and 
compare their condition in this respect 
during that protection period with what 
they have had the last twenty years, and 
see if their condition is not vastly impro- 
ved ? There is not a political economist 
who has ever ventured into print, 
who has not pointed to these facts as 
illustrating the greatly improved condi- 
tion of the labomng classes and what has : 
led toit. I know that in my young days 
it was considered quite a sufficient educa- 
tion in the rural districts when a laborer 
could read his Bible and sign his own 
name, but figures he was not supposed to 
need at all. That was the education that 
was considered sufficient for the agricul- 
tural laborer und his family in those days. 
But now it is quite different; their educa- 
tion is now, if anything, a little above their 
station. Then take their clothes in those 
days of protection; a linen smock frock, 
a clean one for Sunday, and lasting through 
the week at all occupations, à heavy pair 
of boots, with iron enough on the soles to 
shoe a colt, his corduroy small clothes, his 
leather gaiters, a cotton shirt and round 
felt hat, were about the dress of the 
agricultural laborer in the south and 
west of England in those days; and the 
dress of the females of his family was 
even more grotesque and uncomfortable. 
Their food was of the very meanest descrip- 
tion. Sometimes the farmers allowed them, 
at a cheap rate, bags of inferior wheat, 
which they ground for their food; and 
skim milk cheese, that the boys amused 
themselves sometimes by cutting into pegs 
and driving them into the barn doors, was 
their principal supply of animal food. But 
what do we tind now? We find them well 
clothed, enjoying much better wages, 
pretty well educated, and well fed. They 
are not, at all events, constrained to pay 
higher prices for their food or clothing, or 
anvthing else which their means enable 
them to acquire by the consideration that 
that the Custom house interferes to take its 
toll before they can enjoy these things. I 
am sure that many members of this House 
can recollect that saying of Peel, who, 
when he had repealed the corn laws, and 
was about taking leave of Parliament, as 
it turned out, forever, because shortly 
afterwards he met his death, and those 
words of his should stand as words of warn- 
ing to all those who stand up like the hon. 





gentleman, with his great intelligence, to 


advocate the permanent establishment in 
Canada of such a system as they have long 
since discarded in England—a system un- 
der which there was starvation and misery. 
Such a system as that the hon. gentleman 
stands up for, and with his great intelli- 
gence advises us to adopt in Canada. 


Hon. Mz. HOWLAN—We have adopted 
it, 

Hon. Mn. POWER—He does not mean 
it. | 
Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—But there 
are other things that that hon. gentleman. 
is conversant with. He knows a good 
deal about ship-building and kindred 
trades, and I only regret now that he has 
fallen into a union with a party who have 
cramped his intelligence and diverted his 
experience into a channel which will not 
lead to such prosperity as we might other- 
wise have if the country had an opportu- 
nity of benefiting by it. Take the ships 
of those old days: what were they like? 
How long did they take to make a voyage 
to the West Indies and back? We know 
that strong-built oak ships as they were 
consumed half a year in a trip to China 
and back. And so with a trip to the West 
Indies, with their canvas spread and wind 
favorable, they would make at most 9 
knots an hour. They were very suitable 
in some respects to the purposes for which 
they were intended, but what were they 
op with the vessels of the present 
day? When the hon. gentleman talks 
about aeons having maintained protec- 
tion until she was able to compete with 
the world, her shipping alone is an 
- evidence tothe contrary. Those ships were 
built of the grotesque form which some of 
us remember, with their bluff bows, high 
bulwarks, and decks which are rarities now, 
and these very ships were the outcome of 
the navigation laws and the method of 
measurement which prevailed in those 
days. But what circumstances led to a 
change in this state of things? The East 
India Company’s charter expired, and 
very wisely Parliament had from the first 
declared that no charter should be granted 
to that company extending over a long 
period of years, so that at comparatively 
short intervals it had to come to Parlia- 
ment for a renewal. It came once within 
my recollection before the final change 
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from a commercial company to the great 
Empire. Before that one of the renewals 
entailed upon the company the abandon- 
ment of their exclusive privileges cast- 
ward of the Cape of Good Hope, and 
the consequence of that was the in- 
troduction of what was called Free 
Traders’ ships, built for the China trade. 
This was the initiation of the improvement 
in British ship building. I have been on 
board one of those old vessels myself ; I have 
been on board a sugar ship, and have seen 
such things as I have described. Of course, 
there was competition with the United 
States for the American liners, but the 
English race are exceedingly persevering. 
They may be defeated in some manufac- 
turing process. They may be defeated in 
ship-building, and in a very great many 
ways, but eventually they come to their 
proper minds, and bend their whole force 
and skill to ensure success, and, as yet, 
under God’s blessing, they have generally 
been able to accomplish it. 

As I said, I have no wish to occupy the 
time of the House, and had no idea that I 
should even address you at such length as 
I have done. I simply wished to point 
out a few discrepancies, as I considered 
them, in the hon. gentleman’s speech ; and 
though he made a brave challenge to 
anyone who would stand up and advocate 
free trade here, he has by no means con- 
vinced me that the principles of free trade 
are false. I know perfectly well, from the 
American pres and from articles which 
we see in all directions, that the principles 
of free trade are growing in spite of all 
opposition. Self-interest and all those 
causes which lead Governments to sup- 

ort protection have their force, and no 

oubt very great force ; but for all that the 
principles of free trade are making their 
way, and sooner or later will prevail. Ido 
not at all wish to be identified with any such 
thing as the absolute removal of Customs 
duties. That is not the point at all; itisa 
misunderstanding of the idea of free trade, 
because we cannot hope that the country in 
these times will be in a position to do 
entirely without revenues derived from 
Customs; but there is a very wide differ- 
ence between Customs imposed for the 
sake of revenue and Customs imposed for 
the sake of protection. I myself would 
congratulate any successful Canadian 
manufacturer with the most cordial sin- 
cerity. There is nothing I would be more 
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clad to be able to do than to take any 
manufacturer or his employés by the 
hand and say: “I rejoice in your pros- 
perity ;” but L could not do that so long as 
that prosperity depended on tolling the 
wages of other classes of the community. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—I wish particu- 
larly to refer for a few minutcs briefly to 
what the hon. gentleman opposite (Mr. 
Howlau) has said about the growing pros- 

erity and increasing exports of Ontario. 

e seems to be reading from Mr. Blue’s 
report on the industries of Ontario. On 
referring to that report [ find that in- 
stead of there being an increase in 
the production of horned cattle there 
has been an actual diminution from 
1882 to 1888, the date to which this re- 
port is brought down. [I find that in 
1884 the total number of horned cattle 
was 1,925,000 ; in 1885 it was 1,976,000 ; in 
1886, 2,018,000; in 1887, 1,948,000, and in 
1888, 1,928,000, so that instead of a gain 
there has been a decrease. Instead of 
increasing in proportion to the increase 
in the number of farmers in Ontario the 
are actually diminishing. Now, we will 
take sheep. They show a falling off also, 
the ratio being: comparing 1888 with 1884, 
as 5 is to 7. It is easy to explain the 
cause. When the duty of 3 cents a 
pound was put on wool the farmers were 
told that they were being protected and 
that the price of wool would increase. 
The Americans at the same time had a 
duty on wool, but all the finer wools, the 
Cape and South American wools, used in 
making tweeds and good cloth, were 
allowed to come in duty-free, to give the 
manufacturers a chance. The duty s0 
stimulated the manufacturers that they 
went to work and put up too many 
factories, and some of them are now 
being wound up. Men that went into the 
industry worth forty or fifty thousand 
dollars are now not worth a dollar. They 
had been lead to believe that they would 
find a market in Canada, but there had 
been already as much manufactured as 
could be sold in the Dominion, They 
tried to further stimulate the industry 
by barring out the manufactures of Eng- 
land. They have to a large extent suc- 
ceeded in that, but still they are over- 
doing it. There is no use stimulating an 
industry to such an extent that it will not 
bear competition with the world, That is 
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the great mistake that the Government 
have been making for the last twelve 
years. It is wrong and unpatriotic to do 
so. If have beea in favor of protection 
it is only where it could be incidentally 
applied. I have always been willing and 
favorable to applying duties upon such 
articles—that is, to the extent that the 
revenue of the country required—as might 
be produced here. I never thought 
it made a very great difference whether 
these duties were put upon articles im- 
ported as food, or whether they were 
put upon articles that we might manufac- 
ture, to the extent of the necessary revenue, 
and to give a moderate encouragement in 
that way incidentally in favor of manufac- 
turing. I never saw any objection to it, 
and I should favor that policy still; but 
when they put duties upon articles at the 
rate they have been doing here for the 
last eight or ten years it makes it ruinous 
to men who were comfortably situated and 
had money that was productive. It stimu- 
lated them to go into business that could 
only pay for a few years, if it paid at all, 
and Tino some who went into the busi- 
ness of manufacturing woollens two years 
ago who t6-day are bankrupt. That is not 
a kind of thing that we should encourage. 
But I do say that it is a greater folly and 
more unpatriotic to encourage a farmer to 
believe that he will get rich by imposing 
duties upon his own products; it is a mere 
fallacy, mere moonshine, a deception and a 
snare, in order to induce him to vote in a 
certain direction and to impose high 
duties on manufactured goods. There 
is no doubt it has had that effect, 
and the farmers are gradually beginning 
to see it. Not more than one farmer in 
five in Ontario keeps sheep. The un- 
washed wool, sold in the ordinary way, 
does not bring more than from 10 to 14 
cents a pound, and if it is washed it only 
brings 18 cents, where it used to bring 
28 cents. The price of wooi going down, 
and the unwillingness on the part of the 
Government to negotiate terms of reci- 
pry when, I am satisfied, there has 

een an opportunity to do it—the anxiety 
to evade all trade with their neighbors, 
will result, as it has already to a certain 
extent resulted, in keeping that duty on 
our sheep, and to prevent our getting into 
the American market, even with our 
mutton sheep. If we do not get into it 
with the wool we ought to get into it with 
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the animals themselves, but if this war of 
tariffs is continued the result will be that 
it will be absolutely necessary for us to 
change our products almost entirely. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—No. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—It will require us 
to change them to a large extent, because 
if we cannot send them to the United 
States we must send them to England, and 
consequently we must raise what we can 
sellin England. We are told that we can 
sell horses in England; we have not got 
the kind of horses they want. They sent 
out agents here who went all over Ontario 
and Quebec to try to buy a few horses, and 
what did they accomplish? They did not 
get enough to pay them for the trouble of 
coming out. e have not the kind of 
breeds that can be sold profitably, and the 
price they were paying was not very high. 
Our heavy dray horses were bringing a 
better price in the neighboring market, 
better than we could get from, the Eng- 
lish buyers. Now it is a very serious 
thing to have to change the character 
of your products, This continual tink- 


money and offering large bonuses to 
establish a trade with the Australian 
colonies, while at the same time we are 
taking the very course that will defeat the 
object we desire to accomplish. I under- 
stood the hon. gentleman to say that 
our exports have increased since the 
National Policy came into operation. I 
find that in 1873 our exports were 
$89,789,000, while in 1889 they were only 
$89,189,167. So that the whole argument 
of my hon. friend to try to show that the 
trade of the country is increasing falls to 
the ground. The only increase we have 
had, to speak of, might be in fish and in 
agricultural products, but the aggregate 
has rather diminished in the last thirteen 
years. Now, perhaps you will say that 
we cannot draw a fair comparison between 
Canada and the United States: I do not 
think myself that we can. The United 
States having a large population and a 
great variety of climate and products, and 
an immense immigration, has an advan- 
tage over all other countries. Within 
twenty years they have almost doubled 
their population, very largely by immi- 








ering with the tariff and neglecting to gration. It is to be expected that that 
make such a tariff as can be kept! large influx of population would bring à 
permanent and advantageous to the|great deal of capital into the country, 
country is a source of loss, whether|wealthy men going In as well as poor men. 
it regards manufactures or the products of| But we have an illustration, to show the 
the tarm. But my hon. friend was not folly of excessive protection, in the com- 
satistied to refer to what Mr. Blue says in| parison between two of the Australian 
regard to the increase in stock and wealth | colonies, Victoria and New South Wales. 
of Ontario, but he claimed that there has! Victoria has been protecting its manufac- 
been a great increase of exports and a | turers for the past twenty years; New 
great increase in the trade of the Dominion , South Wales has proceeded on the princi- 
within the last twenty years. In our own | ple of free trade. In 1866, when Victoria 
blue-book we find that instead of increas-' adopted a protective tariff, her population 
ing our trade with the sister colony of, was 636,982; her sister Province had onky 
Newfoundland that trade has been dimin- | 431,412, Now let us see what the increase 
ishing. Twenty years ago our trade with |in the two colonies was in 1886. Victoria 
Newfoundland was $4,609,552; in 1889 it | had a Pope ses of 1,033,052, while New 
was only $1,791,496. That is the kind of South Wales had grown to _ 1,030,722. 
prosperity we are enjoying. You may want| During those twenty years New South 
to know where that trade has goneto. We! Wales not only continued to increase in 
find in our own Canadian blue-book het Pope but to increase in her trade, 
the shipments of the United States through | in her exports and imports, in her revenue 
Canada—we have been made the carriers!and in her wealth, in every particular. 





to Newfoundland—shows that the Ameri- | 
cans have largely sent into that market 
breadstutts, meats and other articles that 
Canada ought to have been able to send 
them; they have sent them $859,302 


worth, showing that we are not keeping 
up our trade with the nearest of our 
sister colonies, yet we are borrowing 











The conclusion arrived at I will give in 
the words of a writer on the subject : 


“To sum up, the protective colony is behind in 
growth of population, behind in wealth, behind in 
revenue, behind in imports and exports, behind in 
shipping, behind in number of manufactures, behind 
in horse power of machinery, behind in value of plant 
and machinery,behind in number of letters, tel 
ges conveyed through the post, behind in 
wages, behind in consumption of luxuries, has more 
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insolvencies and a greater pressure of taxation, and 
finally, nearly the whole body of Victoria manufac- 
turers are dissatisfied with their present position and 
are eagerly looking for an increase in the amount of 
protective duties.” 

That is the experience they have had 
there. There are two colonies situated 
about alike; both have valuable lands, 
both have gold mines, only those of Vic- 
toria are more valuable; but in other re- 





‘choose to 
‘turers get their raw material duty-free 
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world, as we are now trying todo. That 
is what we ought to do. Our woollen 


, manufacturers get their wool free of duty 


from any part of the world where they 


uy it; our cotton manufac- 


from any part of the world, but our 


| woollen manufacturers are not satisfied to 


get their wool free, but they want to get 


spects they arc on an equal footing, pos-;free shoddy, and they get it and. work it 


sess the same climatic advantages, yet the 
free trade colony has progressed 50 per 
cent. better as regards population than 
Victoria, and it hag gained more in every 
articular. Now, when we get examples 
ike that we ought to consider what would 
be the effect of what we are doing here 
ourselves. One gentleman, who has had 
long experience in politics, tells us that 
the little colony in Prince Edward Island 
would be ruined if we had free corn ad- 
mitted into this country—tkat the farmers 
of Prince Edward Island would not be 
able to get 50 cents a bushel for their 
oats ; and he seems to rejoice over the idea 
that their neighbors in New Brunswick 
are compelled to pay 50 cents a bushel 
for oats because a duty is imposed on corn. 
Is it any wonder that the New Brunswick- 
ers do not feed their stock and fatten beef, 
mutton and pork enough to supply home 
consumption, and do notraise wheat enough 
to supply their own people? I was told 
yesterday, when we were debating another 
question, that every farmer should raise 
on his farm what he feeds to his stock. 
That gentleman did not seem to know that 
some farmers have land that will raise 
valuable crops, such as fall wheat, and to 
compel such a man to feed fall wheat to 
his stock would be an absurdity. Let him 
sell his wheat at from 80 cents to $1 
a bushel, and have the privilege of 
buying corn at from 32 cents to 
35 cents a bushel, which he could 
do to-day if the duty was removed, and he 
could keep more stock than he possibly 
ean now. It must be borne in mind that 
whatever stock we feed must be fed 
in such a way that we can sell it as 
cheaply as our neighbors. We cannot do 


it if we are compelled to feed a more! 


valuable grain than the Americans 

use for feeding their stock. It is 

impossible; it would be throwing away 

money. We should be allowed to have 

the cheapest raw material to make our 

beef, and then we can compete with the 
53 


j they want it still. 


into their goods, in order that they may 
have a bigger profit. But they are strug- 
gling ina market that is filled up, and 
where is going to be the outlet at the rate 
their goods cost them under a system of 
protection? They are not prepared to 
compete in outside markets. t am in 
favor ‘of encouraging factories as far as 
they can be encouraged, so that the 
moment they have a surplus they could 
get rid of it in the markets of the world 
and not suffer the depression and the 
loss of the use of all the machinery 
they have invested money in, and I want 
the same principle to apply to agri- 
culture. Instead of that, they give us 
the miserable pretence of protecting agri- 
cultural products, as they did some years 
ago, when they imposed the duty on bar- 
'ley. We do not want to buy barley; we 
bad barley to sell at that time, and were sell- 
ing from eight to twelve million bushels 
a year for export; yet they put a duty on 
barley, for fear that barley might be im- 
ported into the country. Our neighbors 
wanted all the barley we could spare— 
It was mere clap-trap, 
and the farmers begin to understand this. 
The intelligent farmers have held meet- 
ings which have been attended by repre- 
sentatives from every county in Ontario, 
and they have declared, without distinc- 
tion of party, in favor of the admission of 
corn duty-free, in order that we may 
compete with our neighbors in the English 
market. But, as I have shown, there has 
been a falling off in the production of 
beef, when there should have been an in- 
crease; there has been a large falling offin 
the production of sheep, when we ought 
to have an increasein sheep. Give us the 
raw material, just as you give it to the 
manufacturer of cottons and woollens, 
and we are ready to compete in the open 
markets of the world, and instead of going 
on for ten or twelve years without in- 
creasing our exports we will go on and 
double them. Our exports of the products 
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of the farm, which now amount to thirise | most beneficial to the more populous, and 
seven or forty millons of dollars, would in| more commercial Provinces, and loyal also 
a few years be fifty millions of dollars.|to a general trade policy adapted to the 


Only give us fair play and we can show | whole Dominion. 


what can be done. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—TI do not 
intend to make a free trade speech: I will 
confine myself to a few of the articles 
which affect closely the interests of British 
Columbia. I should like to call the atten- 
tion of the Minister to the subject, with a 


_ view to having a remedy provided, not 


now, but at some time in the near future. 

As a supporter and believer in the 
present fiscal system of the country, I 
regret very much having to give my 
disapproval to the increased duty on some 
of the staple articles of food largely 
imported in British Columbia—otherwise I 
believe firmly that the present policy has 
been most beneficial to the best interests 
of the Eastern Provinces of Canada. Ata 
critical time it raised the country from 
depression and despondency to a state of 
confidence and to an improved condition 
of things—it liberated capital, and gave it 
assurance and confidence; it opened up 
avenues for investment and created new in- 
dustries, giving employment to thousands 
who would have been idle, and would have 
left the country. These are some of my 
reasons for believing in the present policy, 
provided always it is kept within reuson- 
able bounds. Taking the fiscal system 
altogether, and the Canadian Pacific 
Railway in connection with it, British 
Columbia has made very satisfactory 
progress since its inauguration and the 
completion of the road. Holding these 
opinions, then, I repeat my regret at any 
deviation from the previous scale of duties 
on these products I have named. 

It is not easy for British Columbia to 
reach the ear of the Executive, or to bring 
such weight to bear as will influence a 
modification in its intention, by reason of 
our limited representation and having no 
voice in the Executive. The freedom of 
discussion allowed in the House is the only 
means I have of expressing my opinion— 
and I should consider it a betrayal of a 
sacred duty did I fail in pointing out where 
the legislation of this Parliament bears 
heavily and unequally on a large number 
of the people of my Province. I fully 
recognize that the less populous Provinces 
must give a loyal adherence to the policy 


would not, therefore, 
have raised my voice on this occasion if 
the public trade returns of the country 
indicated any necessity for an increase in 
the duty on horned cattle, sheep, pigs and 
flour. But quite the reverse is the case ; 
and I think I will be able to show that the 
eastern Provinces require no further pro- 
tection to keep foreign cattle out, and that 
British Columbia must continue to import 
for some years. If 20 ,per cent. did not 
keep American cattle out, 30 per cent. 
will not do it, but imposes an addi- 
tional tax on the people of 10 cents 
on the dollar. This will bear doubly 
heavy on us this year, owing to the 
large loss of stock last winter on the Paci- 
fic coast, which has raised prices, and the 
duty on top of that is not a pleasing pros- 
pect. The importation of vattle and sheep 
into all the Provinces except British Colum- 
bia is equal to three-quarters of a cent per 
head of the population, whilst in that 
western Province the importation is equal 
to 125 cents per head of its population, 
and it is now proposed to make the dis- 
proportion larger. Surely there is no 
occasion for extra protection where the 
injury — if an injury—is only three- 
quarters of a cent per head. Such being 
the case—and in the face of a large surplus 
revenue this year I cannot give my ap- 
proval to an increase in duty on bread and 
meat, the staple articles of food, which 
touches the poor man heavily. Had an 
increase in revenue been necessary this 
year—which it is not—but if it had been, 
and had it been placed on silks, satins, 
cigars, wine and spirits—the luxuries of 
those who are well-to-do—I would not 
have found any fault with that. But as 
the duty now stands on those articles to 
which 1 have objected, it will operate as I 
have before mentioned. I will take up, 
first, the question of cattle, sheep and pigs 
brought into the different Provinces : 


Ontario—No horned cattle. 
do sheep, value..... 8 15.00 
do pigs.... ....... 10.00 
do other animals.... 5,469.00 
———$ 5,494.00 
Quebec, pigs . ........ $15, 942.00 
do other animals... 2,573.00 
————$3 18,515.00 
New Brunswick, pigs. . 5.00 
Nova Scotia, pigs...... 11,00 
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Manitoba, horned cattle 8 3,332.00 


do shoep........ 13,384.00 
——---3 16,716.00 
Prince Edward Island— 
No importations. 


Western Territories, 
horned cattle... ...8 520.00 e 





Western Territories, 

sheep...... . .... 5,456.00 
——  5,976.00 
S 46,713.00 

British Columbia, horned 

cattle ...... $17,907.00 

do sheep........ 63,037.00 

do pigs ......... 21,034.00 

do other animals 5,236.00 
——-- $107,214.00 


This statement, from Government returns, 
shows conclusively that these Provinces 
do not require ferther protection, and 
shows also that British Columbia imported 
more than double the value in live stock 
imported by all the other Provinces, and 
shows the enormous proportion of taxation 
borne by the Pacific Province. I will refer 
now briefly to the importation of wheat 
to show that the reasons given by millers 
for raising the duty on flour are without 
foundation. If they pay the duty on wheat 
imported ground, then they might with 
justice ask for an er of duty. I 
wish to show this House that this country 
has paid no duty on wheat, and that ifthe 
duty were $10 per bushel it would make 
no difference to the millers of Canada. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I would like you 
to prove that. 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—I will prove 
it by the Government returns. 
es importation for the year ending June, 


Entered for 


Value. consumption. Duty. 
Ontario ............. S$ 346,553 $4,803 $720.70 

ebec ............, 1,342,191 7 10.65 
New Brunswick..... 6 6 0.60 

nitoba........... 180 180 12.80 
Prince Edward Island ........ ........ 0.15 








If that wheat had paid duty it would have 
been equal to $255,000. 
British Columbia.... 7,561 
It will be seen that British Columbia 
paid double the amount of duty on wheat 
pai by all the Provinces. I challenge the 
on. gentleman to say that this is incorrect. 


$1,524.23 


eee ep eens 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I say it is incor 
rect, because there was more money than 
that paid by one firm. 

. 533 


Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—It will also 
be seen that it would make no difference 
to the other Provinces if the duty were 
$10 per bushel instead of 15 cents, as all 
the importation, excepting a small fraction, 
was ground in bond, which is really a loss 
to the country. The staff of officials em- 
ployed to attend to this bonded wheat must 
cost a great deal. So that the argument 
as to equalizing the duty on wheat and 
flour has no real foundation in fact. It 
would make no difference to the millers, 
who grind in bond, if the duty were $10 a 
bushel. The following are the amounts of 
duty paid on importations :— 


Of flour of wheat, flour of rye and catmeal— 








Duty Paid. 

Ontario: is aad doutes he 8 5,851 
Nova Scotin.................... 6,992 
New Brunswick ................ 1,767 
Manitoba....................... 883 
Prince Edward Island........... 696 

$16,189 
British Columbia............... $15,075 


It will be seen that British Columbia paid 
nearly as much duty on flour, excepting 
Quebec, which paid $100,024, as all the 
other Provinces. These figures show that 
there is no invasion in Ontario of the 
rights of millers: for that matter, ‘the 
whole duty paid on flour in the Dominion 
is $131,288 only. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—I do not know that 
I have a word to say on the tariff, more 
than to point out that it is a great mistake 
to put such high duties on light wines. I 
believe that if a lighter duty were placed 
on light wines there would be a leper 
consumption of them, and a larger revenue 
would be collected. In fact, the duties on 
light wines at present are prohibitory. 
Parties who were in the habit of using 
those wines a short time agoreally cannot 
afford to use them now, the duties are so 
high. On a case of wine the duty is not 
less than $8. People of moderate means, 
who used to have wines in their house, can- 
not afford to have them now; and instead 
of obtaining a large amount of revenue 
I believe the Customs Department is losing 
by their high duties. I believe it interferes 
with the consumption of a good article that 
might be used by men of moderate means. 
Hon. gentlemen know that the article of 
champagne is practically excluded by the 
outrageous duty. In pointing this out Ido it 
for the purpose of showing that the gentle- 
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men who arranged that duty donot under. | Hon. MR. MACDONALD Der 
stand the trade. Even from a revenue stand-'do not import any corn into Britis 
point, I hold that it is wrong, and I hopo, Columbia. 

at sume future day, when the tariff is, : 
re-arranged, that the duty on light wines | Hon. Mr. POWER—They do in the 


will be taken into consideration, with a Lower Provinces, but this duty will not 
view to lowering it. There is one other benefit the consumer, because in the first 


remark I will make, and that is with place the corn has to be kiln-dried. Corn 
reference to the excellent speech made by intended for immediate consumption does 
the hon. gentlemen from Alberton. That; Not require to be kiln-dried. Under this 
hon. gentlemen spoke well, as he always | tariff it has to be ground by our millers, 
8 eaks, but he made one remark that I and it will practically benefit them, and 
think requires some explanation. Hesaid benefit no one else. This enactment 
that the greatest and best minds in the, makcs no appreciable reduction in the 
United States had adopted a protective; price of corn to the consumer. How 
policy. I believe they did; but what does|are the Government going to tell whe- 
that hon. gentleman say to the greatest|ther Indian corn is.to be consumed 
and wisest minds of England having| by human beings, or whether a portion of 
adopted the opposite policy ? it goes to feed cattle, and why should there 
| be a distinction at any rate? If farmers 

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I say this to it: ! chose to feed cattle or poultry to a certain 
the first question the hon. gentleman has | extent on Indian corn, why should a duty 
to settle is, whether the sixty millions of| be put on that, any more than if it is 
people of the United States are more intelli-| bought to feed his family? I think that 
gent or less intelligent than the thirty-six , the Government should give some explana- 





millions of England. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Icannotsupposethat 
they have wiser or greater minds in the 
United States than they have in England. | 


Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Then you can 
draw your own conclusion about it. | 


Hon, Mr. DEVER—I wish you would ex- | 
plain it, because I think your speech is a 
good one, but when such contradictions as 
this are found in it, they weaken its force. 





The motion was agreed to, and the Bill , 
was read a second time, 


The House resolved itself into a Com. 


mittee of the Whole, under suspension of 
the 42nd Rule, on the Bill. 


(In the Committee.) 


On the 8th clause, — 


Hon, Mr. POWER-This clause is suppos- 
ed to be, as [understand, a sort of compensa- 
tion to the people of the Lower Provinces, 
and I presume to British Columbia, for 
the increased duty on flour. There is 
already a duty of 74 cents on corn, and I 
was going to call attention to this fact, 
that this change of the duty will not really 
benefit the consumer in the Lower Pro- 
vinces, or in British Columbia, to any 
appreciable extent. 





tion as to why they have limited this pro- 
vision in the way it is limited—why the 
Indian corn must be kiln-dried to be ground 
for human food; and why, also, Indian corn 
sed bai for the purpose of feeding cattle 
and poultry should not be allowed a draw- 
back or be entered free from duty ? 


Hon. Mra. KAULBACH—1 do not agree 
with my hon. friend in this. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I ask the Govern- 
ment for information why the thing was 
done. If the hon. gentleman has been 
instructed to reply for the Government, I 
will take his answer. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Anybody can 
answer a question like that: Itis in order 
to give the manufacturer of cornmeal 
some benefit. In consequence of having 
been deprived of this duty the mills shut 
down, and now they will be resuscitated in 
our Province. As regards corn meal 
being kiln-dried and ground in our coun- 
try, it is nothing new. It is the only way 
it should come into our country in a shape 
to be ground. We know well enough that 
in Nova Scotia corn is regarded as being 
of great value for human food. 


Hon, MR. POWER—No. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH— My hon. 
friend may despise it, but it is well 
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known that cornmeal in Nova Scotia is; On the 10th section, — 


considered by all classes of society a valu- 
able food, and if we can have the manu- 
facture of this article, so much the better. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—There are large 
quantities of corgmeal shipped constant- 
ly to the Low®r Provinces, and in 
cool weather, in spring and fall, it is often 
shipped without being kiln-driod ; but 
when you ship it without being kiln-dried 
you take the chance of not having it sold 
in time; and if you get hot weather or a 
damp place to keep it in, it will sour. 
There are large quantities of cornmeal 
sold down there from Quebec. Why the 
words “ kiln-dried ” were put in I do not 


that to ship cornmeal any di-tance b 
sea, or even to keep it here for any lengt 
of time, you are not certain that it will 
not sour, and you have got to kiln-dry it, 
although the meal is not considered so 
nice an article for food after it is kiln 
dried as it is before. 


Hon, Mr. POWER—I am much obliged 
for the information which the hon. gentle- 
man from Lunenburg and the hon. gentle- 
man from Alma have given, for the state- 
ment, apparently given on authority, by 
the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg, corro- 
berates my own view. T thought this 
clause was intended for the benefit of the 
millers. JI was satisfied it was so,.and I 
am glad to know that in this farmers’ 
tariff they are not forgetting the other 
classes—that the miller comes in here. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think the 
point is correctly stated. The Govern- 
ment were informed that there was a large 
quantity of Indian cornmeal used in the 
Maritime Provinces, and that this corn- 
meal was imported in a ground state; and 
for the purpose of encouraging the impor- 
tation of it in the grain, that it might be 
ground by the local millers, they give 
this drawback. It not only benefits the 
miller but the consumer. 


Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—It also 
benefits the consumer, because he receives 
the benefit of the 80 or 90 cents draw- 
back. 


The clause was agreed to. 


‘ 


ito deal 


know, a8 I am not in the secrets of the | tar. We would hardly be able to 


Government, but I simply state the fact | 
| that require some explanation. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—TI see that the duty 
on living animals has been raised from 
20 to 30 per cent. The hon. gentle- 
'man from Victoria has shown us how 
lutterly unnecessary that duty was to 
keep cattle out. Tkey are not imported 
into any Province except British Columbia, 
and they will continue to come in there, 


| and as the Government have admitted 
that they do not require the money for 


revenue purposes, the only effect of this 
increase in duty will be to make living a 
[little more expensive to the people of 
| British Columbia. I do not propose 
with all the items in this 





prorogue next week if we dealt with 
'them all; still, there are some more 
I find in 
;item 10 that barrels, containing petroleum 
lor its products, or any mixtures of which 
, petroleum forms a part, when such contents 
are chargeable with a specific duty, are to 
pay 40 cents each. The farmers of this 
country do not raise petroleum, but there 
is avery heavy duty upon the petroleum 
which the farmer uses to light his house. 
The duty is something like 30 per cent. 
at present, and this Gov@rnment, who are 
so anxious to take care of the interests of 
the farmer; think he is getting too much 
of this expensive American oil. Of course, 
it is better to get an inferior light from 
Canadian oil than a better light from 
American oil, and they put a duty of 40 
cents on the casks, It occurs to me, seeing 
that the hon. gentleman from Glengarry 
does not take much interest in this item, 
that it does not affect his county a great 
deal. I think in that county petroleum 
used by the people does not pay a great 
deal of duty. Itcan come across the river 
when Custom houses are closed. 


Hon, Me. McMILLAN—We do not re- 
uire as much light as you do in Nova 
cotia. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I find that rice, 
uncleaned and unhulled, bears a duty of 
174 per cent. ad valorem. The farmers in 
this country, of course, raise large quan- 
tities of rice, and I have no doubt that 
that duty will help them greatly. Then I 
find 75 cents a barrel duty on wheat flour. 
I think the hon. gentleman from British 
Columbia has indicated that in Quebec 
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they import a great deal of flour, and we 
get a great deal of flour in the Lower 
rovinces. 


Hon. Mr. READ—Is not that in the in- 
terest of the farmer? There were 280,000 
barrels of flour brought in last year. The 
Canadian farmer must have received a 
larger price for his wheat than the Ameri- 
can farmer received, or else the American 
miller could not have sent in 280,000 
barrels of flour last year, and paid a duty 
of 50 cents a barrel on it. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not speak 
much about the Ontario farmer, for I do not 
know a great deal about him; but this 
question of flour is one that I could dis- 
cuss for an hour. Ido not care to go into 
the question of who pays the duty. I may 
say that the country that exports, under 
ordinary circumstances, a large quantity 
of a staple article cannot suffer very much 
from having that article coming in freo. 
It is more conveniont for the people of 
Nova Scotia, sometimes, to get their flour 
as a return cargo in the schooners which 
go to Boston and other United States ports, 
carrying Nova Scotia products, than to 
bring it down by rail from Ontario. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—But they do not 
pay one cent more for the flour. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It is a question ] 
do not want to argue, only it is a singular 
thing, if itdoes not make any difference in 
the price, that the hon. gentleman and his 
friends shduld be so anxious to get 25 
cents added to the duty. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—It is to keep the 
market for our own people. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—How is that effect- 
ed? Is it not by making the foreign 
article dearer? I know that Sir Charles 
Tupper told the people of Ontario that the 
Lower Provinces were paying three hun- 
dred and odd thousand dollars duty, which 
accrued, he said, to the benefit of the peo- 
ple of Ontario; but any hon. gentleman 
who will go into Prince Edward Island, 
or New Brunswick, or Nova Scotia, and 
tell the farmers of these Provinces that 
they are benefited by the duty on flour, 
will find that he is taking his story to a 
very poor market; and the hon. gentle- 
man from British Columbia, with a pa- 
triotism which does him credit, and which, 
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I regret to say, I cannot undertake to 
rival, told us that the people of his Pro- 
vince were content to suffer, simply be- 
cause they felt that in powerful an pu- 
lous Provinces the tariff had a beneficial 
effect, and they, in British Columbia, were 
prepared to suffer a great deal. I think 
that is a broad kind OF patriotism, but I 
doubt that it is a wise kind of patriotism. 
I think that the proper way is for the 
man who represents a section of the 
country to look at the part of the 
country whose interests he is familiar 
with, and not talk upon hearsay evidence 
of what suits other parts of the country. 
The hon. gentleman from British Columbia 
is not charged, any more than I am 
charged, to speak in the interests of 
Ontario. There are twenty-four gentlemen 
supposed to sit in this Chamber who, I 
think, are fairly competent to look after the 
interests of Ontario, backed. as they are, 
by some ninety gentlemen in the House of 
Commons; and if we look after the weaker 
Provinces we can trust Ontario to look 
after herself. There is not a furmer in the 
Lower Provinces benefited to the extent of 
one dollar by the duty on flour. Our 
farmers are all consumers of flour, and so 
in Quebec and British Columbia. 


Hon. MR. PROWSE—There are hun- 
dreds of farmers in Prince Edward Island 
who do not buy a barrel of flour. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I do not profess to 
know much about Prince Edward Island, 
but I was not aware that they made much 
flour of their own there. I find in this 
farmers’ tariff other items that strike one 
—for instance, clocks and clock cases of 
all kinds, 35 per cent. ad valorem, It must 
be a very consoling thing to the farmer to 
know that even his time is taxed. Then I 
find that the duties on a number of cheap 
cotton goods which go into consumption 
amongst our farming population largely 
are increased to 2 cents per square yard, 
and 15 per cent. ad valorem. 1 think that 
the combination of specitic and ad valorem 
duties is a most objectionable combination, 
not like Shakespeare’s consummation, one 
devoutly to be desired, but rather one de- 
voutly to be abhorred. The beauty of this 
combination is this, that while the ex- 
pensive article which the wealthy man 
purchases is allowed in at a comparatively 
low figure, the cheap article, which is used 
largely by the farmer, pays the compara- 
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tively heavier duty; 2 cents a square 
yard on cottons:is, in itself, a considerable 
duty on ordinary goods, but when you 
add 2 cents per square yard to 15 percent. 
ad valorem you have a very heavy duty 
indeed on an article which is essential to 
the farmer. We have had tor twenty years 
cotton manufactogies running in this coun- 
try, and if these industries are not now 
sufficiently thriving with a duty of 20 per 
cent. to supply our farmers, [ think it 
shows that these industries are misplaced, 
and that they are not suited ‘to the cir- 
cumstances of the country. I might men- 
tion, curiously enough, that I had gone 
over this tariffin a hurried way before 
the leader of the House had made his 
speech, and I was not thinking of the farm- 
ers us I went over it, but I thought it 
curious how many things I find in it that 
suits the farmers. For instance, drain pipes, 
sewer pipes and earthenware tiles, 35 per 
cent. ad valorem. These are articles which 
are used in good farming. They may be 
manufactured here, but 35 per cent. is a 
very high duty to put upon an article 
which is a prime necessity for farmers. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Glazed tiles are 
not used by farmers. 


Hon. Mr. DEVER—Glazed tiles are 
used for sewerage. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not quite 
understand the hon. gentleman from St. 
Johns. That hon. gentleman talks free 
trade one time and talks protection another, 
but I notice he always votes with the 
Government. I do not know what his 
sentiments are and | cannot undertake to 
notice an hon. gentleman who is so much 


like a weather-cock. The hon. leader of 


the House suggested that the farmers did 
not use unglazed tiles. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I said glazed tiles. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We will leave out 
the glazed tiles and speak of drain pipes 
—earthenware tiles, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is not the 
description of farmers’ tiles. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think drain pipes 
are commonly used on farms. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No; for houses and 
buildings. 
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Mr. POWER — Does not the 
farmer drain his house ? 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—Oh, yes; the far- 
mer, in common with the rest of the world, 
uses all those things which my hon. friend 
is quoting. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The farmer, in 
common with the rest of the world, has to 
pay the duty. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Did my hon. friend 
think that I asserted in the few words I 
spoke about this tariff, or desired to be un- 
derstood to mean, that the whole of the 
National Policy was to be abandoned in so 
far us it referred to any article that was 
ever used by a farmer? That is the sense 
in which the hon. gentleman is criticising 
my remarks, 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We are not dealing 
with the whole tariffi—we are dealing with 
the amendments in this Bill. When the 
leader of the House, at my respectfal so- 
licitation, deigned to make a few observa- 
tions on the Bill which he was submitting 
to the House, he had at first proposed to 
move this Bill sub silentio. When he made 
some remarks the hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa suggested that this was a farmers’ 
tariff. The hon. leader said: “Yes; that 
is just what it is.” ; 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I must contradict 
my hon. friend in that respect. When 
the hon. member from Ottawa repeated 
what I had said, and assumed it to mean 
that it was a farmers’ tariff, I said “ largly 
80,” and I am surprised if my hon. friend 
did not understand then—and I am per- 
fectly certain he did—that in speaking of 
these amendments I was treating them as 
being made largely to benetit the farmer. 
What I said and what I meant was, that a 
great many important alterations in the 
tariff were made to benefit the farmer, 
and in that sense it was largely a farmers’ 
tariff, and I did not mean and did not say, 
and I can hardly think my hon. friend 
understood me to say, that the alterations 
in the tariff were made to suit the far- 
mers especially, so that my hon. frien1’s 
criticism is really no criticism of what I 
said at all. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—My recollection 
may not be a verbatim recollection, but I 
am perfectly satisfied that the hon, gentle- 


Hon. 
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I said, largely so. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhbaps the hon. 
gentleman said “largely.” My impression 
is that he said “thatis a very good name.” 
Unless I am altogether wrong, the hon. 
gentleman went on to explain that it was 
time to do something for the farmer and! cite, but a little while ago the Govern- 
that this tariff was largely in that direc-| ment were apparently under the impres- 
tion. The fact is, that the farmer has been | sion that they were doing too mach for 
waking up to tho fact that the tariff, since | the Lower Provinces, and they took the 
1879, has simply been taking money out | duty off anthracite coal, the effect of which 
of his pockets both ways, and he has been | is to diminish the consumption of bitumi- 
getting nothing in exchange; and now/ nous coal considerably. 
these items in this tariff, the duty on 
sheep and hugs, which are not imported,| Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—That did not 
and other articles of that sort, is a sort of  lowe: the price of anthracite coal. 


tub thrown to the agricultural whale to! 
try to delude him for the next year or| Hon. Mr. POWER—I find that garden 
and agricultural seeds, when put up in: 


two, until the next election comes off. bs 
Then, I find another item which I have Small parcels, are taxed 25 per cent. In- 
no doubt will be very advantageous in its, #8much as the farmers never send their 
operation to the farmer—item 72, gloves | children to school, I find the duty on slate 
and mitts of all kinds, 35 per cent. ad, pencils is increased to 25 per cent. I find 
valorem. Inaclimate where the thermo-| that picks, sledges and crowbars, which 
meter goes down to zero as often as it are sometimes used by farmers and other 
does in this country it must be very con- People who live and work in the COR: 
soling to the farmer to know that he hasiare taxed 1 cent a pound and 25 per 
articles as necessary as gloves and mitts, | this tax will largely stimulate the farmers 
who have to purchase shovels and spades, 

Hoy, Mr. OGILVIE—He does not and other agricultural implements. As 
usually buy those that pay duty; he pur-|one looks through this Bill, it is quite 
chases those that are made in this country. wonderful the number of items that one 


Hon. Mz. POWER—I find that the duty | finds which appear to have been conceived 


chia in the interests of the farmers. One would 
On: lat Bas been. very Mreel tncrodsed: suppore that the Minister of Finance had 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—That is good almost got the farmer out of his head when 
for the farmer. 7 ‘he reached item 184—twine for harvest 


binders—on which there is aduty of 25 per 
Hon. Mz. POWER—The fact is.the duty | cent. ad valorem imposed. There was a 


on beef, pork and all kinds of meats which ! time when this article came in free. On 


are imported has been largely increased. |twine of all other kinds not otherwise 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—That is good specified there is a duty of 35 per cent. ad 
fo the farmer ‘valorem. Ihave no doubt the farmers of 
, |the west will appreciate the care of the 

Hon. Ma. POWER-— I have not the trade Government, which says that they will 
returns by me, but I am satisfied that in | not be humbugged by delusive binding 
the Province of Nova Scotia the result of | twine that is made anywhere but in Can- 
that change in the duty will be that the|ada. Then we come to India rubber 

eople will eat rather less meat than they | waterproof clothing, on which there is a 

ave consumed, and they will pay rather | duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem and 5 cents 
more for it. In the Province of Prince|a pound. I do not know whether it is sup- 
Edward Island it is true they raise pork | posed that the farmers of this country use 
enough for their own consumption, and|these waterproof articles. One can see 
also for export, but the lumbering inter. | that, as the leader of the House says, these 


Hon, Ma. HOW LAN—What about coal? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The Government 
did at one time put a duty of 60 cents on 
bituminous coal and 50 cents on anthra- 








The Tariff [MAY 14, 1890.] Bill. 





feel convinced of it by the few items that 
I have read, if he goes on a little further 
in the free list, and finds that precious 
stones in the rough come in free, he must 
be convinced then that it is in the inter- 
ests of the farmers. Anyone who looks at 
the list will see that the articles that the 
farmer requires are admitted free. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—There is hardly 
an item that the hon. gentleman 
from Halifax has mentioned which will 
prove a tax on the farmer. I know posi- 
tively, and every one can know, if he 
chooses to enquire, that these things are 
sold for a great deal less money since 
they have been made in Canada than be- 
fore, not to speak of the cost of freight if 
we had to import them. They are made 
better—you may laugh, if you please, but 
the laughing will not alter the fact. I 
heard men laughing, as the hon. gentle- 
man from Ottawa laughs now, when they 
used to talk about the poor man having to 
pay half a dollar more for boots under 
this tariff than before it was introduced. 
Within eighteen months after we com- 
menced to manufacture boots in Montreal 
they were selling for a dollar less than 
before the National Policy was adopted. 
Those articles—picks, crowbars, &c.—are 
made all over Ontario and Quebec, and 
you can buy a better urticle for less 
money than you can get them for across 
the line. 


Hon. Mz. DEVER—They are made in 
Halifax. 








on which there was a duty of 324 per 
cent., and on which the people paid 
$540,308 ? 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE--That is quite 
easily accounted for, and the hon. gentle- 
man from Ottawa does not require an 
answer from me. Thearticle that the hon. 
member from Halifax spoke of was grey 
or white cotton. The hon. gentleman from 
Ottawa is speaking of printed cottons, 
though thesc latter are made here now and 
will be sold as cheap here as anywhere 
before long. How many yards of that 
cotton does the farmar buy? It is not the 
farmer that buys that kind of cottons. 
There is hardly an article that the hon. 
member from Halifax spoke of, not even 
the rubber goods, that is not sold to-day 
in.Canada a great deal cheaper than it was 
before we began to manufacture in this 
country; and at the present day I defy any 
manufacturer to get a monopoly for any 
length of time. Inextraordinary cases he 
may have it for a few months or a year, 
but as things are done now itis impossible 
for a monopoly to exist for any length of 
time. I speak of the Province of Quebec 
now. We fortunately have a class of the 
best labor that I know of, that does our 
work well and at moderate prices: they 
are the best people that I know of for that 
kind of work if they are let alone. 
There is hardly a single article men- 
tioned by the hon. member from Halifax 
that is not sold cheaper in this country 
to-day than before we commenced to man- 
ufacture. I have heard some hon. mem- 
bers speak about cotton lords. If they 
only knew the amount of money that has 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE. I am speaking : been lost by competition in manufacturing 
of the manufactures that I know of. The cottons in this country they would not 
hon. gentleman from Halifax laid great! talk so much about the wealth of these 
stress upon the duty on cottons, and said| Manufacturers. A few years ago they 
that we had to pay 2 cents a yard on it. I| were nearly all ruinod, but what Dee 
doubt if there is a thousand yards of that to be ruin for them was a good thing for 
kind of cotton sold to the farmers in the|the country after all. I know all about 
two Provinces of Ontario and Quebec. | the subject, for I am a little interested in 
The common cottons of the best quality | cottons myself, While the owners of the 
have been sold cheaper for the last four; Cotton mills suffered, the country derived 





or five years in Canada than in any other 
part of the world that I know of, and I 
speak of what I know. 


Hon. Mn. SCOTT—How does the hon. 
gentleman account for this: we imported 
24,500,000 yards of the printed and dyed 
cottons—the cheaper kinds of cottons— 








la great benefit, because instead of man- 


ufacturing only thirty or forty lines of 
<roods, as wo did at that time, the manufac- 
turers, to save themselves, had to go into 
the manufacture of different classes, and 
the result is that to-day in Canada we are 
manufacturing over four hundred different 
kinds of goods, all of which are being made 
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and sold in this country. There is no} Hon. Mr. POWER— The impression 
class of men that receive so much benefit | that the hon. gentleman conveyed to the 
directly or indirectly from the existence | House was that cottons could be manufac- 
of manufacturing establishments in the| tured as cheaply in Canada as they coul 
country us the farmers do. They get a|be imported. The idea occurred to me 
market for all their produce that could | that if that is 80, it is unnecessary to raise 
not be exported, and [can tell my hon.|the duty on cottons. If we can make 
friend from Quinté, who says that he can-/| cottons as cheaply here as anywhere else, 
not rent his farm at the city of Belleville} why should it be necessary to increase . 
for more than $1 an acre, that there are|the duty to 50 per cent. 1 presume tha: 
plenty of good farms on the island of Mon-| the real reason for increasing the duty on 
treal that rent at from $10 to $12 an acre, | cottons is that there is a cotton combine. 
and the farmers are making money on|The cotton millers have more mills than 
them too. they require to supply the demand of the 


Hoy. Me KAULBACH—These indus-!Countty, and they want to get a better 
tries give a market to the farmer, and shut ee ae a ce al ARE 
out the same kind of articles produced in| 74" ARE: 
foreign countries that the farmer has to| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT —The misunder- 
sell. The tariff is directly and indirectly standing between the two hon. gentlemen 
in the interest of the farmer. The hon. | js largely due vo the fact that they are 
member from Halifax spoke about coal. talking of two different things. My hoa. 
In my opinion there is no part of Canada| friend from Halifax, in speaking of these 
that derives such « benefit from the duty cottons before, did speak of them in sack 
on coal as Nova Scotia. What would the'a way as to give the House to under- 
Province of Nova Scotia have been to-day | stand, and, [ dare say he thought » 
without it? The Local Government derive; himself, that these were common cottons 
every year $160,000 of increased revenue which are bought largely by farmers 
through this duty on coal. I do not want and by others who have not a great 
to bring up sectional issues, but I think it | deal ot money to spare. My hon. friend 
must be obvious that Nova Scotia gains from Alma spoke of the same kind of 
largely by the existing tariff. ~ [cottons when he spoke just now as to 

How. Ma, POWER—I appeal to the| their having been made and sold cheaper 
Chair, to know whether this discussion is ae Cour an os oe Le : ee ni 
in order. There is nothing about coal in + sed PET re where else ln the ae 
the Tariff Bill at all. nyone who chooses to read item 44. 

| who knows anything of goods, will know 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I have not | that the articles mentioned here are nx 
taken half the time that my hon. friend | anything approaching the ordinary com- 
did. This is a burning question with him,; mon cottons of the country—the cheap 
and he does not like to hear anything; cotton which is bought and sold at a very 
tabout it. small price. All these cotton goods men- 

tioned in the item are gouds which cost 

Hon. Mr. POWER—I always like to much more than the Hour Cotton 
hear my hon. friend’s voice. I wish to goods of which my hon. friend from Hal: 
say one or two words in reply to the] fax appeared to be speaking, and ot which 
remarks of the hon. gentleman from Alma my hon. friend from Alma was actualiy 
division. He informed us that cottons speaking. 
were to be got better and, I think he said, : 
cheaper here than elsewhere. If that is; Hon. Mr. R°ESOR—Are they prints 
the fact, why is it necessary to impose a/| for making ladies’ drexses ? 
duty on cottons ? Hon. Ma. ABBOTT—No ; I donot think 

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I never said that | they are. They are cotton denims, drill- 
we made better cottons here than else-/ ings, bed-tickings, ginghams, plaids, cot 
where : I said that the classes of cottons; ton or Canton flannels, flannelettes, cotton 
that were made here were good, and that ! tennis cloth, or striped zephyrs, ducks and 
they were sold cheaper than elsewhere for : drills, dyed or colored, checked and striped 
two or three years. |shirtings, cottonades, Kentucky jeans, pan- 
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taloon stuffs, and goods of like description. 
These are not the ome cottons of com- 
merce at all, and I would like to say just 
one word more to my hon. friend, though 
I regret that my skill in such matters is 
so small that I cannot say it with absolute 
certainty—I am under the impression that 
this mode of imposing the duty does not 
increase the duty; it simply imposes it in 
such a form as to ensure its collection in 
a due ratio to the value of the goods, in- 
stead of as it was collected under tho 
former system. 2 


Hon. Me. POWER—That is not the 
usual effect of a-specitic duty. 


Hon. Ma. ABBOTT—My hon. friend 
will find in this tariff that there are a great 
many articles on which a specific duty has 
been converted into an ad valorem duty, 
and other articles in which the ad valorem 
duty has been converted into a specific 
duty ; but I can state, as the result appli- 
cable to the whole of this tariff, that in 
these instances the duty has not been 
increased: it is only the mode of imposing 
it that has been changed. 


Hon. MR. DRUMMOND—It is practi- 
cally a change only in the nomenclature. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Practically that. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I had a pretty fair 
idea, although the hon. gentleman from 
Alma did not seem to think that I new 
what I was talking about, what item 44 
is.’ Bed-ticking and check and striped 
shirtings are things we all know about, 
and Kentucky jeans in the same way ; and 
I still contend that these are classes of 
goods that farmers do wear, and are not 
worn in cities, 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No body denies 
that. 


Hon. Mr. POWER.--Then my point 
was perfectly well taken. The hon. gentle- 
man from Alma undertook also to inform 
the committee that the farmers were 
largely benefited by these factories. The 
hon, gentleman probably, as he does not 
confine his observations merely to the 
neighborhood of Montreal, has read a good 
deal of what has recently appeared in the 
American press and in our own newspapers 
as to the condition of the farming commu- 
nity in New England. He has probably 
found that where the largest factories in 
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America are situated, where hundreds of 
thousandsof menfrom hisown Province are 
employed, that farming is in a much worse 
condition than it is here. While the factories 
have been growing and increasing the 
condition of the farmers in the neighbor- 
hood of those towns has been going down; 
yet the hon. gentleman tells us that though 
you go hundreds of miles away fram them 
the farmers are benefited by the factories. 
What is the tact about the Province of 
Ontario? Every one who knows anything 
about it is aware that the condition of the 
Ontario farmer is not as good to- 
day as it was ten years ago. It has 
been completely disproved, that talk 
of protection creating a home market for 
the farmer. The factories do not increase 
the pepe The men and women who 
work in factories do not eat any more be- 
cause they work in a factory, and the 
transferring of a mouth from the field into 
a factory does not muke that mouth eat 
one ounce more of the farmers’ products. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle- 
man wants information. I am sure he 
does not wish to mislead anyone. Section 
44, which the hon. gentleman quotes as a 
large increase of the tariff, does not hap- 
pen to increase it at all. It is exactly as 
it is in the present tariff. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I suppose they have 
worked it out, for in the Trade and Navi- 
gations Returns it is worked out as being 
324 per cent. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The only differ- 
ence betwecn the two items referred to is 
that two or three items of' a similar class 
are included in the new clause. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTI—I think we had a 
tariff since the Revised Statutes. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Possibly we had. 


Hon. Mr. POWER-—The farmer, then, 
does not ge the benefit of the change in 
the tariff’ 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—He gets the bene- 
fit of the adjustment of the rates, so as to 
make them conform strictly to the prin- 
ciples of the National Policy, which bene- 
fits the farmer and everybody else. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—But the hon. 
gentleman tells us that the duty is ex- 
actly the same as in the Revised Statutes, 
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so that the farmer does not get any par- 
ticular advantage out of it at all. 


The clause was agreed. to. 


Hon. Mr. COCHRANE, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment. 


The report was received and adopted. 


The Bill was then read the third time, 
under suspension of the 42nd Rule, and 
passed. 


LABOR STATISTICS BILL. 
FIRST AND SECOND READING. 


Bill (148) “An Act to provide for the 
Collection and Publishing of Labor Statis- 
. tics,” was introduced and read the first 
time. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a Bill to 
establish a department for the collection 
of statistics of labor and industry. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This is in the interest 
of the laboring man ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This has been a 
request urged upon the Government by 
the laboring class, and, as the Government 
usually do when they find a demand made 
which they think is just and reasonable, 
they are ready to conform to it. They 
have introduced this Bill, and it has passed 
the Commons with a view of meeting the 
views of the laboring class in this particu- 
lar. The Bill is simply for organization. 
Jt contains no legislation affecting any 
one, but simply the est. blishment of a 
bureau for collecting these statistics. 
move that the Bill be read the second time. | 


The motion was agreed to. 


PICTOU HARBOR BILL. 
FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS, 


Bill (152) “An Act to amend the 
Acts respecting the Harbor of Pictou,” 
was introduced and read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a Bill 
introduced on the recommendation of the: 
Harbor Commissione:s of Pictou, and on 
the recommendation also of a large number 
of persons engaged in the shipping trade 
of Pictou. As the law now stands. vessels 
of forty to eighty tons are obljged to pay 
harbor dues every time they enter the 
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harbor of Pictou, and it is impressed upon 
the Government that it would be expedient 
and reasonable that instead of paying 
every time they come in, the payment 
should be limited to three times in any 
calendar year; and this Bill is simply to 


rovide that vessels which enter the 
arbor of Pictou shall, however often 
they may come there, only be charged 
harbor dues three times in any calendar 
ear. I move the second reading of the 
ill. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—I think it is a 
reasonable provision, for Pictou is one of 
the most important coal ports in the Pro- 
vince, and the same vessel might make 
half a dozen trips in the season to that one 
port. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment, and the Rill was then read a third 
time, and passed. 


BOUNTY ON PIG IRON BILL. 


Bill (149) “ An Act to make further 
rovision respecting the Bounty on Pig 
ron manufactured in Canada from Cana- 

dian Ore,” was introduced and read the 
first time. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is a Bill in 
conformity with its title. It provides as 
follows :— 


#1. The Governor in Council may authorize the pay- 
ment, out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of 
Canada, of a bounty of two dollars per ton on all pig 
iron manufactured in Canada from Canadian ore, 
between the first day of July, one thousand eight 
hundred and ninety-two, and the thirtieth day of 
June, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-seven, 
both days inclusive, under such regulations as are, 
from time to time, made by Order in Council as to 


| the quality of the said iron, and such other matters 


as it is found expedient to provide for in order to pre- 
vent fraud and ensure sa Se effect of this Act. 

‘*2. The regulations e as aforesaid shall be laid 
before Parliament within the first fifteen days of each 
Session, with a statement of the moneys expended in 
payment of the said bounty, and of the persons tu 
whom they have been paid, and the places at which 
the pig iron in respect of which they have been paid 
was manufactured, and such other particulars as tend 
to show the effect of the said bounty.” 


I move the second reading of the Bill, 
under suspension of the Rule, 


Wood Mountain and [MAY 14, 1890.] Qu’Appelle Ry. Co.’s Bill, 


Hon, Mr. POWER, for one, object to 
the suspension of the Rule at the present 
time. This is a very important measure, 
although it may look very simple, and I 
should like to have an opportunity of 
making some observations at the second 
reading, although I am capable of talking 
a little more to-night. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It is a very 
important Bill in the interests of Nova 
Scotia, and my hon. friend should not cer- 
tainly obstruct the passage of this measure. 
It is not a subject with which the hon. 
gentleman is unfamiliar. He is as familiar 
with that subject as with most subjects 
that come before this House, and there is 
no object in delaying the Bill. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I thought of sug- 
gesting an amendment to this Bill; I was 
going to propose to give a bounty of 5 
cents a bushel for every bushel of wheat 
that the farmer produces. Wheat is cer- 
tainly more important than iron, and my 
proposition is just as logical as this. 


Hon, Mr. REESOR—We might move 
at the same time to have the Intercolonial 
Railway carry our flour at $1 a ton. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think my hon. 
friend would require another Bill for that 
purpose, and it may be that amongst the 
other Bills on the Speaker’s Table there 
are Bills on those subjects. If the hon. 
gentleman from Halifax persists in his 
objection, I shall have to ask that the 
second reading be postponed until to- 
morrow. 


Hon, Mr. POWER—It will be remem- 
bered that this bounty was given only for 
a specific time. The understanding was 
that this was then an infant industry, al- 
though it had been running for some 
twenty years, and it needed to be nursed 
four or five years under the tariff, and 
this bounty was given. I think some one 
did make a suggestion, at the time this 
Bill was going through the House before, 
of a similar character to that made by 
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa. Now, 
I think the Government are bound, if 
they expect us to call upon the people 
of the country at large to pay a conside- 
rable sum towards the maintenance and 
further growth and development of this 
infant, to give us some information on the 
subject, and the hon. gentleman has not 
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deigned to give us any information to 
show why it is that the expectation which 
he excited when this measure first became 
law has not been fulfilled, and why it is 
necessary that this infant should be still 
fed in this way at the expense of the 
general public. 


Hon, MR. ABBOTT—I understand that 
my hon. friend objects to the Bill being 
read to-night ? 


Hon. MR. POWER—Yes. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—Then I move that 
the Bill be read the second time to- 
morrow ? 


The motion was agreed to. 


WOOD MOUNTAIN AND QU’AP- 
PELLE RAILWAY COS BILL. 


FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (156) “An Act re- 
specting the Wood Mountain and Qu’Ap- 
pelle Railway.” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved that the 
Rules of the House be suspended so far as 
they relate to this Bill. He said: The 
Bill is to extend the time for constructing 
a small portion of the line. The company 
have a charter already that has not ex. 
pired, but it will expire, so far as this 
small section is concerned, during the 
summer, and they would like to have the 
time extended for building this small sec. 
tion of 15 miles. A portion of the road is 
already constructed, and they do not wish 
to build that 15 miles this summer, and 
therefore they ask for this extension of 
time. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I object to the Bill 
taking any further stage just now. It isa 
private Bill and it has to be reported by 
the Standing Orders Committee. The 
terms of the charter were very liberal and 
they have not been complied with. The 
state of facts which exists now has been 
existing all the Session, and these gentle- 
men have no merits to come here at this 
stage of the Session. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I understand there 
is some reason for their not having made 
this application before. 
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CR PA Hox. Mz. PERLEY—Tho line of rail 

Hon. MR. ABBOTT—Up to a very re- Way t° which this Bill refers extends from 
cent date, indeed, the Dane ex: À point south of the Canadian Fast 
pecting some financial assistance, which | es 8 point far north of Fort 
would have et:abled them to go un this sum- | Qu Appe le. By their charter the marae 
mer. Of this they have knowledge only P@ny are! equired to build about 15 miles 
tho last two or three days, and it was on of their line by next summer. They have 


that ground that the House of Commons built a portion of that road, and they wish 
allowed the usual summary proceedings to to construct the portionsouth of the track— 
they do not wish to go on this coming 


le the | : 
pea When a RL ‘summer with the 15 miles; that would be 


ing no demand on the public puise in any | of no use to them this year. They wish 


avsvhatovar and when its ¢ to get to the coal fields, and for this reason 
J Pate wo ne BE they wish to expend their energy and 


this delay would cause no injury to the ee 
public, but would tend to promote the cons. Means in building the portion south of the 
railway. Certainly the object is most 


truction of a railway through a section of 


the country which requires it ver h commendable. All other portions of the 
eae NT Gi pee have six years yet to run, but the 


I think it is a pity that we should Beer omipany are required to complete this 
to its going through. No favors whatever section between Qu'Appelle and Fort 


are sought for this company; we are simply | 


asked to extend the time which the char- Qu'Appelle this summer. It is more 


ter has to run. Ifthe Bill is not passed, Important to them to get to the coal 


the charter will have lapsed before another fields, and that is why the extension is 
session of the House takes place. sought. I think the hon. gentleman, under 
the circumstances, ought to waive his 


Hon. Me. MILLER—For my own part, I | Objection. 


do not like to favor the introduction of Bills| x, 
; à : ; N. Mk. KAULBACH—TI think, after 
without a strict compliance with the Rules the satisfactory explanation we have heard, 


of the House, and I think the precedent is 
not a very safe one to establish, to allow eae Mic obectiGa: from Halifax will not 


a Bill to be brought in at this period of 
the Session and rushed through without! Hon. Mr. POWER—I cannot call it a 
any investigation or any compliance with | satisfactory explanation., I happened to 
the Rules of the House. Still, while I feel hear accidentally that this Bill got through 
that way ‘generally, with regard to Bills, the House of Commons by a sort of fluke, 
of this character, I think it would be a go to speak. It was moved in the early part 
pity, unless there is some substantial of the session yesterday afternoon and was 
ground for doing 80, to reject this Bill. It | objected to and stopped, and then, just as 
may be a vory serious matter tothose who' the Speaker was leaving the Chair, it went 
are interested in the project if the Bill is through. 

rejected. Perhaps the hon. gentleman who 

has charge of the Bill will be able to give| Hon. Me. PERLEY—It was objected to 
such oeplanation as will induce the House!02 the same ground on which the hon. 
to grant a suspension of the Rules which | gentleman objects now—they did not un- 
have not been complied with. Unloss| derstand it. 


there is some very strong reason why the) How, Mr. POWER—The fact was, that 
Bill should not go through, we should not) tne second time it got through without 
allow a technical non-compliance with the| pene noticed. They are not as attentive 
Rules to interfere with the passage of the +, ae a the yTouse of Commons as 
measure. The company are simply ask-! 7 are here. From the explanation of the 
ing permission to go on with the road, and |}. gentleman “from Assiniboia, it ap- 
an extension of time to do so, and unless pears that the company is not obliged té 
there is some strong ground, which does | «ome here for this legislation 

not appear on the face of the Bill—and, on 8 
the contrary, the object of the Bill appears] Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Oh, yes it is. 
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Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man tells us that the company wish, in- 
stead of building the 15 miles to Qu'Arp- 
pelle, to build to the coal fields. I do not 
think that is a eufficient reason why we 
should throw all our Rules to the winds. 
Unless I am mistaken, this company have 
a land grant from the Dominion Govern- 
ment, and they keep that land giant tied 
up fora number of years. The terms of 
their charter were moderate enough. I 
think they had better build that 15 miles. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—Let them get to 
the coal tields first and get fuel. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It is a bad principle. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—It is a bad prin- 
ciple in regard to public Bills. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We have an elab- 
Orate system of Rules in order to prevent 
vicious private Bills from getting through 
— Bills that have no merit in them. When 
a Bill comes this way at the end of the 
Session we do not know what is behind 
it—we do not know what the feelings of 
the representatives from that particular 
part of the the country are. I know that 
some members from the Lower House 
were not in favor of the passing of this 
measure. I think it is expecting a great 
deal to ask this House to throw all its 
Rules to one side, in favor of a measure of 
which we know very little indeed. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—What I meant with 
reference to the principle of public Bills 
and private Bills was just this: when a 
public Bill is read a second time its prin- 
ciple is affirmed; when a private Bill is 
read a second time its preamable must 
afterwards be proved. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The company 
have not made any serious default in this 
matter, inasmuch as the charter was only 

ranted last Session and some of the work 

ad to be completed by this coming 
August. Therefore, avery short time has 
been given them. Owing to the further 
fact of considerable expectations having 
been raised in regard to the Government 
aiding them financially this year, owing 
to a change of financial arrangements that 
my hon. friend can appreciate, the diffi- 
culty of making satisfactory arrangements 
in the North-West Territories, a difficulty 
has occurred in the way of completing 
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that road in time. My hon. friend cannot 
say that it is in the public interest that 
he should take this stand to-night in 
opposing the project. It is of vast interest 
to that particular part of the country, and 
it he lived in any portion of the North- 
West Territories he would appreciate the 
difficulty of carrying enterprises of this 
kind into operation; therefore, the indul- 
gence of the House should be extended to 
enterprises of this nature, and considera- 
tion given to the difficulty of carrying 
their operations into effect. I, therefore, 
as one of the representatives of the Terri- 
tories, would ask my hon. friend to with- 
draw his opposition, in view of the fact 
that it is in the public interest, and in 
view of the further fact that those inter- 
ested in the road have already put a large 
amount of money into it, and that it would 
be for the general advantage of that part 
of the country that this Bill should be put 
through. It did not pass the House of 
Commons in the manner indicated by my 
hon. friend, but received considerable at- 
tention from the Government, and parti- 
cularly from the Minister of the Interior, 
who informed me this morning that he 
was perfectly satisfied that this measure 
should receive the sanction of the Senate. 
Furthermore, the leader of the Oppee ten 
closely inspected this measure in the House 
to-day, and gave his assent to its passage. 
Hence, it is here thisevening. I therefore 
think the general interests of the country 
will not be prejudiced in any way by my 
hon. friend consenting to the passage of 
the Bill to-night. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—We find as we go 
along that we get further light. My hon. 
friend said that this charter has been in 
existence only since last year. 


Hon.Mr. LOUGHEED—This particular 
section. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—My hon. friend 
drew that inference from the fact that 
another Act is referred to in the Bill that 
is before the House. This road was char- 
tered away back in 1885. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—It has been 
amended since then. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The company have 
been in existence for five years, and have 
done almost nothing to date, and have kept 
the lands in that part of the country out 





Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have had a con- 
ference with my hon. friend the Minister 
of the Interior about this very Bill this 
afternoon. He brought the subject under 
my notice, and said he thought it was a case 
in which the petitioners should have the 
extension that was asked for,und requested 
me to assist in getting it through the 
House. Therefore, I do not hesitate at 
all to take the responsibility that my hon. 
friend suggests. This extension is so 
small in comparison with the extensions 
that we are frequently asked for that I 
think we ought to grant it. 


Hon. Mr. O’DONOHOE—I rather think 
that it will not be neeessary for the leader 
of the Government to assume all thé 
responsibility. I take it, a large number 
in this House, if not all, except the hon. 
member from Halifax, will join in the 
responsibility of extending the time. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Under the cireum- 
stances, I withdraw my objection. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time, and referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 


Hon. Mr. DROMMOND, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment, and it was then read the third time, 
and passed. 


WINNIPEG AND HUDSON’S BAY 
RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 


FIRST READING, 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (155) “An Act 
respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson’s 
Bay Railway Company.” 


Hon. MR. GIRARD moved— 


That the fourteenth, forty-first, forty-ninth, fifty- 
first, fifty-seventh and sixty-first Rules of this House 
be dispensed with, in so far as the same relate to the 
Bill intituled : ‘‘An Act respecting the Winnipeg 
and Hudson's Bay Railway Company,” and that the 
said Bill be now read a second time. 


He said : It is with a certain uneasiness 
that I make this motion. The Billis very 
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short, but it relates to a great enterprise. 
Great efforts have been made during the 
present Session to make arrangements 
which would enable the company to goon 
with their work. Thoseefforts havenot been 
successful. The company do not come 
to ask for money or any favor, except an 
extension which will enable them to make 
better financial arrangements. There are 
men of energy and ability at the head of 
the enterprise, and though it may take 
some ycars to make the enterprise a suc- 
cess, they will eventually succeed, and it 
will contribute greatly to the wealth and 
prosperity of the Dominion. I therefore 
ask that the Rules of the House be sus- 
pended. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—L object. 


Hon. MR. SCOTT—The motion canonly 
be put by the unanimous consent of the 
House. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—I hope the hon. 
gentleman from Halifax will yield, as he 
did in the case of the other Bill. 


Hon. MR. POWER—There is no mem- 
ber of this House that I would rather 
oblige than the hon. gentleman from St. 
Boniface, and no one whose courteous re- 
quest I refuse with greater regret. This 
measure is not like the last one. I did 
not know much about the merits of the 
other Bill, but the object of this measure 
is to keep alive a project which is seriously 
prejudicial to the interests of the country 
at large. This scheme has been dangled 
before the eyes of the people of the North- 
West and the English capitalists for years, 
and if, by enforcing our Rules, we can help 
to cut down this object that has been so 
long dangling—or, to use another figure, 
if we can extinguish this ignis fatuus, I 
appeal to the members of this House, as 
to men of common sense, to do so, because 
the scheme is doing vastly more harm 
than good to the country. There is no 
excuse whatever for the delay in this 
case, whatever there may have been in the 
other, because the promoters of this meas- 
ure have been here all, or nearly all the 
Session. There has been no change in the 
circumstances since the early part of the 
Session, except possibly they may have ex- 
pected to geta large grant from the Govern- 
ment, which the Government were sensibie 
enough not to give them. If we keep 
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this thing alive now, possibly next Session, 
whenthe Railway Subsidy Bill comes 
down, we will find this project figuring 
for a subsidy. Inasmuch as the thing is 
unwise and injurious to the country, I 
think I am doing my duty to demand an 
enforcement of the Rule. 


Hon. Me. McMILLAN—These gentle- 
men have built already forty miles of the 
road, and they want a further extension 
of time, in order that they may complete 
their fianancial arrangements to continue 
the work. I do not see why this Bill 
should be dealt with differently from the 
other Bill. I know there is prejudice 
against the project, but still, as these 
gentlemen are interested in the enter- 
prise, and it is for the welfare of that 
western country, I think it should receive 
the sanction of the House. 


Hon. Me. KAULBACH—This Bill has 
been introduced here and passed. It is 
considered for the general benefit of 
Canada, although my hon, friend ma 
think it is not. Supposing it is a fraud, 
there are a large number of people in this 
country who have faith in it. Although 
the hon. gentleman has an arbitrary power 
to obstruct legislation, I think he should 
use it with a degree of delicacy in this 
case which he might not do under other 
circumstances. It is hard for my hon. 
friend to stand ont against what is 
manifestly the feeling of a large portion 
of the country, by his own arbitrary will, 
and deprive this company of its existence 
when they have spent such a large amount 
of money. The promoter of the Bill 
should be admired for his indomitable 
perseverance, and now that there is a 
prospect of getting money from another 
source I think my hon. friend will do 
as he did with the other Bill, and, after his 
expression of opinion, will withdraw his 
opposition. 


Hon. Mr. REA D—This is a measure in 
which the House will act wisely to resist 
the pressure that has been brought upon 
them, for I would have felt it my duty to 
oppose it by every means in my power, and 
defeat it if possible, though I stood alone 
on the question. If the road was not to 
be commenced for twenty years I would 
be inclined to vote for it, but I do not feel 
inclined to give this measure any conside- 
ration atall. Ido not think the project 
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has any merits. Ido not think the road 
is required. Ido not believe if it is ever 
built that it can be a success in any way. 
After reading what I have read in the re- 
ports of that country from vest to year, if 
there is anything in them, I believe it is 
only deceiving people who put their money 
into this road to encourage the building of 
it. Until there is a large population in 
the North-West this project should be 
abandoned, but at present it isa scheme 
that has no merits. 


Hon. MR. MILLER—The motion can- 
not be put without the unanimous consent 
of the House, and if the hon. gentleman 
from Halifax persists in this objection, that 
of course puts an end to the matter. The 
Bill asks for no subsidy or assistance from 
Parliament, but I cannot forget that early 
in this Session a round robin was circu- 
lated in this House asking for a subsidy 
for this railway, and I know that the pro- 
moters of it expect to get a subsidy. I 
entertain precisely similar opinions to 
those expressed by the hon. gentleman 
from Quinté with regard to this Bill; it is 
not a practical scheme, and it will never 
realize the expectation of its promoters, 
even if it were constructed. Besides, there 
is this to be considered: we have spent an 
enormous sum of money in opening u 
connection between the North-West an 
the Eastern Provinces, and we are now 
called upon, immediately after the con- 
struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
to construct another road that will destroy 
the paying qualities of the one we have 
completed. I don’t think our finances are 
in a position to do so, for you may take it 
for granted that the road will not be built 
without a demand for a heavy subsidy from 
the Dominion Government. I do not 
think we are in a position to hope that a 
subsidy will be granted to that road, I 
was asked to sign the round robin, but de- 
clined to do so. Since I have been in 
Parliament I have supported every mea- 
sure in favor of the North-West even 
when I was laughed at for doing so, and I 
was called an enthusiast and visionary in 
regard to the taking in of the North-West 
Territories and afterwards of British Col- 
umbia. I supported every measure for 
the development and promotion of that 
great North-West country, and, up to the 
present time, I have nothing to regret in 
the course I pursued on this question, and 
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if I thought this was a measure of a char- 
acter to be of any benefit to the Dominion 
at large, or to the great Territories to the 
west of us, I should support it also: but, 
after a good deal of reflection, trom the 
time our late lamented colleague, Senator 
Ryan, brought this matter before the 
House, up to the present day, I have never 
been able to come to any other conclusion 
than that this is a visionary scheme that 
should not be encouraged by Parliament. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—It seems to me 
that the discussion is perhaps a little more 
on the merits of this scheme than would 
be useful on the present occasion. I do 
not find fault with the hon. gentlemen for 
stating their opinion on the merits of the 
scheme, but really the question now is, 
whether we will give the promoters of 
the Bill a chance to be heard in a reason- 
able and favorable manner before the 
House, in the usual way—that is, before a 
committee, If there is any serious objec- 
tion to the Bill passing let us refer it to 
the Railway Committee, and let the com- 
mittee report, Of course, the hon. gentle- 
man from Halifax takes upon himself 
very much the position of be ees judge 
when he refuses to allow the Bill to come 
before the House at this stage of the Ses- 
sion. My hon. friend’s opinion may be 
against the Bill on its merits, but let us 
give the promoters an opportunity of 
arguing their case out before the Railway 
Committee. We could get the Railway 
Committee together to-morrow, appoint a 
temporary chairman, and have the matter 
fully talked out and discussed there, 
whether wo will pass the Bill or not. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—We have had no 
explanation whatever as to why the Rules 
have not been complied with. 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—We could get that, 
I have no doubt. | 


Hon. Mz. POWER—As a matter of fact, 
the promoters of this Bill have been in Ot- 
tawa during the greater part of the Session, 
and it is clear on the face of it there is not 
any specific reason why this Bill did not 
come in earlier. There are no merits in it, 
and, therefore, there is no reason why we 
should suspend the Rule. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not know 
what the reason is, but I have gathered, 
from what conversation 1 have had about 


it, that they were in hopes of getting spe- 
cific assistance towards the railway, and 
if they had got it they would not have 
required this extension of time. Within 
the last three days they became aware 
of the fact that they would not get 
any assistance, and they want time to 
make arrangements to build the railway 
through some other source. I have not 
been able to form an opinion as to whether 
the scheme is feasible or not, and it 1s not 
s0 much a matter which concerns me, so 
long as they do not ask me for assistance 
to build it. They were confident they 
would get a grant, and postponed their 
legislation until they knew that they 
could not get it, and that is only within 
the last two or three days. We have per- 
mitted private Bills to be put in at a late 
stage of the Session, on an exigency, for 
reasons no better than that. Without ex- 
pressing any opinion on the merits of this 
application, I think we ought, in fairness, to 
let the promoters have an opportunity of 
being heard before the committee, and 
that we should read the Bill asecond time. 


Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED — The promo- 
ters of this Bill were in expectation of 
receiving a subsidy, and very reasonably 
s0, when we take into consideration this 
fact, that the recommendation for a sub- 
sidy was signed by a large majority of the 
members of the House of Commons. 
Therefore, it was thought that a majority 
of the House having signed the petition 
in favor of the subsidy, the subsidy would 
be granted. It would not have been neces- 
sary, had a subsidy been given, to have 
introduced this Bill, for the company could 
have made satisfactory arrangements by 
which the road could fe constructed. But 
this subsidy having failed during the dying 
hours of the Session, they found them- 
selves at this late period of the Session 
compelled to ask for an extension. As the 
leader of the House has said, this is not 
the occasion to discuss the merits or de- 
merits of this road; but I may say that 
the very best indication that I could point 
out to the House of the feasibility of the 
scheme is that over half a million of dol- 
lars has been expended already in con- 
structing forty miles of this road, and 
when capitalists have put in half a mil- 
lion of dollars into a road, and constructed 
forty miles of it, I think those capi- 
talists should be granted the privilege 
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thatthey ask. Under these considerations 
I would ask my hon. friend from Halifax 
to withdraw his objection. When he 
takes into consideration the fact that this 
large sum of money has been expended, 
that a portion of the road has been 
built, and that the refusal of this House to 
grant its extension will prejudice the ex- 
enditure of this large amount of money, 
it should justify the withdrawal of the o 
jection taken by the hon. gentleman. 
Furthermore, I will point to the fact that 
the refusal of this House will handicap the 
company to this extent, that it will be 
impossible for them to goon and make 
the financial arrangements necessary for 
the completion of the road. It is im- 

ssible to go upon the London market 
or the purpose of making arrange- 
ments to carry on the work, unless capi- 
talists can see that a reasonable time has 
been given by Parliament for ita com- 
pletion, and the road will be jeoparised 
without the passage of this Bill. The 
consensus of opinion in Manitoba is in 
favor of the enterprise, as they have signi- 
fied in every possible way by public 
opinion, by the representatives of the peo- 
ple—in fact, wherever a voice could be ex- 
pressed or an opinion indicated, that voice 
and that opinion have been in favor of this 
enterprise. Therefore, I say that the 
Senate should respect the opinion of the 
people living in that country, particularly 
when we are not called upon to place our 
hands in the public exchequer for the pur- 
pe of carrying out this vast enterprise. 

e are asking a right which does not cost 
the country anything and which may 
possibly assist in promoting a great pro- 
ject. 


Hon. Mr. REA D—I think it is the duty 
of Parliament to speak out and not to in- 
duce capitalists to take hold of wildcat 
schemes like this. We have already been 
discredited in England, and a suit in 
chancery is going on in relation to one 
scheme, and if we countenance such a wild 
scheme as this we induce capitalists to take 
hold of it, and, as I believe, with no good 
result. Therefore, 1 think it my duty to 
oppose this Bill in every way in my power 
in the interests of all, with the exception 
of a few people who are expected to profit 
by it by capital being expended in their 
midst. 
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Hon. Me. HOWLAN—The remarks of 
the hon. gentleman from Quinté would 
have been all very well if this were a 
Bill to incorporate the company, but we 
have created this company and it has 
gone on and expended a good deal of 
money. I think we would do ourselves a 
great deal of injustice if we refused this 
request, The House of Commons have 
passed the Bill, and they must have been 
satisfied of the bona fides of its promoters 
or they would not have taken that course. 
Now is not the time to oppose the project, 
after forty miles of the ruad are built and 
half a million dollars expended upon it. If 
the facts are as stated by those opposed to 
the project, we may take it for granted 
that the people who have the money to 
invest in such enterprises will not have 
anything todo with it. Therefore, if you 
want to carry out your views of killing 
the road, you had better extend the time, 
and the project will carry its own condem- 
nation. I hope my hon. friend from Hali- 
fax will consider his objection. He may 
yet find himself in a position where he 
wants to get a Bill through towards the 
close of a session. Though the promoter 
of the Bill has been here for some weeks, 
the delay in introducing the Bill has not 
been due to any act on his part. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There is nothing 
before the House now. An objection has 
been made and this discussion is useless, 
I will not withdraw my objection. Even 
if I were willing to do so, I do not think 
the hon. member from Quinté would with- 
draw his ? 


Hon. Mr. REA D—I certainly would not 
withdraw my objection. 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD—In Manitoba and 
the North-West Territories there is but 
one opinion as to the necessity of this 
road. We are ready to make any sacrifice 
to have it built, and it will be built, not 
only in the interest of the North-West, 
but in the interest of the whole Dominion. 
I am sorry to find myself differing from 
some of my best friendsin this House, but 
I am here to expreas the views of those I 
represent and to defend the interests of 
the country where I live. Under the 
circumstances, I ask that my motion be 
allowed to atand as a notice of motion, 
and at the next regular meeting of the 
House I propose to move it. 
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Hon. Mr. POWER—There must be one | penalties in such a form as really not to 


intermediate day. 


Hon. MR. GIRARD—IfI am not allowed 
to move it to-morrow I will move it on 
Friday. 


CUSTOMS ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons with Bill (159) “An Act to 
amend the Act of the present Session, 
intituled: ‘An Act to amend the Acts 
respecting the Duties of Customs,’ ” 


The Bill was read the first time. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the 
Rules be suspended and that the Bill be 
read the second time. He said: There 
have been two curious mistakes this Ses- 
sion; one I shall not speak of, because we 
shall never hear of it. In the Bill to 
amend the Customs Act, provision had 
been made for a duty on baking powder 
up to five pounds. Another clause was 
written and was intended to put a duty 
on baking powder in packages from five 
to fifty pounds, and a third on packages 
from fifty pounds upwards. In copying 
the Bill, they omitted the second clause, 
so that while there is a duty on importa- 
tions of baking powder up to five pounds 
and on importations of baking powder 


from fifty pounds upwards, there is no 
duty on baking powder in packages be- 
pounds, The dis- 


tween five and ay 
covery was made only yesterday, and this 
Bill is introduced to correct the mistake. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second and third times, and 
passed. 


. INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
COMMONS AMENDMENTS AGREED TO. 


A Message was received from the House 
of Commons to return the Bill “ An Act to 
amend chapter 127 of the Revised Statutes 
of Canada, intituled: ‘An Act respecting 
Interest,’ ” and acquainting the Senate that 
they had passed tke same with an amend- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: Idare say the 
House will remember that we inserted an 
amendment in the Interest Bill which did 
away with two clauses of the Revised 
Statutes, that contained some antiquated 


applicable to anything and were con- 
trary to the spirit and terms indeed of the 
ordinary law of interest, and were mere 
éncumbrances on the Statute-book. We 
d a clause in the Interest Bill repeal- 
ing those two sections, which applied only 
to Ontario and Quebec ; but it appears, on 
a scrutiny of the Bill by gentlemen repre- 
senting the Lower Provinces, there are 
similar sections in the law relating to 
interest in the Maritime Provinces which 
it was thought equally necessary to strike 
out, and the House has extended the repeal 
to the sections in the Act relating to in- 
terest in the Lower Provinces. The 
amendment is perfectly harmonious with 
the rest of the Bill and with the law relat- 
ing to interest. I move that the amend- 
ment be concurred in. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I think this is 
rather a sweeping way, 2 most unusual and 
most improper way of getting rid of our 
legislation with respect to interest in the 
Lower Provinces, This was a little Bill 
which only went a short distance, and now 
by an amendment we undertake to sweep 
away all the provisions with respect to 
interest in all the Provinces. We propose 
to do away with two sections with respect 
to Ontario and Quebec. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—These are the two 
we do away with. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—But they propose 
to sweep away all the provisions with 
respect to interest in Nova Scotia, New 
Brunswick, Prince Edward Island and 
British Columbia. That may be a desira- 
ble thing to do, but I do not think this is 
the way to do it, by an amendment coming 
up at ai beg twelve at night on the 
second night before Prorogation. The 
question whether there should be an 
limit to interest is a question as to whic 
there is a great deal of difference of opinion, 
but I do not think there would any 
difference if all the laws relating to interest 
in the Lower Provinces should be repealed 
in this way. Ifthe hon. gentleman did 
not happen to have the amendment read, 
we would fancy it was a trifling amend- 
ment. 


Hon. Mr. KAO LBACH—Does the hon. 
entleman say that it does away with the 
Émit of interest in our Province ? 
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limitations in the Lower Provinces. 


Ho. Mr. ABBOTT—I understood, from 
the note I got about the matter, that these 
clauses we are striking out by the amend- 
ment were similar to the clauses we struck 
out regarding Ontario and Quebec. Ifthe 
hon. gentleman from Halifax states that 
it extends further we will let the Bill 
stand until to-morrow, and in the mean- 
time I will see how far they will go. This 
was an amendment proposed by the mem- 
bers from the Lower Provinces. It was 
vonsidered fully by Sir John Thompson, 
who is himseif a lawyer from the Lower 
Provinces, and entirely concurred’ in by 
him. I will postpone concurrence until 
the next sitting of the House. 

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—There is no 
limitation of interest. 

Hon. Me. ABBOTT—That is a little 
broad, but there is practically no limita- 


tion. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bill (157) “An Act to authorize the 
granting of Subsidies in aid of construction 
of lines of Railways therein mentioned,” 
(Mr. Abbott.) 

Bill (160) “An Act to authorize the 

ranting of Subsidies in Land to certain 

ilway Companies.” (Mr. Abbott.) 

Bill (158) “ An Act for granting to Her 
Majesty certuin sums of money required 
for defraying certain expenses of the 
Public Service for the financial years end- 
ing respectively the 30th June, 1890, and 
the 30th June, 1891, and for other purposes 
relating to the Public Service.” (Mr. 
Abbott.) 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that when 
this House adjourns it do stand adjourned 
until 3 o’clock this day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Senate adjourned at 12.35 a.m. 


THE SENATE. 
Ottawa, Thursday, May 15th, 1890. 
Tne SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 
o'clock. 

Prayers and routine proceedings. 
CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE 
SENATE. 

FIFTH REPORT ADOPTED, 
Hon. Mr. READ presented the Fifth 
Report of the Select Committee on the 
Contigent Accounts of the Senate. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It sweeps away all} The report was received and read at 
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length at the Table. 


Hon, MR. READ moved that the report 
be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Hon. gentlemen 
will remember that we had a Message 
from the House of Commons at the begin- 
ning of the Session requesting the presence 
of some of our officers before their com- 
mittee to give explanations respecting our 
Contingent Accounts. There was an un- 
derstanding of some kind that we should 
lock into the matter ourselves. 

Hon, Mr. REA D—Yes; and we promised 
to send them our report, and the demand 
was that we must hurry up, and that is 
the reason why we have been hurrying up 
now to bring in the report. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I may say that the 
roceedings of our committee are shown 
y the report which has just been adopted, 

and [ move— 


That a M be sent to the House of Commons, 
transmitting to that House a copy of the Fifth Report 
of the Committee of this House on Contingencies, 
adopted by this House to-day, calling the attention 
of that House to the several clauses of that report re- 
ferring to the expenditure upon contingencies during 
the past year. 


The motion was agreed to. 


CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE 
SENATE. 
SIXTH REPORT ADOPTED. 

Hon Mr. READ presented the Sixth Re- 
port of the Select Committee on the Con- 
tingent Accounts of the Senate. 

The report was received and read at 
length at the Table. 


Hon. Mr. READ moved that the report 
be adopted. 


Hon. MR. ABBOTT—I would ask the 
House that the report be allowed to stand 
for consideration to-morrow. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—The leader of the 
House will perceive that part of the 
report must be adopted—the part respect- 
ing the hundred dollars for the restaurant. 
The item for the increase of Mr. Rattey’s 
salary I did not vote for. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I understood that 
upon the increase of Mr. Rattey’s salary 
there was a bare majority of one or two; 
and that a good many members had no 
opportunity of voting on it. The other 
point which my hon, friend refers to is 
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certainly important, but it would not be 


possible for us to concur in one portion of 
the report and refuse to concur in the 
remainder of it, if any objection is raised. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—We have done that 
once, but I question the regularity of it. I 
think this House has no power to amend 
the report of the committee; the only 
thing we can do is to refer it back to the 
committee, with instructions to amend it. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It is a very small 
matter to refer the :eport back for. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I am given to un- 
derstand that the sentiment ot the House 
is against this increase. 


Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—Why not 
take the sense of the House now ? 


Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—The House voted 
it down last year, after the committee 
had recommended the increase. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I should suggest 
that the easiest way of ascertaining the 
feelings of the members is to take a vote 
on it now. Half of the members will have 
gone home to-morrow. 


Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—It might be very 
easy to dispose of it by moving to ex- 
punge that portion of the report, which I 
will do, if no one else does. I move that 
that portion of the report of the com- 
mittee, with reference to the increase of 
Mr. Rattey’s salary, be not concurred in. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I will have great 
pleasure in seconding it. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle- 
man from Richmond has already pointed 
out that that course cannot be adopted. 


Hon. Mr. LACOSTE—1 believe that a 
motion of that kind cannot be made to-day, 
but it can be made to-morrow. In the 
meantime, the report should be referred 
back to committee. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER—It is only a ques- 
tion of an addition of $100 to the salary of 
one of the employés of the House, and the 
House is much fuller now than 1t is likely 
to be to-morrow, and the sense of the 
House is more likely to be taken now than 
at any meeting to-morrow. 
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Hon. Me. McINNES (B.C.)—I would 


like to have the ruling of the Chair on the 
pont raised by the hon. gentleman from 

ichmond, whether it is in order for us to 
strike out any one portion of that report. 


Hon. Mr. MILLER -Ifit is the desire 
ot the House to get a straight vote on the 
matter I will withdraw my objection. In 
the case I referred to—it occurred this 
Session—the report recommended the ap- 
pointment of a certain number of officers, 
and was the most important report of the 
committee this Session. That report was 
referred back to the committee with in- 
structions, 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Befovre the question 
is put, I think it is only right that there 
should be something said about this matter, 
because there are a number of gentle- 
men who weie not present at the meeting 
of the committee, and who do not under- 
stand the exact position of the question. 
Some three or four years ago the Contin- 
gent Accounts Committee, after inquiring 
into the matter, reported to this House in 
favor of giving the door-keeper an addi- 
tion of $100 to hissalary. That portion of 
the report was not adopted by the House. 
It was generally understood at that time 
that the reason why the majority of the 
House declined to allow the increase to 
be made to Mr. Rattey’s salary was, that it 
was alleged that that official had taken a 
somewhat active part in an election cam- 
paign here in a sense hostile to the feeling 
of the majority of the House. Whether 
that was a good reason or not, of course, 
was a matter of judgment and discretion, 
but that was understood to be the reason 
why the increase was not given. 


Hon, Mr. ALMON—That was not stated 
in the committee. 


Hon. Mz. POWER—That was the rea- 
son, whether it was stated or not. 


Hon. Me. MILLER—I myself pressed 
the disallowance, and it was only in con- 
sequencé of representations made to me, 
that I had reason to believe afterwards 
were exaggerated, that I moved against 
the paragraph in the report. 


Hon. Mr. POWER —Since that time 
there have been other election campaigns ; 
and there was produced to the committee 








Contingent Accounts [MAY 15, 1890.] of the Senate. 


875 





a letter signed by the late Mr. Perley and 
Mr. Robillard, members for this constitu- 
ency, asking that this addition might be 
e to Mr. Rattey’s salary. I presume 
that they had understood that owing to his 
previous political attitude the increase had 
not been made. The majority of the com- 
mittee felt that whatever offence might 
have been committed in the past might be 
regarded as having been condoned, and 
they agreed to recommend this small in- 
crease to his salary. As to the merits of 
the case, it has been alleged by some hon. 
gentlemen that Mr. Rattey’s salary is quite 
sufficient for the work performed. But 
there is another way of looking at it. We 
should try to be fair. There are a number 
of officers in connection with this House, 
as well as other Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, whose places could be supplied at 
much lower figures, but that is not the way 
to look at it. Mr. Rattey has been in the 
service of the House for 33 years, He has 
had no increase in his salary for some 
twelve years, while the paye every other 
official below and above Mr. Rattey has 
been increased during that time: and I 
think that the very trifling increase that 
is asked for now ought to be granted. 
Naturally he feels that he has been selected 
out of a body of officials to be excepted 
from the general increase, though he is a 
faithful and efficient officer. He is always 
here attending to his duty, and attending 
to it properly, and there is no fault to be 
found with his character or conduct. 


Hon. Mn. MACDONALD (B.C.)—What 
is the limit of increase ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The limit of this 
increase is $100. That is all that is in- 
tended. Since the last increase was given 
to Mr. Rattey there is hardly an officer in 
connection with the House whose salary 
has not been increased by a much larger 
sum than $100. I am not, as a rule, in 
favor of extravagance, and I have no spe- 
cial affection for the door-keeper; but I 
think, as a matter of fair play, he ought 
to get the small increase recommended in 
this report. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The question 
in my mind is, whether the $800 which he 
is getting now is sufficient or not. It is 
not a question whether other officials re- 
ceived additional pay. I shall vote in this 


matter regardless of the conduct of the 
door-keeper in the past. It is purely a 
question whether $800 is sufficient for the 
services performed. 


Hon. Mr. READ—When this matter 
was up two or three years ago [ took the 
same ground that I take now. I thought 
that Mr. Rattey was liberally paid for the 
duty he has to perform and for the time 
that it was necessary for him to be here— 
paid in a liberal manner. If I did not 
think so I would be the first that would 
assist in getting him what I considered he 
should have. If his allowance is increased 
I must take the same ground that I took 
before—that we must increase the aal- 
aries of some others who are here every 
day in the year. For instance, the care- 
taker of the newsroom. I took the same 

round before, and it was said that he was 
Éberally and well paid, and that the House 
did not wish that he should receive it. 
When it was proposed to increase the sal- 
ary of the caretaker of the newsroom he 
said he was well paid, and did not wish to 
receive it. 


Hon. Mr. STEVENS—He got $100 
increase last year. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I am speaking of 
three years ago, when Mr. Wheeler asked 
me to say to the House, although the com- 
mittee recommended an increase, that he 
thought ho was well paid, and did not care 
to have the report carried. 


Hon. Mz. PERLEY—He ought to have 
a medal. We are not here to fritter awa 
the public money; we are here to use it 
in a manner that it should be used. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I do not propose 
to enter upon a debate on this question ; 
we have matters of more importance to 
consider, The reason why I started an 
objection to this appropriation is that my 
attention was called to it by several mem- 
bers of the House who were displeased at 
the appropriation, and I myself think that 
the salary which the door-keeper receives 
is ample for his position, and an opinion 
was expressed in that sense, and in a more 
extended sense, by the Joint Committee on 
Economy of both Houses last year, where 
it was decided and agreed unanimously 
that $800 a year was enough for our door- 
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Keeper. This addition would put him with- 
in a fraction of the same position as the 
senators. However, that is nota matter 
of very much importance. It appears to 
me that the amount he receives is ample 
for the position he occupies. 


The House divided on the amendment, 
which was lost on the following division :— 


CONTENTS : 
Hon. Messrs. 


Abbott, MacInnes (Burlington), 
Almon, Merner, 
Cochrane, Murphy, 
Dever, Odell, 
Glasier, Ogilvie, 
Howlan, Perley, 
Kaulbach, Prowse, 
Lougheed, Read, 
McCallum, Smith, 
McKay, Sullivan, 
McKindsey, Vidal. —23. 
McMillan, 

Non-ContTents : 

: Hon. Messrs. 
Armand, McClelan, 
Baillargeon, McInnes (B.C.), 
Boucherville, de, Montgomery, 

affers, O’Donohoe, 
Clemow, piquet 
De Blois, Pelletier, 

int, Poirier, 
Girard, Power, 
Grant, Reesor, 
Guévremont, 088, 
Haythorne, Scott, 
Lacoste, Stevens. —241. _ 


Hon. MR. REA D—I call the attention of 
the Speaker to the fact that a gentleman 
voted who was not in the House when the 
resolution was read: 


Hon. Mr. POWER— Even if that is 
correct, the motion passes in the negative, 
being a tie. 


THE SPEAK ER—The amendment is lost. 
The next motion will be for the adoption 
of the report. 


The motion was agreed to, and the re- 
port was adopted. 


WINNIPEG AND HUDSON’S BAY 
RAILWAY CO.’S BILL. 


SECOND AND THIRD READINGS, 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD moved that the Rules 
of the House be dispensed with in so far as 
relates to the Bill intituled: “An Act re- 
specting the Winnipeg and Hudson's Ba 


Winnipeg and Hudson's [SENATE] Bay Ry. Co.’s Bill. 


I am glad to be in a position to inform the 
House that an understanding has been 
arrived at between those who were oppo- 
sing the Bill and the parties interested in 
the project. The understanding is to limit 
the operations of that ee enterprise. I 
was not surprised at all at the opposition 
to the Bill, because there was naturally 
some apprehension felt owing to the mag- 
nitude of the scheme, but now that the 
matter has been understood I think there 
will be but one voice in this House, to give 
these parties a chance to go on with their 
work. The limitation is that the corpora- 
tion will construct its line to the rich 
valley of the Saskatchewan and establish 
communication with that part of the coun- 
try. I shall have anamendment tosubmit 
for the approbation of this honorable 
House, providing for the construction of 
the line to the Saskatchewan River within 
four years. 


Hon. MR. READ—This Winnipeg and 


Hudson Bay Railway has been before us 


several times, and the great mistake that 
Parliament made, in my opinicn, was ever 
to give the company a charter at all to in- 
duce people to put their money into such 
an enterprise. From any information I 
can get, 1 do not think it can ever be a 
success, and it is our duty to check such 
wild projects as far as possible, and pre- 
vent serious loss to people who may be 
induced to invest in them. There is a 
Ere deal in giving the sanction of Par- 
iament to an enterprise. I have a.very 
vivid recollection of the prospectus that 
was issued for the Grand Paik Railway. 
If my memory serves me, it was issued by 
four representative and enterprising men 
of this country, Messrs. Holton, Galt, 
Macpherson and Gzowski. It bad the ap- 
robation of the Premier and the Governor 

eneral of this country. The prospectus 
started out by showing that the stock- 
holders were to receive 114 per cent. on 
their capital. Many persons subscribed: 
unfortunately, some of my family sub- 
scribed for a very large amount of money. 
The result has been great loss, and many 
families suffered severely who would not 
have invested if the scheme had not been 
sanctioned by the Governor General and 
influential men in this country. Now, in- 
stead of 114 per cent. what did they get? 


ilway Company,” and that the said Bill | Those that subscribed and paid £100 of 


be now read the second time. 


He said : [stock in 1851 could not get to-day more 
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than £11 10s., or £12 for it, and they have 
never received one sixpence of interest. 


Hon. Me. PERLEY—Would you do 
without the Grand Trunk Railway ? 


Hon. Mz. READ—I am not talking 
about that; I am talking about the stock- 
holders who were induced to subscribe by 
misrepresentation. The stock which cost 
£100 was sold as low as £6. I sold $150,- 
000 worth of stock at £19. Those who 
bought it had their eyes open and knew 
what they were doing, but they bought it 
as a speculation. Those who subscribed 
originally bought on false representations. 


Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—What has that 
to do with the Hudson Bay Railway? 


Hon, Mr. REA D--I am coming toit. I 
am showing how capitalists have been de- 
ceived, and I want to show that we should 
be careful how we sanction any enterprise 
of this kind, because we are held account- 
able when we do so. The Grand Trunk 
Railway stock stank in the nostrils of fin- 
anciers in Englaand for twenty or thirty 
years. JI have met people in England who 
refused to listen to any representations 
about Canadian stocks, from the experience 
they had had of the Grand Trunk Railway. 
Parliament has given its influence and 
money in support of the Caraquet Railway, 
and in that instance great losses have re- 
sulted to those who put their money into 
it, and those who have been deceived hold 
the people of Canada responsible. I do 
not think that should be the case, but 
when we charter companies to undertake 
such enterprises people do hold us re- 
sponsible. Then we had a prospectus 
issued for another enterprise—the Dead 
Meat Company. I have never seen the 
prospectus of that company, but I under- 
stan 
cattle were sent from Three Rivers to 
Chicago to be slaughtered, and that the 
meat was brought back for shipment to 
England. What had been the result of 
that? People had been defrauded, and a 
Chancery suit has been brought to wind 
up the company, and everyone who has 
had anything to do with it has been 
denounced. There were some of the first 
men of this country connected with that 
scheme. Those who do not understand 
such things might suppose that a fraud 
was practised on the people who sub- 


that it started out by saying that | pan 
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scribed £100,000 and who expect to lose 
a large proportion of that money. When 
the gentlemen interested came out here 
and found that cattle were not taken from 
Three Rivers to Chicago to be slaughtered, 
and, in fact, that they could not get enough 
cattle in the country to supply them, they 
asked permission to bring cattle to Three 
Rivers and slaughter them there, so that 
they could go on with their enterprise, but 
that could not be done. These are some 
of the reasons why I think Parliament 
should be careful in giving charters. The 
mistake in this country has been that Par- 
liament has sanctioned enterprises which 
are likely to entail loss on those who em- 
bark in them. Now, is this Hudson Bay 
route feasible? Since the late Senator Ryan 
first introduced the subject in this House 
I have Ton some attention toit. For two 
hundred years this northern route bas at- 
tracted the attention of the people of Eng- 
land and a great deal of information has 
been collected on the subject. I have read 
a good deal about it and have never been 
able to find any evidence to satisfy me that 
the navigation of Hudson’s Straits is prac- 
ticable for commercial purposes. In one 
case I find in the diary of a vessel that 
she was frozen in the ice in Hudson’s 
Straits on the 31st of July. That may have 
been an accidental thing, but there is a 

‘eat deal of evidence to the same effect. 

n 1857 a committeo of the British House 
of Commons was appointed to enquire into 
this Hudson’s Bay Territory, and a great 
deal of evidence was taken. Six thousand 
questions were put to witnesses, some of 
which, and the replies to them, I will read 
to the House. 

Captain David Herd was called and ex- 
amined by the chairman, as follows :— 

‘“ I believe you have, as the captain of a merchant 
ship, pe connected with the Hudson’s Bay Com- 

ie ave. 

How long have you been so connected ?—For the 
last 23 years. 

“What has been the nature of that connection ?—J 
was an officer of one of their ships for three years; 
and I think I have commanded one of them now 18 
or 19 years. 

‘ What has been the nature of the trade conducted 
by those ships?—I merely take the ship backwards 
and forwards; they put on-board whatever they have 
to put on board, and I take it. 

z “To Hudson’s Bay?—To Hudson’s Bay—York 
ort. 

‘What are the capabilities of the Hudson’s Bay, 
with regard to whaling ?—I have been going there for 
the last 22 years and have never seen a whale but 
once; that was last year; I saw one whale; I have 
seen what are commonly called whales, but they ar « 
porpoises. 
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‘ Assuming that there were whales, is the state of 
the sea, with to ice, such that whaling could 
be carried on in it?—No; I do not believe that it 
could; I do not believe that whales will ever go 
amongst ice myself. 

‘For how many months in a year is the Bay closed 
to shipping by ice?—I should think it is open only 
from six weeks to two months in the year. 

‘* And during the rest of the year it Is not navigable ? 
Sion mee A tag : ie qenevally arrive ood 
about the 10th or 15th of August, and getaway agai 
about the 15th or 20th September. 

‘* And if you do not get away as soon as that you are 
hable to be kept there the whole winter ?’—Yes. 
have known 13, 14, 15, 16, and even 20 degrees of frost 
when we have been coming away on the 25th of Sep- 
tember. 

‘ And you are often delayed on your passage out by 
the ice in the Straits, are you not ?—Sometimes we go 
through the Straits in four days, and at other times 
we are five weeks. 

‘That is in the beginning of August ?—Yes. ” 


I could quote a great deal more of evi- 
dence of this kind, but I will read only one 
more extract from the report. It is as 
follows :— 


“Did I rightly understand you to say that you did 
not think that any ter facilities would arise from 
the use of steamers In that sea than from the use of 
sailing vessels ’—If my opinion were to be given I 
should say decidedly not ; they might succeed v 
well in one year, but take the average of years I thin 
myself that a sailing vessel is far preferable. 

** Has not the experience of the Arctic Expeditions 
rather a contrary tendency ?—The Arctic Expedi- 
tions were carried to a certain distance ; but we must 
get to the other side and get back in tine before the 
season sets in. If we met with any accident to our 
machinery where could we go to get it repaired ; we 
should lose our voyage. 

‘On the other hand, would not a steamer, being 
quicker, enable you to go there and back again in less 
ee ?—It would entirely depend upon the state of 
the ice. 

‘* I refer to the season from the 10th of August to 
the 20th of September ?—I have been as late in Hud- 
sons Straits as the 25th of August, beset amongst 
ice ; it has been the 25th of August before I have got 
out of the ice going out, before I have got out of the 
Straits : then, when I have been coming home in 
I have been in the ice 17 days and even three weeks.” 


I will now read a few extracts from the 
report of Captain Gordon. He says: 


‘On 2nd August, got under way and proceeded for 
Cape Chudleigh Station (Port Burwell). I took Mr. 
Skynner on board at Nachvak, leaving his two assist- 
ants, Messrs Jordan and Rainsford, to carry on the 
work during the suminer. ; 

‘We found scattered ice all the way run tight to- 
gether. It now shut down dense fog, which, how- 
ever, cleared off about 9:30 a. m.; the ship had mean- 
while got fast in the pac and we were carried nearly 
through Gray Strait by the tide when still fast, then 
back in for about six miles, but when the tide was 
about half ebb the ice slacked off and we were able to 
steam to the westward. Dense f in set in just 
before we were clear of the Strait; I therefore steamed 
north-west nag end lay to in the ice for the night. 

SE Ro of we 6th a large quantities = + 
some of it very heavy, but as oppurtunity offe 
worked the ship to the westward ; made from noon of 
the 6th to noon of the 7th about thirty-seven miles, 
nearly all of which was made on the afternoon of the 
6th. A little before noon of the 7th the ice ran 


abroad a little, and we were able to work through at 
about four knots an hour. During the afternoon we 

y’s two ships, the 
the ‘Cam Owen’ 


es 
to the westward, but the ice closing in at midnight, 
the ship was again fast, and remained so up to 8 a. m. 
of the llth. At this time the ice ran a and at 
2 p. m., having made about twenty-two miles to west 
Pe ROE Sets we were clear of the body of the ice. 

e weather was now very thick, but as the ice was 
very much scattered, we had no difficulty in making 


our course.” 


Then, we have the evidence of Captain 
Hall. He says: 


‘It is stated in the report of ice met with in the 
‘Alert’ that no ice was met with on the homeward 
voyage. The ‘Cam Owen’ sailed from York Fac- 
tory on the 27th September, 1885. On the 3rd of 
October they came up with the ice between Cape 
Pembroke and Mansfield Island, and from this date 
to the 21st she was fast in the pack, pu clear of 
the ice on the 24th and ing out of the Strait on 
2th poet Py well loaded down with ice. 

‘Captain Hawes places the probable period of nav- 
igation for steam vessels properly fitted for ice work 
as seldom exceeding three months—15th of July to 
15th October. ” 


Captain Gordon in his closing reports 
says: 

‘“In Hudson’s Straits for the first twenty days of 
August the ship was always in the ice; the average 
surface water temperature for this period is 31 degrees 
3 minutes. On the 2let the ship got clear, and when 
clear of the pack we found the temperature on the 
south shore. and west to Nottingham and up 
to 36 degrees and 35 degrees. In September the tem- 
perature of the western end of the Straits 1s 33 de- 
grees, and at the latter end of the month in the east- 
pe no mean of a day, while at sea, was as high 
as : 

‘The sea temperature conditions observed in Hud- 
son’s Straits this year are exactly the reverse of those 
found in 1884, on the voyage made in the ‘ Neptune.’ 
In 1884 the ice met with was heaviest on south 
shore and in the west end of the Straita. In 1885 all 
ae ice = on ie north shore and the east end of the 
Strait. Similarly, in to temperature, on page 
12 of the Hudson’s Bay Expedition, in 1884, the fact is 
recorded that the highest temperatures were fonnd in 
the eastern end of the Straits ; in 1885, both going out 
and coming home, the surface temperatures were 
higher at the west end of the Straits.’ 


Hon. Mg. O’DONOHOE—It seems to 
me that this speech would have been ap- 
propriate from my hon. friend’s point of 
view if it had been made when the charter 
was sought for, but [ submit, at this period 
of the Session, when we are so anxious to 
complete the public business, the speech of 
the hes, member is not at all applicable 
tu the question before the House. The 
case which is before us is that of a com- 
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pany who got a charter from this House, 
who have acted under it in good faith 


will come here again for money, and that 
is why I rise in opposition to this scheme. 


and constructed seme forty miles of| We have been making great strides: is it 


their road and expended $300,000 and 


not time for us to stop and take breath ? 


are now applying for an extension of| Let us see what expenditure we have been 


their charter, They were anxious to get 
a subsidy, and a very large number of 
members in the other House joined in 
recommending that a subsidy be granted. 
Promises had been made day after day 
until the Session came nearly to a close, 
and finally it was found that no subsidy 
would be granted. The promoters of this 
road, in consequence of their disappoint- 
ment, come before us now and ask for an 
extension of time, not only to construct 
their road, but to make their financial ar- 
rangements. It seems to me that their 
demand is reasonable, and it occurs to me 
that at this stage of the Session we should 
lay by ornament or circuity of speech and, 
in as few words as the subject would admit 
of, deal with the question at issue. I 
understand that my hon. friend does not 
intend to oppose the Bill, and that being 
80, we ought to get at the question with 
the least possible delay. Iam perfectly 
satisfied that this House, having granted a 
charter, and the company having invested 
their money in the actual construction of 
the road, will feel that there is no alter- 
native left, consistent with honor, but to 
vote for the Bill and give the company an 
opportunity to prosecute the undertaking. 


Hon. Mr. READ—I don’t know that 
the House is uneasy, but it is not my fault 
if they are. Itis the fault of the gentle- 
man who brings up the measure at the last 
moment. We are told that a great num- 
ber of members have signed a requisition 
to the the Government to grant aid to this 
enterprise. It is very easy to get a re- 

uisition signed. My hon. friend from St. 
niface is so kind and nice that he could 
get nearly every man in this House to 
endorse almost anything he would put 
before them. I could not endorse such a 
scheme as this or sign such a requisition : 
it embarrasses the Government, and I have 
to thank them for their firmness in resist- 
ing the pressure brought upon them in 
this case, because I think that they were 
qu correct in the course that they took. 
hat have we been doing the last few 
years? Have we not been increasing our 
expenditure from year to year? I antici- 
pate that if this Bill passes this company 


nee, and how our taxation has in- 
creased, and judge whether we should be 
careful in the fature. Inavery few years 
our Customs receipts have increased from 
$13,000,000 to $24,000,000 and our revenue 
from excise has increased very largely 
since Confederation; we have gone heavily 
into debt, for good works, it is true, but 
still the indebtedness is there and the in- 
terest must be paid. We have built the 
Intercolonial Railway at a cost of $40,000,- 
000, we have expended $62,000,000 on the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, and perhaps 
that is not the last of it. There is an 
arbitration going on, and goodness knows 
what that will result in. We have ex- 
pended $41,000,000 for canals, and for 
what purpose? Are we building these 
canals, und making this large pe 
ture for the trade of Ontario? Is the 
Sault Ste. Marie Canal entirely for the bene- 
fit of Ontario? Is the Welland Canal en- 
Re for the benefit of Ontario? How 
much of the produce of Ontario does the 
Welland Canal carry? It carries an infini- 
tesimal quantity ofthe produce of this Pro- 
vince. I admit that the St. Lawrence Canals 
carry a large amount of our produce, but 
for this $41,000,000 that we have expended, 
are we not to expect some business on the 
upper canals to reimburse the country for 
so large an outlay if it was for nothing else? 
Even though the Hudson Bay road could 
be made a success, I doubt if we should be 
so generous as to take everything out of 
our own pocket and give it to others. 
Canada should have some return for this 
enormous expenditure. I remember, when 
there was first a talk of taking in the 
North-West, Sir Alexander Galt made an 
estimate that wheat could be brought from 
Winnipeg to Montreal for 17 cents a bushel. 
It is now actually brought from the pro- 
ducer to Montreal for 15 cents a bushel, 
and it will be cheaper yet. The North- 
West farmers can grow wheat for 25 cents 
a bushel ary oe than they can in any 
other part of Canada. I have a letter to- 


day from the North- Westin which a young 


man writes me: “I have just finished sow- 
ing 70 acresof wheat and I put it in myself 
without any help. My farm is 16 miles 
from where I live.” 
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How. MR. PERLEY—That was only a 
week’s work for a common man. 


Hon. MR. READ—We have made these 
large expenditures, and have made pro- 
vision to pay the interest. The countr 
is on the whole fairly prosperous, thou 4 
I admit that tillers of the soil all over the 
world have a very hard time of it, farm 
produce being so exceedingly cheap, but 
they must only live in hope, and no doubt 
better times will arrive. I have merely 
to say that I think we must and should 
look for some return for this large expend- 
iture we have made to get into that vast 
country, an expenditure that few people 
would dare to undertake. If the people 
of Canada were not energetic, industrious 
and enterprising we could not have done 
it, our credit would not stand at the same 
oe it does now in the markets of the 
world. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 

The House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Bill. 


(In the Committee.) 
On the Ist clause,— 


Hon. Mr. GIRARD moved that the 
clause be amended by adding after the 
word “completed” the words ‘to the Sas- 
katchewan River.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Hon. Me. SULLIVAN, from the com- 
mittee, reported the Bill with an amend- 
ment, 

The report was received and adopted, 
and the Bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 


LABOR STATISTICS BILL. 
THIRD READING. 


Bill (148) “An Act to provide for the 
collection and publishing of Labor Statis- 
tics,’ was reported from Committee of 
the Whole without amendment. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 


Hon. Me. POWER—This is supposed to 
be a Bill in the interests of the laboring 
classes. I am not able, myself, to dis- 
cover anything in which it is to be par- 
ticularly useful to the workingman, so 
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called, and the hon. gentleman who has 
charge of the Bill has not informed the 
House as to the manner in which this 
measure is going to improve the condition 
of the working classes. Some years ago 
the Government appointed a Commission, 
and the members of that Commission went 
about the country taking evidence for a 
long time, which, when published in book 
form, made a large volume indeed. I am 
not aware that the country has received 
any benefit from the collection of that evi- 
dence and the publication of it. I do not 
think the workingmen are any better off 
now than they were. It is true that a cer- 
tain number of workmen who had made 
themselves somewhat conspicuous as elec- 
tion agents had good pay and comfortable 

uarters forsome months, while the evi- 

ence was being taken ; and Ihave nodoubt 
that the rest of the workingmen felt very 
happy over the fact that certain working- 
men, who happened to be tradesmen, and 
who at the same time happened to be very 
energetic Conservatives, were paid good 
wagesand furnished with pa quarters 
for a considerable time. Ido not care to 
make any predictions as to the measure 
before us, but the central feature of this 
Bill is that there is to be a new Depart- 
ment or branch of a Department, to be 
called the Bureau of Labor Statistics, and 
we begin by appropriating $10,000 for it. 
T have no doubt that, by the time the next 
election comes off, there will be a consider- 
able number of gentlemen who have dis- 
tinguished themselves as workers for the 
Conservative party whowill find themselves 

rovided with comfortable quarters in that 

abor Bureau. Beyond that Ido not know 
that the workingmen will receive any 
benefit from the passing of this Act. If the 
Government really wished to benefit the 
class for whom this Bill is passed they 
would take steps to get rid of a portion of 
their surplus revenue by reducing the 
duties on the necessaries of life, which are 
the workingmen’s raw material. That 
would be a practical and positive good to 
all the workingmen in the country. The 
operation of this Bill, as far as I can see, 
will be a substantial benefit to a select 
number of Conservative workingmen. It 
is only right to say that while that is my 
view of this measure, I am glad that the 
workingmen in the Conservative party are 
going to get theirshare of the good things 
which have been going amongst the higher 
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members of the party during tho last 
twelve years. In that way [ am glad to 
see the Bill go through. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It seems to me 
that this Bill is in the interest of the 
working classes as regards the sanitary 
condition of their dwellings, their working 
rooms, and their hours of labor. My hon. 
friend has never shown much interest in 
the workingmen, and he talks of reducing 
the duties on the necessaries of life. We 
all remember when the Reform party was 
in power that we had to provide soup 
kitchens for the workingmen. Since the 
present Government came into power the 
workingmen have found plenty of employ- 
ment and can earn sufficient to feed and 
clothe themselves comfortably, and the 
prices of the necessaries of life have been 
reduced so that the workingman to-day is 
in a far better condition than he was under 
the Reform Government. It is surprising 
that my hon. friend cannot see these things, 
and as long as he and his colleagues har 
upon this same string, the longer they will 
remain in the cold shades of opposition. 
It is evident that the laboring classes are 
prosperous, and that everything necessary 
for the sustenance of the working classes 
has been rendered cheaper. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I am glad indeed 
to hear what has fallen from my hon. 
friend the senior member from Halifax. 
He has made a prophecy: he says that 
this Bill is being introduced in order to 
pes positions for supporters of this 

sovernment after the next election. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I said before the 
next election. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—I was going to 
thank my hon. friend for his prophecy that 
the Conservatives are to be returned to 
power at the next election. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think that the 


Government may safely leave to the 


decision of the parties interested in this 
Bill to say whether my hon. friend’s 
theory of Government, or the theory upon 
which the Government has acted, is the 
right one. My hon. friend thinks, and 1 
think he is pretty much alone in that 
opinion, that the acquisition of statistics 
ope any particular subject is of no special 
value. 
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Hon. Me. POWER—I did not say so. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—That the acquisi- 
tion of statistics about labor and industry, 
under this Bill, has no value, and will not 
benefit the people who are interested in 
labor. I am not going to offer an opinion 
upon that. The rest of this continent and 
a large part of the continent of Europe are 
of a different opinion from my hon. friend, 
and I am content to be of the opinion of 
the majority in that respect. My hon. 
friend prophecies many evils of this Bill, 
or rather characterizes them as not being 
an unmixed evil that a certain number of 
Conservative workmen will get warm 
places in the Bureau that is to be created 
under this Bill. My hon. friend’s prophe- 
cies are as little to be valued, in my 
estimation, as his opinion of the motive of 
the Government in relation to this meas- 
ure, or his project for benefiting the work- 
ingmen of Canada by destroying the in- 
dustries by which they live, which is 
another project of his in which 1 do not 
concur, and which I leave to the arbitra- 
ment of the workingmen themselves, who 
will be afforded an opportunity before 
long to give their verdict on these two 
things, viz., whether it is to their advan- 
tage to have a Bureau of Statistics and 
Labor, and also if it is to their advantage 
to foster the industries of the country in 
order to give them employment at re- 
munerative rates. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read a third time and passed. 


BOUNTY ON PIG IRON BILL. 
SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (149) “An Act to make 
further provision respecting the Bounty on 
Pig Iron manufactured in Canada from 
Canadian Ore.” He said: There was some 
little discussion about this Bill last even- 
ing, and itis scarcely necessary to further 
Snform the House of the object of it. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the second time. 


The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the whole on the Bill. 


(In the Committee.) 


On the Ist section,— 
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Hon. Me. SCOTT—This Bill is in a line 
with the Tariff Bill, only a little worse. 
We ought, if we introduce that practice, 
to carry it out with respect to other indus- 
tries. This industry was favored as far 
back as 1879-80—that is, by the adoption 
of a high tariff. One would suppose that 
the duty on iron having been increased to 
the abnormal plane it was placed upon 
would have been a sufficient protection 
for anv establishment that would be 
opened in Canada. It has not proved 
sufficient, so we enter upon the mad 
career of paying the manufacturers for 
making iron in this country—taxing the 
people in order that an establishment 
existing in one Province may make money. 
Sir Leonard Tilley, when he first intro- 
duced this proposition, prophecied that we 
should have iron industries established 
all over Canada, and forty or fifty 
thousand men were to be employed 
in this industry in the different Pro- 
vinces where it is known iron abounds. 
But everybody knows that that pre- 
diction has not been fulfilled. He pro- 
posed then a bounty of $1 a ton. How- 
ever, that was found not to be sufficient ; 
the infant industry could not live on the 
narrow support it got from the public 
treasury, so the bounty was increased to 
$1.50. This Bill proposes to again in- 
crease it to $2—not only that, but to tie 
up the hands of Parliament, so that this 
large bounty shall continue to the year 
1897. The very experience we have 
gathered in this hondonderty iron Wurks 
ought to be a sufficient warning to us to 
depart from the policy on which we are 
now proceeding, because the natural result 
of the high tariff and the bounty ought to 
be that the Londonderry iron works should 
make the iron for this country, if the in- 
dustry was one suited to the circumstances 
of the Dominion. Now, that is what was 
believed would be the result; but it has 
not been the result. Our importations of 
iron have not gone down, but they have 
steadily increased. In 1887 we only im- 
ported 45,295 tons of iron; in 1889 we im- 
ported 73,844 tons. That shows that this 
iron industry at Londonderry has not sup- 

lanted the importation of iron. It was 

elieved that if it were favored to that de- 
ree that the people of this country should 
e taxed $4 a ton on the iron, with a 
bounty of $1.50 per ton additional, that 
that ought to have been sufficient to sus- 
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tainthem. It has not been found sufficient. 
The gentlemen who put their money into 
that industry have not received the results 
from it that they naturally expected from 
their investment. The misfortune was 
that the investment was not a judicious 
one. There are lots of investments in this 
country that are judicious and proper, and 
if they put their money into them they 
are sure to get 10 or 12 per cent. of a re- 
turn. Then why should we put money 
into industries that are not indigenous to 
the country? I have no doubt that these 
men would be very glad to sell out to-day, 
and would it not be better to make a loss 
now than to continue an industry that can- 
not be profitable in Canada ? Pig iron can 
be made cheaper outside of Canada. The 
evidence of that is that our importations 
have year by year increased. that is 
the fact, surely it is evidence that we can- 
not, even if we impose a higher duty, make 
the manufacture of iron here a success, I 
am quite ready to concede that if we could 
make the iron industry a success in this 
country it would be an excellent thing, 
because we have abundance of iron ore in 
this country, from the Atlantic to the Pa- 
cific, of a superior quality, and I have 
no doubt that the day will yet come 
when the consumption of iron in the Do- 
minion will be so large that more capital 
will be invested and the iron industry will 
be made more profitable. But it is quite 
evident from our importations that those 
industries we have been favoring by annual 
drafts on the public exchequer have not 
been a success. I venture to say that when 
this tariff has terminated it will be found 
that the extra assistance that has been 
given to this industry has not proved suf- 
ficient to give it that vitality which its 
pmo had hoped for. Sir Leonard 

illey, in announcing the policy as far 
back as 1883, predicted that the next 
year’s output would be 4(,000 tons. 1 
have not the figures of the output since 
that time, but I am told that in 1888 it fell 
to 23,000 tons, and on the face of that we 
imported more than double the quantity. 
In 1889 we imported 73,000 tons of iron. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Not pig iron. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTI—Various kinds of 
iron, of which pig iron is the basis. Of 
course it is subject to so many sub-di- 
visions, this iron industry, that I do not 
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profess to give the figures of the various 


classes of iron, for in the Trade and Navi- 

tion Returns they come under fifty dif- 
erent heads. Ifit was a successful indus- 
dustry the iron manufacturers would not 
come here year after year to ask for a 
further increase, and I have not yet heard 
anybody announce that even the increase 
of $2 per ton will be sufficient to maintain 
it. it is not sufficient, then, is it wise to 
continue it? Is it wise for the people 
themselves who invested their money 
there to endeavor to force returns where 
returns cannot be obtained ? 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think the 
rophesy of Sir Leonard Tilley has been 
argely fulfilled. The importations that 

my hon. friend speaks of are manufactured 
iron. There are many tons of manufac- 
tured iron produced in this country also, 
and manufactured into all kinds of ma- 
emery, implements, etc., of the finest na- 
ture, better than we can import. Nova 
Scotia is admirably situated for the devel- 
opment of this industry. We have there 
the coal and iron in close proximity, and I 
say it is a trade that is growing and will 
grow, and has given employment to thou- 
sands of people in this country. I would 
suggest to the hon. gentleman to cease 
running down the industries of this coun- 
try the way he is doing. My hon. friend 
harps continuously on the National Policy. 
It is a bug-bear to him. He should adopt 
a new line, and take a new start; for as 
long as he continues to run down the in- 
dustry and the credit of the country he 
will remain in the cold shades of oppo- 
sition. 

Hon. Mr. CHAFFERS, from the com- 

mittee, reported the Bill without amend- 
ment. 


Hon. Me. SCOTT—I see from the Blue- 
book that I was right in my quotation. 
Last year the importation was 73,000 tons 
of pig iron. 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time and passed. 


THE INTEREST BILL. 
COMMONS AMENDMENTS ADOPTED. 
The Order of the Day being called— 


Consideration of amendments made by House of 
Commons to (Bill X) ‘ An Act to amend Cap. 127 of 
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the Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled: ‘An Act 
respecting Interest.’ ” 

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT said: This Bill came 
up and was discussed fora moment yes- 
terday evening. The Bill as we amended 
it repealed the penal clauses respecting 
usury which prevails in Ontario and Que- 
bec. These were the 9th, 10th and 11th 
clauses. The House will observe that the 
Bill is composed of two parts. The first 
part makes a general law respecting in- 
terest. It provides in a few paragraphs 
that any person may stipulate for any 
rate of interest which is agreed upon, and 
whatever is payable, where there is no 

reement, the rate shall be 6 per cent. 

ese clauses are applicable to the whole 
Dominion. There is a provision to the 
effect that this is to be the rule through- 
out the whole Dominion of Canada, unless 
it is otherwise provided in this Bill or in 
any other Act of the Parliament of Canada. 
The second portion of the Bill consists of 
the reproduction of certain limitative, 
penal clauses, from the laws of the differ- 
ent Provinces. These are not made exclu- 
sive, as I understand them—that is to say, 
they do not compel the observance of these 
provisions in the different Provinces, and 
they have, in fact I understand, entirel 
dropped out of use. The penal clauses wit 
regard to Ontario and Quebec were repealed 
under that idea, because it seemed unneces- 
sary longer to encumber the Statutes with 
them, as they only gave rise to discussion, 
when it was important that business should 
be unfettered. Inthis House we amended 
the Bill in that way and sent it down to 
the other House. In that House mem- 
bers from the lower Provinces raised the 
question: Why should Quebec and On- 
tario be relieved from these clauses, 
or why should they be struck out of 
the Statute-book when there were other 
clauses referring to other Provinces which 
were just as great cumberers of the space 
in the Revised Statutes ; and after three 
discussions on the subject, participated in 
by members of the eget prcteerion from 
all the lower Provinces—Mr. Weldon from 
New Brunswick, Sir John Thompson from 
Nova Scotia, and Mr. Davies from Prince 
Edward Island—it was unanimously con- 
cluded in the House that there was no 
possible reason for retaining these clauses 
constituting the second part of the Bill, 
and they should be repealed, and the House 
of Commons repealed them accordingly. 
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It is that amendment we are asked to 
concur in—to extend the repeal of the 

nal clauses relating to Ontario and 
Dashes to the penal clauses respecting the 
Lower Provinces. These clauses only re- 
ferred to such actions as were entered into 
before 1873. Now, what reason can there 
be for retaining such clauses upon the 
Revised Statutes ? It was at the instance 
of learned gentlemen from these Provinces 
that these clauses were repealed in the 
other House, and I ask that this House 
concur in the amendments. 


Hon. Me. POWER—The Bill, as we sent 
it down to the House of Commons, was a Bill 
for this purpose : Section 7, of chapter 127, 
of the Revised Statutes, made certain pro- 
Visions as to interest secured by mortgage 
of real estate, where the principal money 
or interest was not payable until a time 
more than five years after the date of the 
mortgage; and it was felt that that section 
operated unfairly, apparently, in the case 
of mortgages given by joint stock com- 
panies or other corporations, and the 
whole purport of this Bill was to take 
mortgages given by joint stock companies 
or other corporations out of the operation 
of section 7 of the Statute. That was a Bill 
with a very small object. The Bill that 
we sent down also provided that sections 
10 and 11 of thau chapter of the Con- 
solidated Statutes should be repealed. 
Sections 10 and 11 deal altogether with 
corporations other than banks. Now, the 
House of Commons propose to sweep away 
all the restrictions on interest in the Pro- 
vinces of the Dominion. The Bill which 
we pussed practically applied only to 
Ontario and Quebec. The question, as I 
sail at a preys stage, as to whether 
there should be any limitation on the rate 
of interest allowed, or not, is a question 
for discussion. Hon. gentlemen opposite 
who take the view that the Government 
should take a paternal interest in the 
welfare of the subject and should interfere 
in his every-day life a great deal ought, 
I think, to hold that the farmer, whois just 
now one of the people supposed to possess 
their friendship, should not run the risk of 
being obliged to pay more than a reasonable 
rate of interest on the mortgage of his land. 
What the free traders think is another 
thing; but you would suppose, naturally, 
that free traders would go in for free trade 
in money as well asin other things. What 
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are the provisions of the amendment 
which the hon. gentleman proposes to 
accept, and by which he proposes to repeal 
these penal clauses? Take my own Pro- 
vince, for instance. Section 13 of the 
Act provides : 

‘“ Any person may stipulate and agree in writing 
for any rate of interest not exceeding 7 per cent. per 
annum, for the loan or for ce of money to be se- 
cured on real estate or chattels real; and any 
may stipulate in writing for, or may receive in ad- 
vance any rate of interest not exceeding 10 per cent. 
per annum, whenever the security for the payment 
of the money consists only of peop PORT OF 
the personal responsibility of the person to w 
for ce is given, or of others.” 

Now, surely 7 per cent. on a mortgage 
and 10 per cent. on personal security is a 
high enough rate of interest. That was 
the rate which was fixed by the Parlia- 
ment of Canada in 1873. Previous to that 
it had not been legal in' Nova Scotia to 
take more than 6 per cent. interest. Hon. 
pou may say that money will only 

ring what it is worth; but [ know of 
cases where serious hardships have been 
inflicted upon poor ple, who were 
obliged to mortgage their property, and 
who were not skilful enough, or did not 
know enough, to employ the right kind of 
solicitor to get their money at # low rate. 
I contend, as a matter of fact, it is the 
duty of Parliament to see that an undue 
rate of interest is not charged upon mort- 
gages of real estate. If a lender is allowed 
to charge 8 per cent. or 9 per cent., prac- 
tically the property is gone. I think that 
is one of the ways in which this House 
may show its care for the workingman, 
and we can do more for him, possibly, by 
rejecting these amendments than by pass- 
ing a Bill to establish a Bureau of Labor 
Statistics. I can understand that by pre- 
serving a judicious restriction in the rate 
of interest we may leave him a little more 
in pocket at the end of the year. 


Hon. MR. McKAY—You can borrow 
money now at 5 per cent. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—No doubt, if one 
knows how to go about it; but there are 
lenty of people paying 7 per cent. to-day. 
he leader of the House quoted the penal 
rovisions from the Nova Scotia law, 
ut he did not call attention to the fact 
that those penal provisions applied only te 
contracts that had been entered into—— 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT—Yes; and I gave 
the date and read the figures. 
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Hon. Mr. POWER — I say the hon. | build. They had been in the habit of bor- 
gentleman did not call attention to that' rowing money to build houses, and they 
fact. I thought the hon. gentleman was | were unable, in a great many instances, to 
nothing if not logical, and the hon. gen-| continue that business on account of the 
tleman wanted to show that there was a/increased rate of interest. My point is 
penal statute in force in NovaScotia. In-'this: the question as to whether there 
asmuch as that penal statute applied to, shall be a limit to the rate of interest or 
contracts only before the 23rd of May, not is a debatable one; but to say that we 
1873, it is practically not in operation] should, at the last hours ofthe Session, by 





now. 


an amendment introduced without notice, 
without going through the various stages 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—So I said. These | that a Bill goes through, and without the 
are the words [ used: that it was absurd | knowledge of the public, sweep away all 
to keep such a clause on the Statute-| restrictions on the rate of interest through- 


book. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—That clause has 
become effete by the lapse of time. It 
might be well to repeal it, but what I 
object to, as far as the Province from 
which I come is concerned, is to repealing 
section 13, which limits the :ate of inter- 
est to be taken on mortgage of land to 7 
per cent., and other securities to 10 per 
cent. It does not render the contracts in- 
valid; it simply hinders the lender from 
recovering more than the proper rate of 
interest. There are similar provisions with 
respect to the Provinces of British Colum- 
bia and Prince Edward Island. As far as 
I know, no petition has come from any of 
the Provinces asking that these restric- 
tions on the rate of interest should be 
abolished. These restrictions, I contend, 
are in the interests of pour people 
You can always trust the man who has 
money to lend to take fairly good care of 
himself, and the people we have to take 
care of are those who have to borrow 
money, more particularly on mortgage. 
What the hon. gentleman says with regard 
to the legal gentlemen in the Houso ot 
Commons muy be correct, but the fact is, 
that as a rule these legal gentlemen are 
solicitors for money lenders—either incor- 
porated money lenders or individual money 
lenders—and when the change was made 
in the rate of interest in 1873 it was done 
in the same way. There was an attempt 
made to change the rate of interest in 
Nova Scotia previous to 1873, but the 
attempt did not succeed. The immediate 
effect of the change in the rate of interest 
in Nova Scotia was to raixe the rate on 
mortgayes in the city of Halifax almost 
in every case from 6 per cent. to 7 per 
cent.; and the further effect was to render 
it impossible for builders to go on and 
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out the country, is unquestionably impro- 
per, and I think itis the duty of this House 
not to concur in that amendment. If the 
the Government aie prepared to take the 
responsibility of doing away with all lim- 
itation on the rate ot interest let them in- 
troduce, at the beginning of next Session, 
a measure to deal with the subject. Then, 
after the subject has been properly dis- 
cuxsed in both Houses, we can judge 
whether it is best to pass such a Bill; but 
to sweep away all restrictions on the rate 
of interest by an amendment to an unim- 
portant Bill like this, is a grossly impro- 
per and, in my opinion, a tricky proceed- 
ing. It is a disingenuous and unstates- 
manlike proceeding. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think there 
is a restriction on joint stock companies 
and corporations. I know for the last 
fifteen years no mortgage exceeding 7 per 
cent. could be given on real estate. Ifyou 
charge more interest you cannot recover 
it on foreclosure. [do not think there is 
any necessity tor limiting the rate of in- 
terest in Nova Scotia now. There are 
companies in the Province that lend money 
at 5 per cent. and 6 per cent. I think if 
we fix a legal rate of interest it will have 
a tendency to keep up rather than diminish 
the rate of interest. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The only one of 
the sections to be repealed that really bears 
on the present rate of interest is section 
13, which my hon. friend read. The others 
have no real bearing on the law at present. 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—Does it interfere 
at all with the law of Ontario ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think it 
does. There is only section 13 about which 


there could be any possible discussion. | 
My hon. friend’s arguments on the subject ' 
of the rate of interest are very familiar to' 
old members of the House of Commons. 
My hon. friend from Ottawa and some 
other members in this House are aware 
that twenty years ago we had this subject 
debated over and over again. It was a 
very debatable subject, no doubt, at the | 
time, and many objections were made to! 
the freedom of trade in money, and it was: 
only by repeated stages that at last it 
reached its present one. My hon. friend | 
says that leaving in this clause limiting | 
the rate at 7 per cent. and 10 per cent. | 
will protect the poor man. How can it| 
Pee the poor man when at present very. 
ittle money is loaned at such a high rate? 
But what has been the effect of changing | 
the law on interest now re-produced in 
these Revised Statutes? At the time the 
discussions were going on interest ran up. 
from 8 per cent. to 10 per cent.; every | 
one knows that 8 per cent. was tie com- | 
mon rate in those days. 


Hon. MR. POWER—The rate of interest 
has gone down all over the world. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT — Yes; because ! 
freedom of trade in money has been con- ' 
ceded in nearly every civilized country, | 
certain'y in all those countries which are 
most advanced in civilization, and the 
consequence is that money has found its 
level, and it can now be borrowed at rates | 
not much more than two-thirds the rate: 
that prevailed when the restrictions which : 
mv hon. friend would continue existed in 
full force. In those days there was a 
restriction to the rate of interest, and the 
consequence was that, at that time, the 
rate of interest was very high. It has been 
gradually falling ever since these restric- 
tions were removed, and has now reached 
A point where the RL of money is 
scurcely remunerative at all. I find that 
Sir John Thompson, who is a folerable 
authority on the subject, and who could, 
hardly be accused of giving his opinion 
as Minister of Justice in the House of 
Commons contrary to his real views 
because he happened to be a solicitor for 
some loan company—I do not know 
whether he is or not; I rather think he is 
not; but that was the view of the hon. 
gentleman, that the lawyers in the House 
of Commons were prejudiced because they 
represented loan companies 
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Hon. Mr. POWER—I said they repre- 
sented money lenders. I was not thinking 
of any particular member at ail. 


Hoy. Mr. ABBOTT—I am myself will- 
ing, as respects Nova Scotia, tc lean on the 
authority of Sir John Thompson and the 
unanimous opinion of the whole of the re- 
presentatives of Nova Scotia in the House 
of Commons. I think that is pretty wood 
authority, that and our own principle, 
which we have been acting on every year. 
I will read what Sir John Thompson 
gays: 

“IT do not see why they should not be repealed. There 
are special provisions all through this Act relating to 
the different Provinces, the policy being ey pervany 
to keep in force the old usury laws of the Provinces 
while there was a possibility of contracts made under 
those old usury laws having force, and preserving like- 
wise the penalties, so far as they relate to contracts 
We have, however, run through a period of twenty- 
three years, and I think that the effect of these pro- 
visions has ceased. It is on that principle, apparently, 
that the Senate has adopted the second clause of the 
Bill which repeals certain provisions relating to On- 
tario. JT have no objections to the hon. gentleman's 
[roles to repeal the special provisions relating to 
New Brunswick.” 

That was extended afterwards to all the 
Provinces, 


Hon. Mr. REBOUCHERVILLE—Will 
the amendment, if ge, take away any 
restriction on the rate of interest on money 
loans ? 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Judging from what 
{ know of the law of NovaScotia—although 
Sir John Thompson speaks differently—it 
would appear to take away some of the 
restriction in Nova Scotia, and allow them 
to lend money at the rates of 7 and 10 per 
cent. 


Hon. Mr. ALMON—You can lend money 
in Nova Scotia at any rate up to 10 per 
cent. on notes or any other security. 


Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE--If this 
amendment passes they can lend money on 
mortgages at any rate np to 7 per cent. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—Yes; if they can 
get anyone to borrow money at such rates. 


The motion was agreed to on adivision. 


SUBSIDIES IN AID OF RAILWAYS 
BILL. 


SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (167) “An Act to author- 
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ize the granting of subsidies in aid of the 
construction of the lines of railways there- 
in mentioned.” He said: This is a Bill 
similar to one which we have had before 
us every Session for a number of years, 
differing only in this, that it proposes to 
rant a smaller sum than has ever been 
fore allotted in this way to railway 
companies. There are a large number of 
railways affected by,it, und these are dis- 
tributed over every Province of the 
Dominion. Every Province obtains a 
share, which appears to be somewhat 
nearly proportionate to the amount of its 
population, and therefore of its contribu- 
tion to the revenue. The total amount of 
the new vote is about $2,200,000; the 
total vote $3,500,000, but $1,300,000 1s not 
new. Of course, hon. gentlemen know 
that these are only provisional votes for 
provisional assistance, and experience 
has shown that not more, at the outside, 
than one-half of the votes has ever been 
used. The average expenditure of these 
votes for the past five years has been a trifle 
under $1,000,000 per annum, although in 
every year there has been a larger amount 
appropriated than is voted this year. 


Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Can you point out 
those that have been granted before? 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—I suppose I could, 
as I go through, if I were to refer to the 
statements made in the other House; but 
the fact is, as I say, that the sum is consid- 
erably less than it was last year, or any 
previous year. In fact, the decrease of 
this expenditure has for some time past 
occupied the attention of the Government, 
and it has been gradually diminished, in 
the hope that before long it may be en- 
tirely discontinued, 


Hon. Mz. PROWSE—The leader of the 
House has emphasized the statement that 
every Province has: been provided for in 
the Bin. I am glad to know that Prince 
Edward Island has at last been admitted 
to have some claim to a portion of those 
grants. This Bill makes provision for 14 
miles of railway in the island at the ex- 
pense of the Dominion Government, and 
that is the amount that has been appro- 

riated since the Province entered the 

nfederation. I take exception to the 

statement of the hon. gentleman when we 

are given to understand that the grants 

this year are in fair proportion to the 
5 
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population of the Provinces, I find that 
the amount appropriated in this Bill is 
$3,200,000, and it is generally admitted 
that Prince Edward Island contains a little 
more than one-fortieth of the population 
of the Dominion: consequently, the fair 
share of Prinve Edward Island would be 
about $80,000, and instead of that it is 
only some $9,600. 


-Hon. Me. McCALLUM—tThe leader, in 
moving the second reading of this Bill, 
says that this appropriation in aid of 
railways is getting less. J hope it will 
soon get beautifully less. I regret ex- 
ceedingly that the Government of the 
country did not bring down the resolu- 
tions earlier in the Session. Here we are 
requested to vote away over three millions 
of dollars, in the space of sixteen or 
eighteen hours, to assist railways. The 
leader of the House may know whother 
this is a proper appropriation or not. In. 
some cases | know we are asked to sub- 
sidize a railway running right alongside 
another one. The Government of this 
country have done this before. Whether 
that ‘is in the interest of the people or not, 
of course, it is for the people to judge. We 


know that the railway already there 


does not much more than pay expenses, 
and if there is another one subsidized by 
the Government to run alongside of it for 
forty-eight miles, of course the commerce 
of the country has got to pay enough to © 
keep up both of them. Subsidizing rail- 
ways 1s not a new thing. I remember 
years ago, when I had a seat in the On- 
tario Legislature, the Premier of the Pro- 
vince brought down a Bill appropriatin 

$3,900,000 of the people’s money to ai 

railways. He gave us thirty hours to 
pass the Bill; but we are allowed only 
tifteen or sixteen hours here. I op- 
posed that appropriation. I am satis- 
tied I was right there, and that I 
am right now, because we ought to 
have full explanations in reference to 
the expenditure of this money. There 
are no less than twenty-one railways to be 
subsidized under this Bill. Can any one 
who hears me say how much new country 
they are going to open up, how many of 
them will compete with existing railways, 
or how many of them will run through 
portions of the country where people 
ought to build their own railways? I 
have had no explanation of that, but I am 
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asked to vote $3,200,000. That is a large | so that we may know what they are going 
sum of money. The Finance Minister todo. Ifthere was ever any country in 
tells us that we should call a halt: [agree the world that went railway mad this 
with him. He says in his Budget Speech | country is going railway mad now. Can 
that we ought shortly tc diminish our in-' anyone in thie House justify the expendi- 
debtedness: I agree with him, Itis true ture of this large sum of money without 





the other House is responsible for voting 
the money of the people, but we have a 
duty also to perform in the interest of the 
country. Are we doing right to vote this, 
money on such short notice, without 
knowing anything about it? I confess 
that I do not know much about it, except 








knowing what it is for ? Suppose when 
we go home we are asked by the people 


we represent here why we voted aid to 


these several railways, what answer can 
we give? Can we say whether the roads 
are to be built for opening up unsettled 
portions of the country, or whether the 








in the case of a few railways in the vicinity | money is going into the hands of specula- 
of my own home. I know it would be a/tors? For the life of me 1 could not say. 
blessing to this country if the Senate ot| [am satisfied that some of these grants 
Canada were to throw out this Bill, be-| are going into the hands of speculators; I 
cause these grants have been forced from do not know how many of them will be 
the Government. Deputation after depu-. for the advantage of the public, but I know 
tion has been sent to urge the Government | that some of these roads are running right 
to grant assistance to railways. We have’ alongside of other railways, and that there 
done wonders in this country, and have are portions of the country which are much 
been very prosperous. We have been morein need of railways than where some 
carrying full sail since Confederation. | of these lines are torun. I know this, but 
The revenue has been increasing all the; what am I to do? If I could throw out 
time, and so it will go on increasing as| the whole thing by my vote I would do it, 
long as the purchasing power of the peuple ‘ because I believe [ would be doing good 
continues, but if we have a short crop in service to the country and to the Govern- 
this country and the purchasing power of, ment. I remember on the occasion that I 
the people diminishes, where is the pur-| spoke of before, in the Ontario Legislature, 
chasing power to come from? Weought/I tried to throw out the Subsidy Bill and 
to put our House in order. There is no'divided the House on it, but it went 
doubt in my mind at all that when the through, and I am satisfied that this Bill 
Finance Minister made the remarks which | will go through; but I thought I should 
I am about to read he had that in view. not let it pass without entering my pro- 
He says: test. The leader of the House says that 

‘*It seemed to me that we ought not, after the | the amount of the subsidies this year 18 
clone of the year eee to dan qe nest ‘less than it was last year. How much less? 
that we ought not to Mere the publie expenditure T do not see much difference. ‘The amount 
prudent course, without stinting the public service in' this year is $3,276,014; last year it was 
any way, to carry on this service in a generous man- | 83 088 000. 

ad d , 


ner to meet the capital obligation which we h: 
already assumed, and to go to the year 1892 without 


adding to our public debt.” | Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—$1,114,000 is the 
Is it not time to stop all but proper , re-vote. 

enterprises to promote the settlement of’ 

this country? Ido not stand here to say, Hon. MR. McCCALLUM—And it will be 
that the (rovernment should not encourage, |a re-vote next year. If my vote could 
in every way, legitimate enterprises, but throw out this Bill I would gladly give it, 
how do I know that these are proper? but [ know I could not get any support. 
Am I going to take it on trust? Lhave, Why? Because this thing is equally di- 
not had time to examine this Bill, and I | vided all over the Provinces of the Domin- 
do not care to take anything on trustfrom)ion. Like the case of the prisoner who 
he House of Commons. I venture to say , stole the hams, each one of the jury had a 
that the Government of the country have | piece of the pork and none of them would 
got to take it a good deal on trust them-' convict him. If there is a railway subsi- 
selves. I urge the Government, if they |dized in one man’s locality it is natural 
want to aid any such enterprises, to bring | that he should vote for the whole $3,000,- 
down their measure earlier in the Session, ,000 in order that he may get his portion 
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of it. Ifhe did not vote for the Bill his; be frozen out There is not traffic enough 
peopl would find fault with him. The for two in a thinly settled country and it 
ill is ingeniously devised; every Pro-|is throwing money away. I have warm 
vince of the Dominion has got a share of friends engaged in railway speculation, but 
this money. I am aware that there is no that does not prevent me from saying 
use saying anything about it. I felt so what I think even of their schemes. For 
annoyed when it came down last night/ instance, take the Niagara Central, from 
that I made up my mind that I would op-|the Suspension Bridge to Hamilton, 48 
pose it if I stood alone, but better counsels; miles. The Government has _ granted 
prevailed. I hope the Government will | $3,200 a mile towards that line. That is 
be warned when they bring down these|a railway running right alongside of the 
measures in future to bring them earlier.) Grand Trunk Railway all the way. There 
No doubt the Government are anxious to are plenty of localities in this country 
do what is right. It is only a day or two, where they have no railway facilities at 
since they got through with the settle-jall. What is the object of these two rail- 
ment of the subsidies. Deputation after! ways? The people of St. Catharines and 
deputation came here seeking grants in: of the city of Hamilton must be favorites 
aid of various schemes, and the Govern-'of this Government if they are going to 
ment found it difficult to make up their, bonus this railway in order that they may 
minds what companies should be subsi- have competition in rates. If the Grand 
dized and what companies should not be.: Trunk Railway, or any other railway in 
If this thing continues, the country is this country, is charging too much to the 
bound to come to grief. I hope the people, then we should have a Railway 
leader of the House will give us this! Commission to regulate rates. I think it 
pledge, that hereafter any subsidies in aid is rather unjust to the Grand Trunk Rail- 
of railways will be submitted earlier in way. They cannot more than live now 
the Session, and then we will have more and to subsidize another railway running 
information as to what we are asked; alongside of it will injure it still further, 
to do; because I confess to you, as faras I What will be the result? Ifthat railway 
am concerned myself, that with the ex-|is built it will be turned into a goose 
ception of a few lines in the Province of| pasture in five years. We have examples 
Ontario, I have got to vote this blind.! enough of it in this country already, for 
Others may have more information than Iiif that road goes into the hands of the 
have about this matter, but [ question | Grand Trunk Railway certainly they will 
very much if they have. Each one may | not run the two lines, because the Grand 
know something of the railways in his; Trunk Railway has acted on that principle 
own locality, but I doubt if any mem- before. There was a competing road sub- 
ber here can explain why this grant is sidized from Listowel to Palmerston. The 
given to each of the twenty-one railways. | two tracks were running alongside of 
At six o’clock the Speaker left the Chair. ' each other, and the sheriff sold as of them, 
and some gentlemen have it now fora goose 

After Recess. and sheep pasture. Another instance that 
I know of is a road from Palmerston to 

ox. Mr. McCALLUM resumed his Stratford, bonused by the Government and 
speech: Before the House rose at 6 0’clock, by the municipalities, alongside of a com- 
1 said I would explain something that I, peting line. One of these is shut up. Is 
knew about the ruads now subsidized by jit desirable that the money of the people 
the Government. | do not intend to detain | of this country should go to build railways 
the House but a short time, knowing 1hat | under such circumstances. The Govern- 
it is late in the Session, but I will say to| ment said at the beginning of the Session, 
hon. Senators here that I know very little |‘ Halt!” Yet here are $3,000,000 of the 
of this Bill, having had only a few hours | people’s money voted away for something 
to look at it, and i hope each hon. gentle-| for which we have no explanation. I see 
man will explain the subsidy to railways|a subsidy here for a railway from Wood- 
in his own part of the country. Isaythat stock to London and Chatham, 80 miles, 
the Government should be very careful in: $256,000. I know they are not suffering 
subsidizing any railway running parallel for railways in that part of the country, 
to another line, for one or the other must! and Iam as satisfied as that I am now 
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talking to you that this will be a strong 
competing railway with the others, and 
railways have to live. The commerce of 
the country must pay them, or they will 
be shut up and turned into goose pastures. 
Such a pressure is brought to bear on the 
Government that they have to give way, 
and I feel that it would be a blessing in 
disguise to the Government of the Domin- 
ion if the whole thing was thrown out b 

this House to-night. I see another rail- 
way here, in which a friend of mine is very 
much interested, the Lake Erie and Detroit 
Railway Company—fifty miles of railway 
along a line to be fixed by the Governor 
in Council, the subsidy not exceeding $3,200 
a mile. This is a railway running along 
the Detroit River and Lake Erie. The 
Government have spent a large amount of 
money in Pigeon Bay to build a harbor 
there, and here they are subsidizing a rail- 
way to take away the business from that 
harbor. Knowing the locality, I know 
something about it, and some of the other 
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we should have a better opportunity of 
looking into the merits of each case. There 
seems, however, to be something in the | 
way of doing this—deputation after depu- 
tation coming forward to ask, even up to 
the last day or two of the Session, for sub- 
sidies. If gentlemen look back some three 
or four weeks ago, they will find that the 
Premier of the country said that he would 
bring down the railway subsidies at a cer- 
tain date. They did not come. It was 
asked, from time to time, when they were 
coming down, and still they did not come 
down until a few days ago. No doubt it 
was from the fact that there were so many 
deputations coming to Ottawa to try and 
get a slice from the Government. I know 
of but one way, if the Government are to 
continue to subsidize roads, and I think 
they ought to do it, and that is to subsidize 
only such roads as are to be of benefit in 
opening up the country. I do not say that 
they should give it to such roads as my 
hon. friend has spoken of, running parallel 





railways. I must do my duty and tell | to other roads through a settled country 
what I think about them. Here is another! for a few miles. Such roads might be built 
railway, the Cobourg, Northumberland | by the municipalities and by the companies 
and Pacific Railway, $3,200 per mile. The themselves. But in this country of ours, 
Cobourg people had a railway not very where it is such a long distance from ocean 
long ago, and I believe the Canadian|to ocean, and where there is such a vast 
Pacific Railway goes through Peterbor-' extent of territory, everything should be 
ough, but they are not satisfied ; they get: done by the Government to open it up for 
$69,000 from the Treasury of this country, |settlement in all directions, north, west 
in order to build a competing line with and east, if necessary, so as to enable 
the Grand Trunk Railway. [think the settlers to get into the country and 
Grand Trunk Railway has been used very | assist in itsdevelopment. The Americans 
badly by the Government in that respect. have opened up a vast extent of country 
I said in the beginning of the few remarks | by means of railways; the settlers have 
I made that it was my intention at one followed the lines of railway. Fifty years 
time to divide this House on these resolu-' ago, before we had any railways, such a 
tions, and | say now that if my vote could thing was not thought of. The settler 
throw out these resolutions it would be; had to work his way into the wilderness 
given in a moment, and I would consider | 42 best way he could to take up land, 
it one of the best actions of my life in the and had to undergo all the hardships of 
interests of the people of Canada, and in | pioneer life; but now we find that settlers 
the interest of the Government themselves, | are not willing to go into any country if it 
because I feel satisfied, with the deputa-|is not opened up by railways; consequently 
tions coming down here from day to day,!if we do not open up our country by rail- 





ushing the Government to get subsidies 
or railways up to within the last two or 
three days, that it was impossible to resist 
them. It was for this reason that the Gov- 
ernment could only bring down their Bill 
a few days ago. 


Hon. Mr. FLINT—Like my hon. friend 
from Monck, I think these Bills should be 
brought down earlier in the Session, and 


ways we cannot expect our lands to be 
scttled upon very rapidly. With regard 
to a great many of these subsidies, I agree 
with my hon. friend that they are not 
altogether beneficial, and there are roads 
of gieat benefit which should not be 
destroyed for the sake of establishing 
competing lines. I know, from my own 
experience, that it is desirable that the 
Government should be prepared with their 














measures in the beginning of the Session — 
at leust all their important measures should 
be brought down within a short time after 
the opening of Parliament. I look back 
now to 1862, when I was first elected to 
what is called the Upper House—the Leg- 
islative Council. I know at that Session 

just two days before the Session was 
closed, we were told that the Governor 
would be down at a certain hour to close the 
House, and no less than nine Bills came 
from the other House for our considera- 
tion, and J for one objected to taking those 
Bills into consideration at so late a 
period of the Session. Others followed 
me, and the consequence was that the 
leader of the House, Sir Alexander Camp- 
bell, withdrew them, and they were 

brought in the following Session. I think 
there are several Bills here which might 
have been brought down before now, but 
as regards this Bill I think the reason 
why it was not brought in earlier has been 
fully explained. It will be unfair to these 
roads, which are going to be a great 
benefit in opening up the country, if: 
this measure were to be thrown out., 
In 1862, when I first came into the 
Upper House, [ introduced a Bill for 
a railway up the valley of the Moira 
from Belleville to Georgian Bay. I got it 
passed. The Hon. George Brown was then | 
a member of the Government, The two 
Messrs, Wallbridge and myself met the; 
Government, and explained what we re- 
quired, and they p.omised to give us, if 
the route was thought satisfactory, in re- 
ference to the minerals in our part of the 








country, not only a land subsidy, but a, 


subsidy in money; but they wanted to 
send some person in there, in order to ex- 
amine the country thoroughly before the 
next Session, In the meantime, I was 
anxious that the Bill should go through, 
and Mr. T. C. Wallbridge promised me 
faithfully that it would. But Mr. Louis 
Wallbridge thought it better to throw: 
it overboard for a while, and in the mean- 
time we should buy up mineral lands in 
the district. I did not believe in doing 
that. The Bill was in the hands of T. C. 
Wallbridge, and it was burked, and the 
consequence was they were both of them 
burked at the next election, and I had the 


honor of helping to burk them. That | 
It | 
| 


brought Mr. Bowell into the House. 
was à hard pill for me to take Mr, Bowell 


for a representative, and to pass around, 
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with him, for we differed so very widely 
in our views; still, anybody rather than 
take the man who had been the means of 
injuring the country to such an extent by 
burking the Bill. That is the only time [ 
ever asked the Government for a subsidy 
for a railway, or anything else, until this 
Session. I was waited upon by a deputa- 
tion from Belleville, and they requested 
me to go with them to the Premier to see 
about a subsidy for a road from Belleville 
to Lake Nippissing. I wascalled upon to 
explain to Sir John the need of the road 
und the advantage it would be for the 
country, and particularly in opening up 
the valley of the Moira, There were 
fourteen water powers that would be 
made available for manufacturing pur- 
pecs provided this road was built. 

ut it was to run back into the dis- 
trict a long way, and the country through 
which it was intended to run is rich in 
minerals, not only iron, but asbestos, 
actinolite, marble, and so on. So that 
there would be a vast amount of trade got 
for the road after it was built. It would 
also open up a tract of country where 
there was very little water communica- 
tion, and would be the means of bringing 
out a vast amount of timber which other- 
wise would be destroyed, if settlers went 
in there, because there were no means of 
getting it to market. À subsidy is granted 
for thirty miles of it this year, and as a 
matter of course the road will be started, 
A prominent merchant of Belleville, presi. 
dent of the Board of Trade, told me that 
with this subsidy they would go on with 
the road, and draw that subsidy as far as 
it goes. If this Bill were thrown out it 
would kill the road for another year, and 
then if there were no more subsides 
granted by the Government it would 
probably kill it for all time to come. Sup- 
posing the people should go to work ener- 
getically and build the whole of these 
roads this year, what would be the effect 
on the country? This would mean an 
expenditure of eighteen or twenty millions 
of dollars throughout the length and 
breadth of the land, for the subsidies are 
pretty well divided over the Provinces, 
and would therefore be a great boon to 
the people. It is possible that the crop 
may fail. If the crop did fail the people 
would have the advantage of this work, 
and it would give them money to buy 
with. I am not one of those who look on 








an old gentleman who lived in Ogdens-|ture of mowing machine knives. It 
burgh who never could be induced to go | would yield 85 per cent. of pure iron, and 
on the ice in winter, even if it were 3:all we want is a railway to get it out. 
feet thick, for fear he would drown, IjTaking our country all through, from 
believe in going ahead and spending money | ocean to ocean, there is everything to in- 
in trying to get settlers into the country, | duce us to open it up as rapidly as we can. 
and the more settlers we induce to come; There will be a time in the early history 
into the country the sooner we will be-;of the country, though I do not expect to 
come a great nation. I believe that ifthe see it myself, when we can compete fair- 
Government intend to give subsides another |ly with our neighbors as to population. 
year it would be well to letit be knownearly | We have one advantage over them: we 
in the season, so that those who expect sub- nave no cyclone or floods that cause so 
sides should put in their application within | much damage in the neighboring Republic. 
one month of the meeting of Parliament; We are fortunately situated in that re- 
or no subsidies would be granted; then it|spect, and I know that there are a great 
would be giving us an opportunity of| many who have gone from the part ot the 
looking into the merits of each case. The} country where live to the United States, 
prosperity of our country depends on our who, if they could only get enough to 
doing everything possible to induce set- | bring them back to Canada, would be glad 
tlers to come to it, and we cannot induce to get home again. I trust therefore that 
them to scttlo here unless we give them/|there will be no division on this matter, 
roads by which they can get into the back! but after it has been ventilated it will 
country. Too much has been given to! pass the House, and then the Government 
competing roads. Competition is a very| will see, another season, that if there is 
good thing, as far as it goes, with the any subsidy to be granted there will be 
Grand ‘lrunk Railway, and this road I| none given, except to those that are really 
speak of from Belleville back will bring going to be of vast importance to the 
usin line with the Canadian Pacific Railway | country. 

running from Toronto to Ottawa, and 
give to Belleville a double chance to go! Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not propose 
either one way or the other. Competi-| to say anything about this Bill, but I feel 
tion, in my opinion, is the life of trade. 1) that it would be to a certain extent dis- 
do not believe in combines; I believe in respectful to the Government to allow 
competition, and consequently if we can'so important a measure to pass with- 
succeed in building this road it will be a! out at least showing to it the courtesy of 
great benefit to the county of Hastings|a little criticism, This Bill is the latest 
and to the country north ofus. I can| development of a policy which was entered 
furnish, within thirty miles of Belleville,!upon in the year 1882. Hon. gentlemen 
all the iron, marble and actinolite that: will perhaps remember that there was an 
would be used in the next fifty years. We election in that year, and that Sir Charles 
could build up our iron industries, and in-; Tupper was Minister of Railways. Every 
stead of having to grant bonuses of $2|one who knows that hon. gentleman is 
a ton to any one who will manufacture aware that he is particularly skilful in 
iron, it would only be a short time when | devising means of carrying elections. That 
we would have iron works, not only in‘ year the Railway Bill helped to carry a 
Belleville but in other places, that would great many elections. Previous to that 
supply all the iron that is needed in this| time we had acted on the theory—in ac- 
country. The more we can manufacture: cordance with the provision of the British 
and the more we can sell the less we will | North America Act—that the Dominion 
have to purchase abroad, and I do not see i Parliament should deal only with railways 
why we should not encourage iron manu-' which extended from one Province into 
factures. By that means, not only can another, or which extended from Canada 
we supply our own country, but help to|into a foreign country. That year the 
supply others. I can assure hon. gentle-| principle was introduced that any railway 
men that I know of iron within 80 miles| which connected with a line of that sort 
of Belleville that is declared by manufac- | was a work for the general benefit of Can- 
turers to be superior to anything they can|ada, and was a proper subject for the 
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assistance of the Parliament of Canada. A'is not. Year after year we have had 
great many members felt at the time that | the aid of the Dominion Government given 
the country was entering upon a system : to lines that wero in no sense Dominion 
the end of which it was very difficult to roads; not only that, but we have had aid 
foresee: and the result has justified our given to roads that possessed no provincial 
expectations. Supposing that the poli:y value, that were local in the most re- 
was adopted of giving aid from the Dom- stricted sense—purely local roads. We 
inion Treasury to railways throughout the | have had aid given to roads which were 
country, there were two courses which | intended to parallel existing roads, which 
might have been adopted in the way of, had enough to do to pay their working ex- 
carrying out that policy. There might | penses, and paid almost nothing to the 
have been the statesmanlike policy which | people who built them. The hon. gentle- 
would have been something of this sort:|man from Monck has pointed out in the 
the Government taking advice from one} present Bill, I think, three cases where the 
anotherand from theirengineers, undstudy- | Government propose to subsidize railways 
ing caretully the map of the country.should , running parallel to the Grand Trunk Rail- 
have ascertained the sections of country | way, and only a short distance from that 
which had not railway facilities. As has line. That 1s a pou which cannot be 








been stated by the hon. gentleman from he Grand Trunk Rail- 
Trent division, nowadays settlers will not 
go in large numbers to a country where 
there are no railways:. and in the older 


defended at all. 

way has been built chiefly by the money 
_of English people, and it is not fair that we 
‘should undertake to construct roads which 


districts of the country the peuple who j the needs ofthe country do not ask for and 
had been living there and paying taxes! which are calculated to render the property 
for a number of years are ontitled to of those English shareholders valueless, as 
railway facilities. The statesmanlike policy far as these new roads can have that effect. 
for the Government would have been,; Anyone who takes up the Bill now on the 
leaving aside all personal and political | Table of the House will see that it carries 
considerations, to have looked over the|the kind of policy I speak of to a very 
map of the country and ascertained the great extent. There are subsidies here 
districts which had not railway facilities, for small pieces of road in different parts 
and if a district were found near a great of the country, roads which can be of 
trunk line of railway, which district had, almost no value outside of the immediate 
not railway facilities, the statesmanlike | neighborhood, and which in a great many 
policy would have been to have connected | cases compete with roads that are already 
that district with the great trunk line, not in existence, and therefore do not furnish 
to have built a line competing with the any needed accommodation to thecountry. 
great trunk line, but to have made a con- I omitted to say, when talking of the way 
nection with the trunk line if practicable. ' that stutesmen would have dealt with the 
As regards the Government railway itself question, that if the policy which I have 
—the Government happen to own a rail-: indicated had been adopted the (rovern- 
way some 600 miles long—cere should ment would have been in a position to 
have been taken in providing railway bring down their railway measures earlier 
facilities for the Provinces through which —they would know at the opening of 
the Intercolonial Railway runs, that the Parliament what portions of the country 
roads constructed in these Provinces needed railway facilities, and they would 
_ shonid, as far as po-sible, be feeders of the have been able to bring down a scheme to 

Intercolonial Railway, and not roads cal- supply the wants of the people of the coun- 
culated to take business away from that try as far as the means of the country at 
line, I venture to say that any hon. gen- that time would justify the expenditure. 
tleman who looks at the matter as a ques- The Government have no policy of their 
tion of business will agree with me, if he own, no regard for the interests of the 
puts aside all his local, personal and party different sections of the country. They 
feelings, that that is the way that tho rail- wait here until the end of the Session and 
ways should be built, so that the country until every member of the House of Com- 
should get value for the money put into: mons has put his personal views before 
them. It is unnecessary to ask the House them. They weigh the merits of rival 
if that has been the policy adopted. 





It schemes, not with a view to the benefit of 
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the whole country or with a view to the | Government, and it is not the time to dis- 
benefit of the section of the country where cuss the way in which the Government 
the railway is to be constracted, but with have managed the affairs vf the Intercol- 
a single eye—no, not with a single eye, onial Railway, but I cannotsit down with- 
but with two eyes, one directed to the out saying a few words on that subject. 
interest of the Conservative member in' The Intercolonial Railway was completed 
the district and the other one directed !in 1877, and if I remember rightly its cost 
to the next election. That has been the up to that time was about $28,000,000. 
policy, and one of the reasons why we To-day the cost of the Intercolonial Rail- 
are here now four months, and why we way stands at about $20,000,000 more than 
have to look back upon a four month’s/|that, and the road is really not a better 
Session, which has Mere almost | road than it was then. The Government 
nothing worth being looked back upon, is did not manage the road in the way in 
that the Government have been for the last which a private company owning the line 
few weeks fighting out the question as to| would have managed it. The most ordi- 





which railways shall be subsidized, in the 
Executive Council Chamber. Now, if the 
policy indicated by the hon. member from 
Monck, and which I have tried to develo 
a little further myself, had been adopted, 
there would have been no necessity for 
that, and the Government would have been 
at least as popular in the country as under 
the present system; because, after all, 
when the Government do their duty people 
are a little slow, may be, but still they are 
pretty sure in the end to recognize the fact 
that the policy which the Government 
adopts is in the interest of the whole coun- 
try. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That is how the 
Government are sustained so long. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There are two ways 
of being sustained. I say this with respect 
to the present Government: if a (rovern- 
ment led by an ordinary man had so con- 
ducted the affairs of this country as the 
Government of Sir John Macdonald has 
conducted them, that Government would 
not have lasted from one election to 
another. 


Hon. Mra. DEVER—Thuat is because this 
Government is led by a statesman. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—My hon. friend 


nary terminal facilities do not exist on the 
Intercolonial Railway. At Halifax, which 
was spoken of as the city which was to be 
the great Liverpool of Canada, there are 
at the present time no facilities for storing 
perishable articles, such as fruit and vege- 
tables. One can hardly fancy that sucha 
state of things can exist. I presume that 
$10,000 would build a frost-proof ware- 
house at Halifax, and although the atten- 
_ tion of the Government and of the Railway 
Department has been called to that year 
after year nothing has been done. 
Hon. Mr. ALMON—The terminus at 
Halifax was got under the Mackenzie 
(iovernment. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—I am glad that the 
‘hon, gentleman has reminded me of the 
fact that the only respectable things we 
have in connection with the railway at Hali- 
fax—the passenger station and the freight 
shede beside it—were built under the Mac- 
kenzie administration; and although ever 
since that time the want of this frost-proof 


| 
| 


| warehouse has been felt, and although the 


‘shippers of apples in the Annapolis valley 
have been afraid to ship from Halifax 
because of the want of that warehouse, the 
Government cannot afford to spend ten or 
twelve thousand dollars in building a 


from St. John confounds the politician: necessary structure of that sort. Then 
with the statesman. The statesman looks again. coming to the other end of the rail- 
to the welfare of the country. The poli-: way at Levis, a complaint was made 
tician bribes the people with their own several years ago that the Intercolonial 
money, I think that is an expression Railway was ‘n the hands of the Grand 
which has bcea used by the leader of the | Trunk Railway, that it had no connection 
Government; and the statesman uses the!except with the Grand Trunk Railway. 
people’s money tor the benefit of the peo- land it was suggested that the Intercolonial 
ple. I do not propose to go into the details Railway should be built to the water's 
of this measure. This is not the time to edge opposite Quebec and a large ferry 
discuss the general railway policy of the, steamer put on for the purpose of making 
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the northern or north-western end of the 
Intercolonial Railway a competing point 
for freight. The Government took the 
hint as far as regards going om with the 
construction of the railway. They paid 
enormous sums for land damages at 
Point Levis and in its neighborhood, 
and those twelve miles of railway 
have cost the. country some $2,:00,000 
at the present time; yet the thing for 
which that branch was intended has never 
been done. To-day there are no freight 
connections between the North Shore 
Railway and the Intercolonial Railway. 
After all these millions—I do not know 
that we are quite done paying out money 
for land damages—have been expended | 
the Intercolonial Railway comes to the 
water’s side at Point Levis, but there | 
no proper freight connection between the 
north shore and the Intercolonial Rail- 
way. It would not take x statesman to, 
provide facilities of thut sort; any private 
railway company owning and managing a 
road for themselves would have had those 
facilities. Then again the Government, | 
on the eve of an election, undertook to | 
construct what was called a “Short Line” 
in the counties ot Cumberland, Colchester 
and Pictou. It was alleged by the hon. 
gentleman—I do not know whether he 
was then Minister of Railways, or whether 
he had passed into the Finance Depart- 
ment—that this road would shorten the 
distance between Oxford, in the county of 
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length competing with their own line all 
that distance and not offering any advan- 
tage whatever for conducting the business 
of the road. I find in this Bill the same 
principle is carried out. Subsidies are 
given to lines, a principal effect of which 
will be to take business away from the 
Intercolonial Railway and render the de- 
ficit on that road, which is already too 
great, greater year by year. In another 
case where there was an opportunity for 
the Government to subsidize either of two 
lines, for the purpose of supplying two 
counties in Nova Scotia, one of which 
lines would have been a continuation of 
the Intercolonial Railway and a feeder to 
it, and the other one which would have 
been calculated to take business away 
from the Intercolonial Railway and carry 
it in other directions, the Government 
have, with that fatal facility for always 
doing the wrong thing in railway matters 
which seems to characterize them, subsi- 
dized the road which would take business 
away from the Intercolorial Railway, and 
which would at the same time do the 
least good to the part of the country to 
which [ have referred. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Which line is 
that ? 


Hon. Mr. POWER—It would take a 
long time to explain the matter to the hon. 
gentleman so that he would understand it; 


Cumberland, and New Glasgow, in the and I am not anxious to trouble the House 
county of Pictou, forty miles. The coun-, for that length of time. AsI said when I 
try has been put to an expense of between began, I do not propose to say anything 
two and three millions of dollars in the | about this Bill; but I have been tempted 
construction of that road, and now it is; into saying something as a sort of courtesy 
discovered that this road is only seven'to the hon. gentleman opposite who, by 
miles shorter than the Inte:colonial Ruail-| the way, seemed to think that we ehould 
way. The ettect of building the road is to’ vote this $3,300,000 without the slightest 


give a competing line with the Inter- explanation from him as to why we 
ue going to vote it or what the merits 


colonial Railway, to take away business 
from the Governments own line, to put|of any of the schemes were which the 
money was intended to subsidize. 


the country to the cost of keeping 

up this line, and all to shorten the 

distance seven miles. If the Inter-| Hon.Mr. KAULBACH—My hon. friend 
colonial Railway had been owned byjsays he would not take up the time of the 
a company do you suppose the com- House in trying to explain to me which 
pany would have done such a foolish'railway in Nova Scotia he referred to 
thing as that? Not at all. If it was!when he spoke of one being a competing 
desired to reach a port on the Straits of line into the Intercolonial Railway. It 
Northumberland the company would have ; must be because my hon. friend was afraid 
built a branch to Pugwash or whatever to let us know the linc he referred to. If 
port it was desired to reach: they would he had reference to the Liverpool and 
not have builtaline 40 or 50 miles in|Shelburne Railway it certainly has no 





bearing on this question at all. He talks 
about this being the latest development of 
the policy inaugurated by Sir Charles 
Tupper in 1882. He must have in mind 
the policy of the Hill-Vail Government, of 
which he was a supporter, which subsi- 
dized wild-cat schemes all over the country 
—a Government that kept itself alive by 
offering money for such schemes all over 
the Province of Nova Scotia. When they 
were in a position that they could hardly 
hold a Government together, they 
attempted to incorporate companies all 
over the Province. 


Hon. Mar. POWER—Would the hon. 
gentleman be kind enough to tell me what 
Government the Hill-Vail Government 
was? I never heard of it before. 


Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The Hill Gov- 
ernment, then. We know when they held 
power by the vote of two members they 
offered a subsidy for the building ofa rail- 
way in Lunenburg, which they said 
they would not build themselves and 
nobody would attempt to put a dollar into, 
Fortunately, there were men in the county 
of Lunenburg who were determined that 
the grant should be expended, and if we 
have it to-day, after fifteen years of exer- 
tion, it is through the aid of this Govern- 
ment here. The Hill Government almost 
brought the Province of Nova Scotia into 
bankruptcy, borrowing money to build 
railways and sacrificing them afterwards, 


us they did in the case of the Eastern Ex-: 
My hon. friend says that this is 
not done to subserve the interests of the’ 


tension. 


different parts of Canada. I believe it has 


been, as far as I can form an opinion. My! 
hon. friend seems to have the power of. 


divination beyond other gentlemen: he 
seems to know every locality where these 
roads are to yo and the developments to 


arise from them. He draws largely upon ' 
his imagination when he comes ta this 
House and tells us what the effects. will be | 
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friend’s memory is short. 
said so. 


out of the surplus revenue they are expend- 
ing money®in a way most beneficial to the 
whole Dominion. This money is to be 
taken out of an estimated surplus. How 
can the Government form and estimate of 
that surplus before the meeting of Parlia 
ment? They cannot do that until they 
see how they are to raise the money in 
order to furnish the subsidies. Would the 
hon. gentleman approve of the Government 
appropriating this money without consult- 
ing the representatives of the people and 
ascertaining what is best in the interests 
of the whole country? Although it is un- 
fortunate that some of these Bills are 
introduced late, yet I believe it is done out 
of due regard on the part of the Govern- 
ment for what is in the best interests of 
the country. It has been said that in the 
thickly settled parts of the country we do 
not require railways. I believe that we 
ought to havethem in many thickly settled 
parts of the Dominion, which furnish the 
revenue of the country, and which cer- 
tainly should have some benefit from the 
railways as well as the far west. But my 
hon. friend says in the far west it is better 
to give them money and not lands. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—Excuse me; I never 


said anything of the kind. 


Hon. Mra. KAULBACH—My hon. 
I yet believe he 
The best assets the companies 


have in the North-West are the lands. 


The value of those lands to the Govern- 
ment is nothing—almost worse than noth- 
ing; they are atax on the country. They 
are appreciated far more highly by the 
companies than the money they could get. 
The bonds they can float on those lands 
far exceed what they could do with a cash 
subsidy. You cannot build up that North- 
West without constructing railways. Peo- 
ple will not go into such a country until 








of constructing these roads in various parts | railways are built. Therefore, I say I be- 
of Canada. When he does that, he imposes lieve this policy of aiding railways is a wise 
upon the House his views, whichI do not one. You cannot devote the surplus reve- 
believe are sustained by the knowledge nue that we have to a wiser purpose. I 
whicn he presumes he has, and which he know in Nova Scotia, when the Local Gov- 
says in Many Cases issogreatthatinorder ernment with which the hon. gentleman 


to make me understand the question he 
would take up toolongthetime of the House. 
As I said before, the Nova Scotia Govern- 
ment have kept themselves in power by 


has been so closely identified failed to 
build the Liverpool and Shelburne Rail- 
way, when the ties were rotting and the 


rails rusting for years, the Dominion Gov- 





Subsidies in aid [MAY 15, 1890.] of Railways Bill. 897 


_— — ss _ = —— ne ==. ee eee ee ee ie aes a eS re re rr ee 





—_ Hee — —— tn ee 





ernment came to the rescue, and we see | public expense, and that was one of the 
the effects of the stimulus given to that reasons why they rejected it then. The 
part of the country by the subsidies ap-| hon. gentleman pointed to the fact of what 

ropriated by this Government. What had been the policy of the Dominion with 

ave we seen in the counties of Shelburne | respect to public works of this description, 
and Queen's? The Local Government and he contrasted what had been with 
dangling a railway project before the | what was before us in this Bill, and stated 
people every time en election was coming | what in his judgment would have been a 
on, without any intention of building the statesmanlike line to pursue. I do not 
road. setting one part of the country think he went very deeply into what was 
against another, and by that means help-|not. I presume he led the House to infer 
ing to maintain themselves in office. That 'that the line of policy which had been 
has been the policy of the Government of; pursued was the unstatesmanlike line. 
which my hon, friend is so strong an ad-| But there is this to be said with regard to 
vocate. Whatastriking contrast between! Dominion colonial railways, such as the 
their policy and the wise and progressive | inhabitants of new countries find it abso- 

olicy of the Dominion Government! If it; lutely necessary to their existence to con- 

ad not been for the wise way in which struct, that they actually stand in the 
the Dominion Government came to the! position in which highways stand in other 
rescue of Nova Scotia our Province would | countries. Here we have vast tracts of 
not be in such a favorable position as it territory before us, through which there 
occupies to-day. are only the trails of the Indians or the 


portages of the trapper, or it may be some 

Hon. Mra. HAYTHORNE—L think that, waterway or river with its natural obstruc. 
the opening part of the speech of the hon. | tions to overcome. Civilization points out 
gentleman from Halifax was very suitable | the fact that the progress of wealth and 
to the occasion. He reminded the House | industry cannot go on with such inadequate 
of what had been, after Confederation had | means of communication, and then it comes 
taken effoct, the proper Dominion policy | to the Government of the day and requests 
with regard to public works, and I think | them to push their lines of railway through. 
that anyone who is conversant with the | Now, here is where Governments have 
circumstances attending the admission of been placed, in my opinion, in a most 
some of the other Provinces into the|dangerous position. They feel that to re- 
Dominion will be able to see that what the | ject the demands of their supporters, or of 
hon. gentleman stated had been the policy. others who are not their supporters, per- 
I can bring testimony in favor of that my- | haps, to build them lines of railway, loses 
self. I know that when Prince Edward: them their support, and the consequence 
Island was invited to join the Dominion |is they are obliged often to adopt a line 
of Canada, and a deputation of its Minis-| which is neither the shortest nor the 
ters visited the Province, it was there’ easiest, but is one which serves the pur; 
stated most explicitly that the BUD Ponce of party. That is a great misfortune, 
works of the Dominion must be such as!in my opinion; it is one which has been 
joined one Province to another, or con-' felt not only in Canada but in other coun. 
nected one or more Provinces with each | tries, and the point which I would like to 
other, or the sea. In fact, that was the draw attention to is this—whether there 
great object of the Intercolonial Railway. is any possibility of emerging from this 
The Local Government and Legisluture re- | state of things? Can any system be adopted 
jected those offers of Cunada, which were | calculated to carry out the necessary com. 
made to Prince Edward Island, in perfect munications of the country and at the same 
good faith, and no doubt in the opinion of|time not debauch the people? That is the 
Canada were exceedingly liberal, but the | porns which [ think ought to be studied, and 
Island Province in answering the proposi-| I think my hon, friend from Halifax saw 
tion which was laid before them by the|that question in a tolerably clear light, 
Dominion of Canada pointed to the fact! although it is not one which is peculiar to 
that by the Dominion Act of Confederation ; Canada. I happened to read during a part 
they were unable to enjoy the advantages | of this long Session that last work of Sir 
which other Provinces reaped by means of | Charles Dilke’s. I think the name will be 
lines of railways or steamships ran ati familiar to most people in this House, He 
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is a gentleman who was one of the most. bas accrued in consequence of that power. 

romising of English statesmen, but has It may be said that here in Canada the 
Loen under a shadow for many years, but railways are almost all owned by corpora- 
his energy and capacity are none the less. tions. It is very true the busivess of this 
He has wealth, youth and everything to | Pariiament, or a very large part of it, for 
enable him to make extensive voyages several Se-sions, has been the passing of 
of discovery. He has a facile penjrailway Bills, but I suppose there are 


and still more facile tongue, and that 
gentleman has given his experience of 
what he has called, very appropriately, 





very few of those compunies that have 
not at some time or other received assist- 
ance from the Government, and therefore 


Greater Britain, in two separate works.!I think it is not a very large stretch of 
In the more recent one he reviews his imagination to see that the day may 
former experience and shows how far his | come, and may not be so very far distant, 
expectations have been confirmed by tacts,| when the Government, following in the 


and shows in some cases how they have 
not turned out as he expected. In the 
Australian colonies, where so very large a 
burden of debt has been imposed upon the 
people owing to their borrowing largely 
for railway purposes, the lines of railway 
are almost entirely owned by the Govern- 
ment, and Sir Charles Dilke tells his read- 
ers that so completely have the public 
and even the politicians themselves been 
disgusted by the jobbery and evil influence 
that arose from Government construction, 
all parties came to this conclusion at last, 
that the management of the railways had 
better be taken enlirely out of the hands 
of the politicians and placed in the hands 
of commissioners—men of influence and 
character, not subject to be removed in 
consequence of changes of Government, 
which in those countries have been far 


| steps of the United States, may say to the 
companies: “If you manage your affairs so 
indifferently as to make it necessary for 
you to be coming to the Treasury for as 
;sistance for your own branches, we will 
|have to take you before the court.” In 
Australia these railway commissions have 
been established and have boen found—lI 
speak on the authority of Sir Charles 
| Dilke—to give the greatest satisfaction. 
Even the politicians themselves are bound 
to confess that the new system of railway 
management there is better than the old 
one. Of course, we know that we cannot 
draw much analogy between the railways 
of America and the railways of Europe. 
Here we make a railway into the wilder- 
‘ness and we expect settlement to follow 
it. That is a very good policy; but still 
there ought to be precaution taken in the 








more frequent than inCanada. Although! expenditure of the public money to see, 
the railways of Canada are, to a great ex-| when those railways are built, that they 
tent, companies’ lines, I believe that the answer the purposes intended. If they do 


Government have a decided influence in 
them, inasmuch as they have either given 
Jand or money or public property of some 
kind or other which gives them a tangible 
right to interfere with the management of 
those roads. If you take analogy from the 
United States, you find that wherever the 
public money or public lands have been 
iven to arailway, in that case the Federal 
overnment exercise supervision and have, 
on more occasions than one, to which I 
have referred in this House, brought the, 
railway companies into court, and when 
they had been challenged with the remark: 
de We are a free company; you have no 
power over us,” they have used the fact 
that where public lands or moneys have 
been given toa railway company, pro tanto , 
that railway company is amenable to the 
power of the Government and the laws of 
the country. In that way a great benefit 





not, the consequence is this: at first they 
stimulate a kind of fictitious prosperity. 
You see in a comparatively poor and bar- 
ren country a large amount of money in 
circulation, high wages paid and a sort of 
quasi prosperity existing, and men are 
told that that is the result of the Govern- 
ment policy. It is pointed out to them 
that it has been the policy of this Govern- 
ment to do so-and-so, and they point 
triumphantly to the result and say, 
“There they are.” Now, if that railway 
leading through a new country is settled 
on both sides with prosperous settlers, 
and those men till the soil and bring to 
market the produce of their lands, and 
forests and mines, so that the new road 
becomes productive, then I say the Gov- 
ernment have done well; but if they 
carry their lines into a new country 
at the dictation of members of Parliament, 
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with a view to their own interest and to 
their party’s interest, then I say the con- 
trary result is likely to occur, and that 
the railway, instead of being a nourisher 
of the Treasury, becomes a drag upon it. 
inasmuch as the evil day comes when in- 
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Hon. Mr. ALMON—They feel that this 
measure ought to have been brought down 
very inuch earlier, and we feel that this 
country is spending a very much larger 
sum of money than we ought to spend. The 
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg speaks 





terest must be paid, nothing is made on the! of our having a surplus in the Treasury. 
road, and the consequence is poverty.| We do not want a surplus, and we do not 
taxes, a Bill for railway subsidies, and, want unnecessary railways built to please 
another Bill entitled the ‘Customs Act,” Tom, Dick and Harry in the House of 
which grinds down tho population of|Commons. I am speaking for myself and 
the whole country to a pitch which | for several other gentlemen with whom I 
is melancholy to contemplate. I do|have spoken. A number of us feel that it 
not wish to occupy the attention of the; would be unfair to throw out these Bills 
House on this point. One of my chief| now, or attempt to throw them out. if we 
objects in rising to address the House at|are unable to do so: but next Session, 
all was that I might have an opportunity | notice, I trust, will be given to the mem- 
of calling the attention of the House to| bers of the Government that Bills for the 
what the Australians have been doing, and | expenditure of public money must be in- 
IT «peak on the authority of Sir Charles; troduced earlier in the Session, to give an 
Dilke. I would have brought this work|opportunity of discussing them. I feel 
and read the passages to which he refers | that I shall be obliged to support the Gov- 
to this House, but it so happens that my | ernment in this instance. 
own copy of the book is packed up, and 
the three copies which belong to the| Hon. Mr. REESOR—I would ask the 
Library are so much in demand that Ij hon. leader of the House whethor he will 
could get none of them this evening, so [| give some satisfactory explanation as 
had to trust to my memory on this point.|to why the appropriation was made to 
I hope that the Government may some| build a railway from Woodstock to Chat- 
day or other think over those things Ilham? We have two leading lines, if I 
have heard it intimated that there was an| understand rightly. We have the Cana- 
intention on the part of the gentleman | dian Pacific Railway and the Grand Trunk 
who leads this House so successfully of| Railway running east and west of these 
making an Australian tour last summer.| points. There is a through line. Why 
Although the tour did not take effect then, | we should want a short line running along- 
I believe there are still hopes that a mis- 1 side of these two main trunk lines, a dis- 
sion will be sent to the Australasian col-|tance of 80 or 90 miles, seems al- 
onies next summer, and it will be a subject, | most inexplicable, and it is to be 
perhaps, worthy of investigating as to how| feared that there are too many of 
those great lines of Australian railways|these appropriations made in the same 
have been and are managed. I throw out|way—that is, to build railways where 
these hints with the greatest deference in| they are not really needed. If these 
the world, believing that a better system appropriations were made to open u 
of management is possible, and one more new sections of country I do not thin 
consonant with the original intention of | there would be any objection to them, but 
the British North America Act, and I| where so many of them are made for lines 
think it is a thing which the Government | that are not needed it seems to be too bad, 
and Parliament of Canada ought to con-| at a time when the country is running in 
sider very maturely and thoroughly. debt every year to pay the interest on the 
resent debt, to make such expenditures, 
Hon. Mr. ALMON—I think the Conser- We are increasing our indebtedness at the 
vative members, at least some of them I rate of ten or fifteen million every year, 
have spoken to, are determined to support | and the exports of this country are not 
the resolutions which have been brought | sufficient to meet the interest on our public 
forward with regard to these subsidies, | debt or other debts. We want to get out 
but still very unwillingly they do so. of debt. I know that some hon. gentlemen 
say that we have built the Intercolonial 
Hon. MR. McK AY—Speak for yourself. | Railway, and the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
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and a great many other railways,and they} Hon. Mr. VIDAL—lIt is the same one. 
say that could not have been done without They want to extend the Canadian Pacific 
money; but to the extent we have aided Railway to Woodstock, but they cannot 
these railways, to that extent we have touch the subsidy until they complete 
added to our public debt and to our taxes, | their road to Chatham. 

and we are not reducing our debt, but are 
continually borrowing to pay the interest.|; Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not propose 
Why should we go on making appropria- to makea speech, or detain the House at 
tions to build railways in this reckless this late hour of the evening, but [ would 
manner? Why should the Senate, which like to say a word or two in reply to the 
is claimed to be an independent body, con-| volume of censure that has been hurled at 
sent to pass measures of this kind without | the Government by almost every gentle- 
having an opportunity to discuss the] man who has spoken. Now, there have 
merits of each case, and without having been subsidies granted by this House for 
the Bill laid before us in good time in order. certainly the last five years, and I find 
that we might do so? I would be willing that the subsidies now under considera- 
myself, rather than see this Bill passed, tion have been brought to this House two 
and appropriations made for $3,000,000, to days earlier than they have over been 
go with my hon. friend who opened the brought to the Senate any Session during 
debate on the question, and vote against the last five years. Since I have been in 
the whole of them. At the same time, [; this House there has never been any dis- 
admit there may be some of the appropri- | cussion on such Bills at all, whereas there 
ations that we ought not to throw out. In\is now ample time for discussion if hon. 
the section that I come from, near Toronto, | gentlemen choose, so that in point of 
we are not given a single dollar. Even it' time I do notsee that the Government are 
we were getting part of the ham I do not so very censurable when they are doing 
know that we should shield the party who their best to improve upon the practice 
stole it. which is distasteful to hon. gentlemen, 


| | and which is objectionable, and ought to 
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In answer to my be avoided as much as possible. Hon. 
hon. friend, I regret that I cannot give 


him all the details that he would desire, RE Delle ant de DD Ho 
| have not enquired into the details on 














: se at an early period of the Session. Can 
this occasion, because this is not a new they tell me how that can be done? 


The Government do not pass the subsidies. 
The House of Commons pass the subsidies, 
and the Government do not know until the 
House has got fairly into session what 
subsidies are demanded of them. When 
they do know, in pursuance of the prin- 
ciple which my hon, friend opposite 
expounded to us so eloquently a few 
moments ago, they have got to consider 
all the applications that are made to them, 
weigh them, consider them, select those 
that are deserving, and reject those that 


vote. This is a vote which the Senate 
passed two years ago. 


Hon. Mr. PAQUET—Four years ago. ' 
It was passed in 1886. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I knew it was a 
vote which the House had already passed, 
and I did not suppose that hon. gentiemen 
would call upon me to give explanations | 
in detail of a vote which had already; 
received their approval. | | 


Hoy. Mr. VIDAL—The grant the hon. : 


gentlemen from Markham refers to is for are not deserving. My hon. friend does 
a road going to Ingersoll, but they found it not deny that they do that, but he applies 
necessary to commence further east, at, to their actions in that respect a motive 
Woodstock. It is the same road, but they 1n which we, or at all events hon, gentle- 
cannot draw the muney until they reach men who have contidence in the Govern- 
Chatham. ment, are unable to agree with him. The 
| es _, hon. gentleman says that the only motive 
No. Ge cn y RUE de S which the Government studies—the only 
; : "motive which inspires them in granting 
Hon. Mr. REESOR—They have two'the various subsidies—is the desire to give 
roads now, the Canadian Pacific, and|a subsidy to the strongest supporter—to 
the put it where it will do the most good. My 
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hon. friend may have some secret or 
unknown process by which he discovers 
the motives which are passing cree 
the minds of other men. It is possible, 
though not probable, but I do not think 
the majority of the House, or the majority 
of the country agree with him in attribut- 
ing such motives to the Government. The 
process which has to be gone through in 
making those selections is not one which 
can be gone through in a day. This Session 
the process necessitated the sifting of con- 
siderably more than a hundred applications 
for subsidies. 1 do not remember the 
exact figures, but I think it is in the neigh- 
borhood of one hundred and twenty, out 
of which the twenty-one before us have 
been eliminated by this process of selec- 
tion, and I can state to my hon. friend, in 
contradiction of what he himself said as to 
the motives upon which this selection was 
made, that this selection has been the 
result of the most careful examination of 
the claims of every one of those companies, 
with a view to ascertaining where the 
expenditure of the public money was most 
beneficial to the people—where it will 
open up districts which have no railways 
at present, and where it will extend railway 
facilities, which are insufficiently provided 
at present. These are the motives, I 
assert, and I think I know as much about 
them as my hon. friend does, that have 
governed the Ministers in making the 


selection which they have done of the] 
twenty-one railways out of one hundred | 


and twenty-three applications for subsidies. 
This process is not a very easy one. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—There are forty- 
four subsidies. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—TI did not count 
them myself; I took the figures from the 
hon. eouvenen from Monck. The process 
by which this elimination takes place is 
pot an easy one. The claims of rival 
parties have to be heard and considered, 
and it cannot be done in two or three 
hours, or two or three days. The financial 

ition of the country has got to be 
nown; the accounts have to be completed 
and laid before the House, and discussed 
by the Government, to know what sum of 
money they csn with prudence apply to 
projects of this description. All this 
necessarily delays the preparation of the 
list . sees laid before the House. 


—— ie — 
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Hon. Mr. POWER—tThat is what we 
complain of. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Then the hon. 
gentleman is such a radical Reformer that 
he would do away with responsible gov- 
ernment, and place the Government in a 
position to do whatever they please, with- 
out consulting anybody or requiring the 
ro of the representatives of the people 
at all. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—“ Be sure you are 
right, and then go ahead.” 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle- 
man’s views of the duties of a statesman 
seem to be predicated entirely on the idea 
that the statesman shall be a Heaven-born 
statesman, knowing what is right and 
wrong, and he must have a despotic power 
to do what he thinks is right himself. 
That is not the position in which the Gov- 
ernment of Canada stand. They must 
consider the views of the House to which 
they are responsible. They cannot disre- 
gard or discourage them altogether. They 
must know, and must be prepared to de- 
fend, to the satisfaction of the House, the 
selections they make, and in order to do 
that their selections must be good; and [ 
maintain that in this instance the selec- 
tions have been as good and judicious as 
they could be made. 


Hon. Mr. POWER—The hams have 
been judiciously distributed. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT—The story is an 
amusing one, and may apply in some cases, 
but it does not apply in this one. The 
proof that the selection is a good one is 
the absence of any serious fault-finding 
with the selections that have been made. 
After all the censure of what the Govern- 
ment has done in respect of subsidies, what 
practical and precise fault has been found 
with the application of this money? The 
hon. gentleman from Monck is the only hon. 
gentleman who has mentioned the rail- 
ways to which he objects, and of what do 
they consist? They are four in number 
out of forty-four, 1 think my hon. frien 
said. The first on the list is the one to 
which my hon, friend a moment ago re- 
ferred. It is a re-vote, a vote which has 
been passed before by the House long ago, 
which has been in force for a long time, 
and which is nearly, as I understand, 
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earned at this moment. The next one is 
the St. Catharines and Niagara Railway 
Company, to which my hon. friend made 
reference several times during his speech, 
and to which he appeared to attach a ver 
great deal of importance indeed. It is 
only fourteen miles of road. Out of two 
millions of a new vote this is only $48,000, 
and there are many considerations which 
seem to me to justify the selection of that 
piece of road as a proper recipient of the 
assistance of the Government in this man- 
ner. This is a road which will give com- 
pee connection between Hamilton and 
iagara, between the United States sys- 
tem of railways and our own. There is 
now one railway there, it is true, but this 
is not merely a railway between two 
localities to serve their purposes. It 
is absolutely an international railway. 
It leads to the one point, for hundreds of 
miles, where there can be a crossing of the 
water division between Canada and the 
United, States. If there are to be two 
modes of connection or connections between 
the railway systems of this country 
and the United States anywhere within 
hundreds of miles of that point, it could 
only be at that point, because there is no 
other place west of Brockville, or east of 
Detroit, where connection between the 
railway systems of the two countries can 
be made. The fact that one railway runs 
parallel to the other does not lay it open 
to the fault-finding that it would be open 
to in any other part of the country—estab- 
lishing two railways between two localities. 
This is a railway following ou an interna- 
tional track, a track which must be follow- 
ed by every railway which seeks an inter. 
national connection. The third, the Lake 
Erie and Detroit River Railway Company, 
I may say I do not know much about, but 
I understand from such information as I 
have been able to gain that it passes through 
a country that is not now provided with 
railway communication. It is near the 
water, but that section of the country has 
no railway communication. It is being built 
slowly, and is calculated, I am told, to be 
of great benefit to the country through 
which it passes. The last one is the 
Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacific Rail- 
way. That railway, as I understand, is for 
a connection between the front and the 
rear lines of "Communication in Western 
anada, where *1t this moment there is no 
such connection, and it is obviously a con- 
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nection of great importance indeed. My 
hon. friend said there was a railway there, 
and what he states must be true. I under- 
stand that there was a railway there long 
ago, before the rear lines of railway be- 
tween the eastern and western portions 
of Ontario were constructed, and the rea- 
son why that road had to be abandoned, 
that the country was not sufficiently 
opened up to afford traffic no longer 
exists, 


Hon. Mr. REESOR—The road did not 
pay running expenses, and that was the 
reason they allowed it to drop. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Very likely that 
was the reason, but the railway that did 
not pay running expenses forty years ago, 
when the rear portions of the country had 
not been opened up, and when there was 
no means of communication at right angles 
to it, might now pay running expenses, 
and something more, and might serve as a 
very important means of commuication 
between the rear portions of the country 
and the front. These are the only railway 
companies whose subsidies have been dis- 
tinctly and precisely found fault with, and 
I think it is rather a tribute to the judici- 
ous selection of the railways mentioned in 
this Bill that only these could be found 
fault with, and, I venture to think, on 
rather insufficient grounds. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read a second time, on a division. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill, under suspension of the 
Rule. 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I was not in 
the House when the hon. the leader was 
speaking about the Niagara Central. He 
says it is an international railway. Of 
course it runs across the Niagara River at 
the Suspension Bridge, but there is another 
road that is being bonused by the city of 
Hamilton with $200,000 or $300,000 that 
is to run to the town of Welland. That 
railway is to run over a country where 
there is no railway near it. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT— Which is that ? 


Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—That is the 
Buffalo and Hamilton Railway. I merely 
speak of that, in case the Government are 
going to continue this system of bonusing. 
This is a part of the country that has not 
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had a railway at all, and it is better to sub- 


sidise railways where there are none than 
where there is competition. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 


LAND SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS 
BILL, 


SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (160) “ An Act to author- 
ize the granting of Subsidies in Land to 
certain Railway Companies.” He said: I 
suppose hon. gentlemen understand that 
this is a Bill granting subsidies in land to 
railways in the North-West, opening up 
districts of country which at present have 
no means of communication. There are 
eight of them altogether, and they receive 
the usual grant of land which has been 
the practice to give to deserving com- 
panies in that part of the country for a 
number of years past. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read a second time. 


Hon. Me. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill under suspension ofthe 
Rule. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read a third time and passed. 


THE SUPPLY BILL. 
SECOND AND THIRD READINGS. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second 
reading of Bill (158) “ An Act for granting 
to Her Majesty certain Sums of Money 
required for defraying certain Expenses of 
the Public Service.” He said: This is the 
crowning Act of the Session, I suppose. 
It is the last Bill which we bave on our 
Order Paper, and it is perhaps the most 
difficult of the labors that we have per- 
formed this Session. It contains only a 
small number of clauses. The balance 
which is granted to Her Majesty towards 
defraying the several charges and expenses 
of the public service from the first day of 
July, 1889, to the 30th of June, 1890, is 
$2,038,168.90. The amount granted to 
Her Majesty for the coming year is 
$25,464,944.95. There is no new authority 
for borrowing. The authorities are con- 
tinued. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read a second time. 
5 


Hon. Mz. ABBOTT moved the third 
reading of the Bill, presently, under sus- 
pension of the Rule. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read the the third time, and passed, 


IN CONCLUSION. 


Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that when 
this House adjourns to-night it do stand 
adjourned until 120’clock to-morrow. He 
said: I do not know that it isin order, but 
I do not like to allow the Session to close 
without expressing to you my high appre- 
ciation of the kindness and indulgence hon. 
gentlemen have shown me this Session in 
the performance of a duty which is some- 
what arduous, inasmuch as it comprises a 
field of operations more extensive than I 
have ever cultivated before, I thank you 
very cordially and very heartily for your 
kindness, 


Hon. Mr. POWER—If I may be allowed 
to break the Rules of the House for a mo- 
ment, I wish to say this on behalf of one 
section of the House, at any rate, that the 
hon. gentleman has no reason to thank the 
House for their indulgence, for I think 
the Senate has never been called upon to 
extend any indulgence to the hon. gentle- 
man at all; and so far as there is any rea- 
son for gratitude, I think that the House 
have every reason indeed to be thankful , 
to the hon. leader for the admirable man- 
ner in which he has discharged his duties. 
Before the hon. gentleman came to this 
House there were a few keen-sighted 
people who had some idea of his great 
ability ; but it is only since he came here 
that a considerable number of people of 
Canada have found him out, and I think 
the House has not only reason to be thank- 
ful that he has been enabled to place his 
great services at the disposal of tho coun- 
try, but also for the great courtesy he has 
always extended to every member of this 
House without distinction of party. 


Hon. MR. KAULBACH—TI heartily en- 
dorse what my hon. friend from Halifax 
has said, and I hope that when the hon. 
leader comes back again to preside over 
the House, which he has done so ably and 
well, that he will have a portfolio. 





The motion was agreed to. 


The Senate adjourned at 10 p.m. 
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An Act to amend the Acts respecting the Duties of 
THE SENATE. Customs. 
M es porpec ang the Wood Mountain and Qu’- 
. ppelle Railway Company. 
Ottawa, Friday, 16th May, 1890. | An Act to amend He Ace of th © present Session, 
4 : tituled : “ t to t cts 
This day at, Four o’clock p.m., His Ex- she Duticsion Catone’ pre 


cellency the Governor General proceeded | An Act further to amend “The Indian Act, 


. . chapter forty-three of the Revised Statutes. 
in state to the Senate Chamber in the“ an Act to incorporate the York County Bank. 


Parliament Buildings, and took his seat | An Act to provide for the collection and publish- 


upon the Throne. The members of the | ing of Labor Statistics. | AS pos seapacting Cis 


Senate being assembled, His Excellency | Bounty on Pig Iron manufactured in Canada from 
was pleased to command the attendance of | Canadian ore. 


An Act toamend chapter 127 of the Revised Sta- 
the House of Commons, and that House Mites. Of Cantet "Oke Ad lon 


being present, the following Bills were as- | Interest.” 
sented to, in Her Majesty’s name, by His| An Act to authorize the ranting of subsidies in 


Excellency the Governor General. viz. :— | aid of the construction of the lines of Railway therein 
? Dé mentioned. 


An Act to authorize the granting of Subsidies in 








a Gs fener the Pontiac Pacific Junction | Land to certain Railway Companies. 


An Act UNE the Grand Trunk Railway Com- ae ee ne ae mie as & Hu 


pany of Canada. Bay Rail 
An Act to amend ‘The peau var st ESA COMPART: 

An Act to incorporate the Dominion Safe Deposit 

Warehousing and Loan Company (Limited.) ro Then the Honorable the Speaker of the 

mon ar to incorporate the Home Life Association | House of Commons addressed His Excel- 
of Can : 
An Act further toamend the ‘‘ Canada Temperance lency the Governor General as follows :— 
Act.” 66 , ; 
An Act respecting Fishing Vessels of the United May iT PLEASE Your ÉXCELLENCT : 

States of America. : ‘*The Commons of Canada have voted the supplies 
An Act respecting Grants of Public Lands. required to enable the Government to defray the ex- 
An Act for the relief of Hugh Forbex Keefer. penses of the public services. 

An Act for the relief of Christina Filman Glover. | ‘In the name of the Commons, I present to Your 
An Act to amend an Act concerning Marriage with | Excellency the following Bill :— 

a deceased Wife’s Sister. ‘er ‘¢* An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain sums 
An Act respecting H. H. Vivian and Company, | of money required for defraying certain expenses of 

(Limited). | the Public Service, for the financial years ending re- 
An Act further to amend the Act respecting the | spectively the s0th June, 1890, and the 30th June, 

Inland Revenue, chapter thirty-four of the Revised 1891, pare for other purposes relating to the Public 

Statutes. | . Service.’ 

An Act to amend “ The Interpretation Act. ” ‘to which Bill I humbly request Your Excellency’s 
An Act respecting the Department of the (reolo- | assent.” 
gical Survey. 


2 am + a ee the purchase ry Penn To this Bill the Royal Assent was signi- 
acific Junction ilway Company from the Cana- . . SES 
dian Pacific Railway Company of the Branch Line of fied in the following words: 
Railway between Hull and Aylmer. ‘In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the Gov- 
An Act respecting the Ontario Pacific Railway | ernor General thanks Her Loyal Subjects accepts 
Company. ds their benevolence, and assents to this Bill.” 
An Act to confer on the Commissioner of Patents 
certain powers for the relief of George T. Smith. After which His Excellency the Gover- 


An Act respecting the Hereford Railway Company : 
and the Maine Central ray. Company. noi General mes pleased to close the 
An Act relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques and | Fourth Session of the Sixth Parliament 


Promissory Notes. 2 . ‘ 
An Act further to amend the Criminal Law. of the Dominion with the following 
An Act to amend ‘‘ The Indian Advancement Act,” SPEECH: 


chapter forty-four of the Revised Statutes. 
An Act toamend ‘The Gas Inspection Act,” chap- | Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate : 
ter one hundred and one of the Revised Statutes. Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 
An Act respecting Railways. nie ; ; 
An Act to amend ‘The Seamen’s Act,” chapter} In bringing to aclose this somewhat protracted 
| ) 


seventy-four of the Revised Statutes. Session Parliament I desire to convey to you my 
An Act toamend ‘‘The Steamboat Inspection Act,” | best thanks for the diligence with which you have 
‘chapter seventy-eight of the Revised Statutes. applied yourselves to your important duties. 
An Act further to amend the Revised Statutes, | The nogotiations respecting the Behring Sea Ques- 
chapter five, respecting the Electoral Franchise. tion are still in progress at Washington with good 
An Act respecting certain Savings Banks in the | prospects of an equitable settlement. Meanwhile, the 
Province of Quebec. continuance for another year of what is known as 
An Act respecting a certain ment therein |the Modus Vivendi will serve to show our earnest 
mentioned with the Calgary and Edmonton Railway | desire to cultivate the most friendly relations with the 
Company. United States Government and the people. 


An Act toamend the Acts respecting the Harbor| The re-adjustment of the Customs Tariff, intended 
of Pictou. to promote the development of our agricultural, man- 
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ufacturing and other industries, will, I have reason to 
hope, operate for the general benefit of all classes. 

. Tam gd to believe that the Act relating to Bank- 
ing has been most carefully considered, and will be 
found to the interests of the Public and to be 
sufficiently liberal to those who are more immediately 
affected by its provisions. 

The measure relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques 
and Promissory Notes will, doubtless, render more 
certain and plain the law relating to these instruments 
and make the law in that regard uniform in almost all 
res throughout Canada. 

e amendments tothe Criminal Law include a 
great number and variety of provisions, al] of which 
will probably be found useful, and several of which 
were urgently demanded for the public welfare. 

The creation of a Bureau of Labor Statistics will 
promote the investigation and study of the questions 
which affect the relations of Capital and Labor, and 
which are now engaging the attention of all great 
nations. It will likewise aid the diffusion of informa- 
tion on all that concerns the occupations and well- 
being of the working classes. In some other measures 
of the present Session you desire to improve the laws 
which apply particularly to those engaged in indus- 
trial pursuits will be likewise ized. 

The various provisions to amend the laws relating 
to Railways, to Patents, Copyrights and Trade 
Marks, and to the Department of Inland Revenue, 
and, likewise, the enactments to improve the Statutes 
for the management of our Indian population, are 
well adapted to promote the efficient administration 
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of the Departments to which they relate, while the 
large amount of private railway legislation indicates 
a spirit of enterprise throughout the country which, 
it is to be hoped, will lead to a substantial develop- 
ment of the railway works of the country. 


Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


I thank you for the liberal provision which you 
made for the requirements of the Public Service. 


Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate: 
Gentlemen of the House of Commons : 


I take leave of you for the present, with the earnest 
hope that in the coming season our people in every 
part of Canada may be blessed with :an abundant 
reward for their labours and may witness a marked . 
advance in the prosperity of the Dominion. 


THe SPEAKER of the Senate then 
said : 


Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate, and Gentlemen of 
the House of Commons: 


It is His ExCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR GENERAL'S 
will and pleasure, that this Parliament be prorogued 
until Monday, the twenty-third day of June next, to 
be here held, and this Parliament is accord ney pe 
rogued until Monday, the twenty-third day of June 
next. 
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Refunding Fees in Divorce Cases. 
Debate on Mr. Sanford’s M., 684. 


St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary. 
Answering Mr. Bellerose’s Inqy., 704. 
O. G. Bourbonnais, answering Mr. Bellerose’s 
Ingy., 755% 
Minister’s Visit to, answering Mr. Bellerose’s 
Inqy., 777. 
Savings Banks in the Province of Quebec, B. 
(C.C). 
Ist R.*, 686. 
2nd R. m., 705. 
Debate in Com. on, 754. 


Seamen's Act Amt. B. (135). 
Ist R.*, 705. 
2nd R. m., 766. 
In Com., 773. 
Further amt. m., 779. 


Senate, Constitution of the. 
In debate on the, 376. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 537-51. 


Senate Debates. 
In debate of rejection of 2nd Report of Com. 
on, 158. 


Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. (O). 
In debate in Com. on, 197. 
Concur in H. C. Amts. m., 815. 
Subsidies in Aid of Railways B. (157). 
lst R.*, 873. 
3rd R. m., 886. 
Supply B. 
Ist R.*, 873. 
2nd and 3rd R. m., 903. 
Tariff B. (143). 
2nd KR. m., 796. 
3rd 3 R. m., 835. 
Tariff, The 
Answering Mr. Reesor’s Inqy, 805. 


I.—INDEX TO SENATORS. 





911 


Tax on Tonnage at Quebec. 
Answering Mr. Drummond’s Inqy., 707. 
Temperance Act Amt. B. (103). 
Debate on 2nd R., m. 582. 
Trade Marks Amt. B. (18). 
In debate in Com. on, 205. 
Trudel, Hon. Senator, the death of. 
Announced, 27. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Report of 
Com. on, 417. 
Welland Canal Investigation and Commissioner 
Wood. 
In debate on Inqy., 210. 


Welland Canal Investigation. 

Debate on Mr. McClelan’s M. for Return of 
2nd Report of Commissioner Wood on, 659. 
Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. (153). 

On suspension of Rules, 868. 
Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R.R. Co.’s B. 
(156). 
Debate on, 866. 


ALLAN, Hon. George William (The 


Speaker). 
Adjournment. 
Ruling on Mr. Perley’s M. for, 344. 
Debate on Mr. Perley’s notice of M. for, 336. 


Central Ontario, R. R. B. (86). 
Referred back to Com., 361. 


Combines B. (77). 
Ruling, 684. 
Gaelic Language B. (P.) 
In debate on 2nd KR. m., 311. 
Gas Inspection B. (137). 
In Com. on, 762. 
Inspector of Penitentiaries Moylan. 
Suggestion on Mr. Belleroses M., 568. 
Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s B. (54). 
Ruling, 293. 
Macdonald, the late Senator. ° 
Eulogium of, 40. ) 
North Canadian Atlantic R. R. and Steamship 
Co.’s B. (88). 
In debate on 3rd R., 344. 
North-West Territories B. (V.) 
Ruling, 399. 
On debate, 598. 
Debate on 3rd R., 674-8. 
Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.’s B. (87). 
In debate on Ist R., 335. 
Reckoning Time B. (97). 
Ruling, 473. 
Debste on, 627. 
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Rulings. 

Ruling Mr. Poirier out of Order, 213. 

Ruling on Question of Order, Mr. Poirier, 234. 
Senate Debates. | 

In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. on 

156. 

Walker Divorce B. 

Ruling on M. for return of $200, 646. 


ALMON, Hon. William J. 


Adjournment (14th to 20th Feb.) 
In debate on M., Mr. O’Donohoe, 106. 
On Mr. Perley’s M. for, 309. 


Chinese, Tax on the 
Inqy., 473. 

Clapp Divorce B. 

Debate on, 513. 

Contingent Accounts of the Senate. 
On 5th Rep. of Com. presented, 873. 
Un 6th Rep. of Com. presented, 874. 

Deceased Wife’s Sister’s B. (U.) 

Ist R*, 196. 
2nd R. m., 223. 
Debate in Com. on, 284. 


Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B.) 

In debate in Com. on, 140. 

Debate on M. for adoption of Amts., 148. 
Gaelic Language B. (P.) 

In debate on 2nd R. m., 296. 


Inland Revenue B. (133.) 
Debate in Com. on, 647. 


Inspector of Penitentiaries, Moylan. 
Debate on Mr. Bellerose’s M., 567. 


Interest B. (X.) 
Debate on Commons Amts., 886. 
Labor Statistics B. (148). 
Debate on 3rd R., 881. 
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York R.R. Co’s 
B. (28). 
In debate on Mr. Vidal’s Amt., 194. 
P. E. I. Subway. 
In debate on, 460. 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A.) 
In debate on 3rd R., 138. 
Reckoning of Time B. (97). 
Debate on 2nd R., 468. 
Senate, Constitution of the. ! 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 523. 
Senate Debates. 
In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com., 160. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on, 836. 
Walker Divorce Case. 
In debate on M. for adoption of Rep. of Com. 
on, 44. 
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ARMAND, Hon. Joseph F. 


Address. 
In Debate on the, 12. 


BELLEROSE, Hon. Joseph Hyacinthe. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissary Notes B. (6). 
Debate on 3rd R., 577. 
British Columbia Penitentiary. 
Privilege, a Question of, 477. 
Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 513. 
Deceased Wife’s Sister B., (V.) 
In debate in Com. on, 284. 
Gaelic Language B. (P.) 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 307. 
Inspector of Penitentiaries. 
M. summoning J. G. Moylan, Esq., before 
Bar of H., 565. 
M. withdrawn, 568. 
Inspector Moylan’s Expenses. 
M., 778. 
Moylan, Mr. 
Notice of M., 496. 
Moylan, J. G., Esq., Salary of 
Inqy., 565. 
Moylan, Inspector, Remuneration of 
Inqy., 777. 
North-West Territories B. (V.) 
In Debate on 2nd R., 346-69-78. 
In Com., 399, 586, 613, 618, 632. 
Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C.) 
Debate in Com. on, 759. 
St. Vincent De Paul Penitentiary. 
Inqy., 704. 
O. G. Bourbonnais. 
Inqy., 754. 
Ministers visits to. 
Inqy., 777. 
M. for returns of Corresp. fe Stenographer 
Bourbonnais, 780. 
Turdel, the late Hon. Senator. 
Eulogium of, 28. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of 
Com. on, 418. 


Welland Canal Investigation and Commissioner 
A. F. Wood. 
In debate on. 
Inqy., 206. 


BOLDUO, Hon. Joseph. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In debate in Com. on, 367. 
Debate on 3rd R., 574. 
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Montreal and Western R. R. Co.’s Agreement 
with Canadian Pacific R.R. Confirmation B. 
(82. 

Ist R*, 256. 
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St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary. 
Debate on Mr. Bellerose’s Inquiry, 705. 


Senate, Constitution of the. 


Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 522. 


North Canadian and Atlantic R.R. and Steam- BOULTON, Hon. Charles Arkel. 


ship Co.’s B. (881). 
Ist R.*, 234. 
2nd R.*, 256. 
3rd R. m., 344. 


BOTSFORD, Hon. Amos Edwin. 
Canada Eastern R.R. Co.’s B. (48). 
Concur in Amts. m., 180. 


Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
In debate on 3rd Rep. of, 203. 


Irrigation in the North-West. 
In debate on Inqy. of (Mr. McInnes), 189. 


New Brunswick R. R. Co.’s B. (49). 
Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R., 178. 
Northern and Western R.R. of New Brunswick 
B. (48). 
Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 152. 
People’s Bank of New Brunswick B. (33). 
Ist R.*, 106. 
3rd.*, 149. 
Senate Debates. 
In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. 
on, 160. 


Shore Line R.R. Bridge Co’s B. (55). 
Ist R.*, 213. 
2nd R.*, 229. 


St. Stephens Bank B. (24). 
Ist R.*, 106. 


De BOUCHERVILLE, Hon. Charles E. 
Boucher. 
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (61) 
Debate in Com. on, 464. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 651. 
On H. C. Amts., 780. 
Electoral Franchise B. (136). 
Rep. from Com., 695. 
Franchise Act Amt. B. (136). 
Rep. from Com., 712. 
Indian Act Amt. B. 
Debate in Com. on, 693. 
Interest B. (X.) 
Debate on Cominons Amts., 886. 
North-West Territories B. (V.) 
In debate in Com. on, 682. 


Address in answer to Speech from the Throne 
m., 4. 
Banking Security in the North-West. 
Inqy., 167. 
Brandon and South-Western R.R. Incorp. B. 
(71). 
Ist R.*, 195. 
2nd R.*, 225. 
Gold Coinage in Canada. 
In debate on M. Mr. McInnes, concerning, 
174. 
Hudson Bay Route. 
Inqy., 65-80. 
Imperial Federation. 
M. concerning, 256. 
Introduced, 4. 
Railway Act Amt. B. (L). 
Withdr., 205. 
Trade Marks Amt. B. (18). 
Rep. from Com., 205. 


CHAFFERS, Hon. William Henry. 


Bounty on Pig Iron B. (149). 
Rep. from Com., 883. 


CLEMOW, Hon. Francis. 


Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate in Com. on, 820. 


Clapp Divorce B. (I). 
Ist R.*, 44. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
Debate on 3rd R., 498. 
M. to refund fees, 685. 


Calgary and Edmonton R.R. B. (150). 
Rep. from Com., 831. 

Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 752. 

Dominion Elections Act Amt. B. (7). 
Rep. from Com., 224. 


Gas Inspection B. (137). 
In Com. on, 762. 
Geological Survey B. (C). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 146. 
Glover Divorce B. (H). 
3rd R., 205. 
Great North-West Central Railway B. (J). 
Ist R.*, 44. 
2nd R.*, 82. 
ord R.*, 130. 
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Hydraulic Lots at Ottawa. DEVER, Hon. James. 
M. for returns of detailed statement of, show- Adjournment, 14th to 22nd Feb. 
ing settlement effected with Lessees, 31. In debate on M.. Mr. O Donohoe for, 108° 


Imperial Trust Co. of Canada B. (37). On Mr. Perley’s notice of M. for, 3%. 
lst R.*, 399. On Mr. Perley’s M. for, 344. 
2nd R.*, 401. 


Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate in Com. on, 822. 


Cattle Export Trade. 
In debate on Inqy., Mr. Reid, 111. 


Combines B. (77). 


3rd R.*, 462. 


Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 199. 


Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s Incorp. B. (54). 


Ist R.*, 213. Debate on, 728. 
2nd R. m., 225. : HAS bs 
Consideration Rep. of Com. on, m., 282. se a : a Senate. 
Adoption of Amts. m., 291. In debate A t " 62. 
In debate on Mr. Powers Amt., 293. Deceased Wife's Sister B. (U). 
Keefer Divorce B. (G). In debate in Com. on, 284. 
Ist R.*, 44. Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
2nd R.*, 130 In debate in Com. on, 227. 
Debate on 2nd R., 221. Dominion Lands B. (E. E). 
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool R.R. Co.’s Debate on 2nd R. m. 814. 
B. (21). Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B) 
Ist R.*, 112. In debate in Com. of W. on, 140. 
2nd R.*, 130. Gælic Language B. (P). 
3rd R.*, 151. é On postponement 2nd R., 229. 
Mill Refuse in the Ottawa River. ee on aa a sae 3 
m. for returns of Corresp. and Reports relative RON ANNEES UE 
to, 29. Geological Survey B. (C). 
O Association B. (32 In debate in Com. of W. on, 143. 
ue ver ee wee) Gold Coinage in Canada. 
3rd R. 339 | In debate on M., Mr. McInnes, concerning. là 
Pontiac Pacific R.R. Co.'s B. (87). Tee aes 
In debate on Ist R., 335. n debate on, /1-50. 
On 3rd R. m., 374-80. Indian Act Amt. B. 


Debate in Com. on, 695. 


Inland Revenue B. (133). 
Debate in Com. on, 647. 


Seaman’s Act Amt. B. (135). 
Rep. from Com., 776. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 


, Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). 
bate ; 1 M., 545. 
Debate on Mr. Power’s M., 545 In debate in Com. on, 201. 


Interest B. (X). 
In debate in Com. on, 357. 


Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 837. 


Walker Divorce B. (N). On 3rd R., 386. 
Ist R. É 100: Interprovincial Bridge Co.'s B. (54). 
2nd R.*, 152. a In debate on Mr. Powers’ Amt., 292. 
Debate on M. for return of 8200, 646. 
May Patent B. (16). 
COCHRANE, Hon. Henry Matthew. In debate on 2nd R., 361. 
Adjournment, 14th to 22nd Feb. Marriage, Law of, Offences B. (F). 
In debate on M., Mr. O’Donohoe for, 106. | Rep. Progress in Com. of W., 142 
Hereford R. R. Co.'s B. (51). | Mount Forest, Parkdale and Meaford R.R (as 
3rd R.*, 179. B. (46). 
2nd R. m., 766 Ist R.*, 152. 
Tariff B. (143). 2nd R.*, 153. 


Debate on, 864. 3rd R.*, 179. 
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North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate in Com. of W. on, 619. 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 
On reading of Petitions, 149. 
P. E. I. Sub-way. 
Debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 448. 
Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C). 
Debate in Com. on, 761. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 524-552. 
Subsidies to Railways B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 894. 
Tariff B. (143). 
On 2nd R. m., 797. 
Debate in the, 855. 
Tariff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor’s Ing.. 792-8. 


DICKEY, Hon. Robert B. 

Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In debate in Com. of W. on 351-65. 
Resumed debate, 362-87. 

Canada Eastern R.R. Co.’s B. (48). 

Report from Com., 179. 
Canada Temperance Act Amt. B. (A.A.) 


Ist R.*, 461. 
B. withdr., 514. 


Canada Temperance Act further Amt. B. (103). 


Ist R.*, 564. 
3rd R.*, 586. 

Central Ontario R.R. B. (86). 
Referred back to Com., 361. 
Report from Com., 388. 

Clapp Divorce B. 

Debate on, 501-513. 

Combines B. (77). 

Debate on, 684. 

Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 649. 

Deceased Wife’s Sister B. (U). 
In debate in Com. on, 289. 

Detroit River R.R. Bridge Co.’s B. (89). 
Debate on Amt., 378. 


Divorce Committee 6th Rep. of presented, 113. 


Divorce Petitions, Reception of. 
In debate on, 34-6. 


Elbow River Water Power Co.’s B. (76). 


Rep. from Com., and m. that Rep. be adopted, 


337. 
On re-comitting B. to Com., 375. 


Electoral Franchise B. (136). 
Debate in Com. on, 695. 


Erie and Huron Railway Co.’s B. (57). 
Rep. from Com., 235. 


Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B). 
In debate in Com on, 140. 


Franchise Act Amt. B. (136). 
Debate in Com on, 710 
Gelic Language B. 
In debate on Ist R.*, 113. 
‘ On 2nd R., 233. 
Debate on, 306. 
Geological Survey B. (C). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 143. 
Glover Divorce Case. 
Rep. from Com., 43. 


Grand Trunk R.R. Co.’s B. (79). 
Rep. from Com. and m. 3rd R., 352. 


Hereford R.R. B. (147). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 766. 


Imperial Federation. 
In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 267. 


Industrial Schools, Escapes from, B. (S). 
In debate on 2nd R., 225. 


Inland Revenue B. (133). 
Debate in Com. on, 647. 


Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). 
In debate in Com. on, 200. 
Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s B. (54). 
Rep. from Com., 281. 
Irrigation in the North-West. 
In debate on Mr. McInnes’ Inqy., 183. 
Keefer Divorce Case. 
Rep. from Com., 151. 
Adoption of Rep. of Com. m., 214 
Debate on 2nd R., 222. 
Land Subsidies to certain R.R. B. (43). 
In debate on 2nd R., 178. 
Manitoba and North-West R.R. Co.’s B. (50). 
Rep. from Com., 179. 
Marriage, Law of Offences, B. (F). 
In debate in Com. of W., 142. 
May Patent B. (16). 
In debate on 2nd R., 229. 
On 2nd R., 358. 
On 3rd R., 374. 
Debate on, 402. 
North Canadian Atlantic R.R. and Steamship 
Co.’s B. (88). 
Rep. from Com., 329. 
Re-comitted to Com., 345. 
Rep. from Com., 352. 
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Railway 
Co.’s Incorp. B. (28). 
Rep. from Com. and m. adoption of Rep., 151. 
Debate on 3rd R., 191 
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Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.’s B. (87). North Canadian Atlantic R. R. and Steamship 
Rep. from Com., 373. Co.’s B. (88). 
Private Bills. In debate on 3rd R., 345. 
In debate on 16th Report on from Com., 166. North-West Territories B. (V). 
Railway B. (Z). Debate on 3rd R. , 676. 
On 2nd R. m., 398. Pilotage B. (D.D.) 
Rep. from Com., 627. In Com., 830. 
Debate on 3rd R., 689. Public Lands Act Amt. B. (W). 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A). Rep. from Com., 357. 
In debate on 2nd R., 42. Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C.) 
Rep. from Com., 130. Debate in Com. on, 759. 
Reckoning of Time B. (97). Seaman’s Act Amt. B. (135). 
Debate on 2nd R., 468. Debate on 2nd R., 766. 
Rep. from Com., 626. In Com., 773. 
St. Catharines and Niagara Ry. Co. ’s B. (69). Tax on Tonnage at Quebec. 
Rep. from Com., 234. Inqy., 706. 
Saskatchewan R.R. and Mining Co.’s B. (34). Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R. R. Co.’s B. 
Rep. from Com., 389. (156). 
Senate, Constitutions of the Rep. from Com., 868. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 520-550. FLINT. Hon. Billa. 
Senate Debates. Clapp Divorce B. 
In debate on rejection of 2nd Report of Com. Debate on, 499. 
on, 154-6. On M. to refund fees in, 685. . 
Smith Patent B. (98). Combines B. (77). 
Debate on 3rd R. m., 516. Debate on, 735. 
Temperance Act Amt. B. (103). Commissioner Wood’s Expenses. 
2nd R. m., 581. M. for returns, 569. 
Walker Divorce Case. Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 


In debate on M. for adoption of Report of In debate on 2nd R., 42. 


Come eu steee Subsidies to R.R. B. (167). 
Walker Divorce B. Debate on 3rd R., 890. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Report of 
Con, on. 41118. GIRARD, Hon. Mare Amable. 
Debate on M. for return of $200, 646. = ie a ie and Coal Co. ’s B. (13). 
rd R., 130. 
DRUMMOND, Hon. George A. Criminal Law Amt. B. (651). 
Banks and Banking B. (127). Debate in Com. of W. on, 652. 
Debate in Com. on, 817-31. Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B).. 
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). In debate on 2nd R., 83. 
In debate in Com. of W., 362. In Com., 141. . 
Resumed debate in Com., 388. Great Mackenzie Basin. 
Debate on 3rd R., 572-7. M., 695. 
On H. C. Amts. 708. M. withdr., 702. 
Combines B. (77). Hudson Bay Route. 
Debate on, 732. In debate on, 79. 
Criminal Law Amt., B. (65). Indian Act Amt. B. . 
Debate in Com. on, 650. Debate on 2nd R., 692. 
Discriminating in Ocean Freights. Lake Manitoba R.R. and Canal Co.’s B. (61). 
Debate on Mr. Power’s Inqy., 772. 3rd R., 281. 
Gas Inspection B. (137). * Manitoba and North-Western R.R. Co. of 
In Com. on, 763. Canada, B. (50). 
Inland Revenue B. (133). Ist R.*, 152. 


Debate in Com. on, 647. 2nd R.*, 152. 


1890] I.—INDEX TO SENATORS. 917 





Manitoba and South-Eastern R.R. Co.’s Incorp.| Library of Parliament. 


B. (90). Adoption of Rep. of Com. on m., 776. 
Ist R.*, 281. North-West Territories B. (V). 
2nd R.*, 291. In debate in Com. on, 601-606-620. 
2nd R.*, 313. P. E. I. Subway. 
North-West Territories B. (V). Debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 433-61. 
Debate, 598-606-618-629-681. Printing of Parliament. 
Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. (155). On delays, 377. 
Suspension of Rules m., 868. Senate, Constitution of the. 
Suspension of Rules m., 876. Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 530. 
In Com. on, 880. Sonate Dehatey: | 
GLAZIER, Hon. John. In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. on, 
Gelic Language B. (P). 153. 
In debate on 2nd R. m. 296. Subsidies to R.R. B. (167). 
GUEVREMONT, Hon. Jean-Baptiste. nn oes 
Fisheries of Richelieu and Berthier. ee. oe e, 847 
M., 646. ee 
Montreal Bridge Co.’s B. (97). ee , 
Ist R.*, 309, On Mr. Reesor’s Inqy., 802. 
Ond R. m., 400. HOW LAN, Hon. George W. 
HAYTHORNE, Hon. Robert Poole. Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (61). 
Debate on, 356. 
Address, in debate on the, 18. In Com. of W., 389. 
Adjournment. Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on M., Mr. Perley, for, 340. Debate on, 499. 
Adulteration Act Amt. B. (9). Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
In debate in Com. on, 353. In debate on the, 163. 
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6).| Detroit River Winter Bridge Co. change of 
In debate in Com. on, 355. Name B. (89). 
Clapp Divorce B. 2nd R.*, 348. 
Debate on, 513. Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 
Combines B. (77). Debate on Mr. Poiriers Inqy., 771. 
Debate on, 739-742. Dominion Lands B. (E.E). 
Commercial Fertilizers B. (B). Debate on 2nd R. m., 809. 
Rep. from Com., 88. Fishing Vessels of the U. S. B. (134). 
Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). Debate on 2nd R. m., 645. 
In debate in Com. on, 228. Geological Survey B. (C). 
Exchequer Court B. (129). In debate in Com. of W. on, 146. 
Rep. from Com. j Gold Coinage in Canada. 
Fishing Vessels of the U.S. B. (134). In debate on M., Mr. McInnes, concerning, 172. 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 643. Hudson Bay Route. 
Franchise Act Amt. B. (136). In debate on, 79. 
Debate in Com. on, 710. Imperial Federation. 
Gaelic Language B. (P). In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 272. 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 295. Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). 


In debate in Com. on, 200. 
Land Subsidies to Certain R.R. B. (43). 
In debate on 2nd R., 178. 


Imperial Federation. 
In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M. concerning, 262. 


Inland Revenue B. (133). May Patent B. (16). 
Debate in Com. on, 647. Rep. from Com., 374. 
Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). Macdonald, the late Senator. 
In debate in Com. on, 200. Eulogium of, 39. 


57 
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North Canadian Atlantic R.R. and Steamship 

. Co.’s B. (88). 
In debate on 2nd R., 331. 
On 3rd R., 345. 

North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate on 3rd R., 674-678. 

Pilotage B. (D.D). 
Debate in Com. on, 830. 

Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.’s B. (87). 
On 3rd R. m. 384. 


P. E. I. Subway. 
M., 419-61. 


Private Bills. 
16th Rep. on from Com., 166. 


Senate, Constitution of the 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 541. 


Senate Debates. 
In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. on, 
156-61. 


Safety of Fishermen B. (E). 
In debate on 2nd R., 45. 
In Com. of W., 84. 


Smith Patent B. (98). 
Rep. from Com., 516. 


Summerside Bank B. (72). 
For 2nd R. m., 206. 
3rd R., 332. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 838-847. 
Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. (153). 
On Suspension of Rules, 871. 


KAULBAOH, Hon. Henry A. N. 

Adjournment. 

A recent, 361. 

14th to 20th Feb. 

In debate on M., Mr. O’Donohoe for, 106. 

Debate on Mr. Perley’s M. for, 338. 
Behring Sea Difficulty. 

Debate on Mr. Macdonald’s Inqy., 829. 


Banksand Banking B. (127). 
Debate on 2nd R. m. 816-822. 
Bounty on Pig Iron B. (149). 
Debate on, 865. 
In Com., 882. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 


In debate on 2nd R., 329. 

In Com., 350-55-66-68-460. 

On 3rd R., 575. 
Chinaman at Niagara. 

On Mr. Abbott’s explanation, 515. 
Clapp Divorce B. 

Debate on, 499-513. 

On M. to refund fees, 685. 


Combines B. (77). 
Debate on 3rd R., 625. 
Debate, 715-30. 


Conclusion. 
In, 903. 

Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
Amt. m., to M., Mr. Read., 111. 
Debate, 162. 

On 3rd Report, 202. 
On 6th Report, 875. 

Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 584. 
In Com., 651. 

Deceased Wife’s Sister B. (V). 
In debate on 2nd R., 223. 
In Com., 255. 

In Com. of W., 287. 

Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
In debate on 3rd R., 255. 

Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 
Debate on Mr. Power’s Inqy., 770. 

Divorce Petitions. 

Reception of, 37-8. 

Dominion Lands B. (E.E). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 806. 

Elbow River Water Power Co.’s B. 
In debate on re-committing B. to Com, 3& 


Fire Arms and Other Weapons B. (B). 
In debate on 2nd R., 83. 
In Com., 140. 


Fishing Vessels of U. S. B. (134). 

Debate on 2nd R. m., 642. 
Gaelic Language B. 

In debate on Ist R., 113. 

Debate, 295. 
Gas Inspection B. (137). 

In Coin. où, 763. 
Gold Coinage in Canada. 

In debate on Mr. McInnes’ M. concerning. 1/2 
Geological Survey B. (C). 

In debate in Com. of W. on, 146. 
Great Mackenzie Basin. 

Debate on Mr. Girard’s M., 701. 
Hereford R. R. B. (147). 

Debate on 2nd R. m., 766. 
Hudson Bay Route. 

In debate on, 78-80. 
Immigration in the North-West. 

In debate on Mr. Lougheed’s M., 251. 
Imperial Federation. 

In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 270. 
Inland Revenue B. (133). 

Debate in Com. on, 647. 
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Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 199. 


Inspector-of Penitentiaries, Moylan. 
Debate on Mr. Bellerose’s M., 567. 


Irrigation in the North-West. 
In debate on Inqy., Mr. McInnes, 184. 


Interest B. (X). 
On 3rd R. m., 386. 
On H. C. Amts., 872-84. 
Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s B. (54). 
In debate on 2nd R., 226. 
On 3rd R., 293. 


Jamaica Exhibition, representation of Canada at. 
On Mr. Power’s Inqy., 396. 


Keefer Divorce B. (G). 
In debate on 2nd R., 216. 


Labor Statistics B. (148). 
Debate on 3rd R., 881. 

Marriage Law, Offences against, B. (F). 
In debate in Com. of W., 142. 

May Patent B. (16). 
In debate on 2nd R. postponed, 230. 
On 2nd R., 258. 
On 3rd R., 374. 


National Construction Co.’s B. (40). 
lst R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 


Newfoundland Fisheries. 
Ingy., 497. 
North Canadian Atlantic R.R. and Steamship 
Co.’s B. (88). 
In debate on 3rd R., 344. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
In debate on 2nd R., 346. 
In Com. 600-630. 


Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York R.R. Co.’s 
B. (28). 
In debate on 2nd R., 130. 


Pan-American Conference. 
Debate on Mr. Power's Inqy., 704. 


P. E. J. Subway. 
Debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 428-61. 


Pilotage Act Amt. B. (D.D). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 768. 


Printing of Parliament. 
On delays, 377. 
Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.’s B. (87). 
On 3rd R. m., 380. 
Privilege. 
A question of, 283. 
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Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 
In debate on 2nd K., 42. 
On 3rd R., 137. 

Railway B. (Z). 

Debate on 3rd R. m., 687. 
Reckoning of Time B. (97). 
Debate on 2nd R., 469. 

Debate, 626. 


Refunding Fees in Divorce Cases. 
Debate on Mr. Sanford’s M., 684. 


Senate, Constitution of the. 
In debate on, 376. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 519-47. 


Senate Debates. 
In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. on, 
156. | 
Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C). 
Debate in Com. on, 759. 
Seaman’s Act Amt. B. (135). 
Debate on 2nd R., 761. 
In Com., 775. 
Security of Fishermen B. (E). 
In debate in Com. of W., 83. 


Smith Patent B. (98). 
Debate on 3rd R. m., 517. 


Steamboat Act Inspection B. (0). 
In debate in Com. on, 198. 


Subsidies to R.R. B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 895. 
Tariff B. (143). 
On 2nd R. m., 796. 
Debate, 857. 
Temperance Act Amt. B. (103). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 582. 


Walker Divorce Case. 
In debate on M. for adoption of Rep. of Com. 
on, 64. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of 
Com. on, 403. 
On Mr. Sanford’s M. for return of $200, 646. 
Welland Canal Management. 
In debate on Mr. McCallum’s Inqy., 99. 
Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. (153). 
On suspension of Rules, 868. 
Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R.R. Co.’s B. 
(156). 
Debate on, 866. 


LACOSTE, Hon. Alexander. 


Adjournment, 14th to 20th Feb. 

In debate on M., Mr. O’Donohoe, for, 106. 
Agricultural Fertilizers B. (D). 

3rd R.*, 106. 





Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
Debate on 3rd R., 576. 

Commercial Fertilizers B. (B). 
In Com. of W., 88. 


Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
On 6th Report of Com. presented, 874. 
Copyright Act B. (19). 
Ist R.*, 149. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
Ist R.*, 152. 
Divorce Petitions, Reception of. 
In debate on, 38. 
Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B). 
In debate on 2nd R., 83. 
In Com. on, 141. 


General Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). 
Ist R.*, 113. 
2nd R., 149. 
Geology B. (C). 
Postponement of discussion in Com. of W., 113. 
In Com., 143. 
Hudson Bay Route. 
Answering Mr. Boulton’s Inqy., 82. 


Industrial Schools, Escaped Persons from, B. (8). 
Ist R.*, 142. 


Montreal & Western R. R. Co.’s Agreement B. 
2nd R. m., 283. 


Navigation of the Red River. 
Answer to Inq., Mr. Sutherland, 139. 


North Canadian Atlantic R. R. and Steamship 
Co.'s B. (88). 
In debate on 2nd R., 330. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate on 3rd R., 674. 
Orange Association B. (32). 
Announcement of voting on, 327. 


Public Stores Act B. (53). 
Ist R.*, 149. 
2nd R., 152. 


Quebec Harbor Commission Amt. B. 

Ist R.*, 113. 

2nd R., 149. 

3rd R.*, 152. 
Railway Land Subsidies B. (43). 

Ist R.*, 149. | 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 

In debate on 2nd R., 40-43. 
Security of Fishermen B. (E). 

In debate in Com. of W. on, 85. 


Senate Stationery. 
Consideration of Message from H. C. m., 130. 
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Senate Stationery and Contingent Accts. 
M. for Message to H. C., 149-50. 


Trade Marks and Designs B. (18). 
Ist R.*, 149. 
2nd R.*, 153. 


Vaudreuil and Prescott R. R. Co.’s change of 
Name B. (58). 
2nd R. m., 177. 
3rd R.*, 179. 


Welland Canal Investigation. 
Answer to Inqy., Mr. McCallum, 129. 


LEWIN, Hon. James D. 
Deceased Wife’s Sister B. (V). 
Report from Com., 291. 
Progress in Com. rep., 255. 


LOUGHEED, Hon. Alexander. 
Address, in debate on the, 7. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 368. 
Calgary Water Power Co.’s B. (75). 
Ist R.*, 234. 
2nd R., 256. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 503. 
Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 749. 
Elbow River Water Co.’s B. (76). 
Ist and 2nd R., 334. 
Reference to Com. m., 374. 
Immigration in the North-West Territories. 
M. directing attention of H. to advantages of, 
235. 


Indian Act Amt. B. 
Debate in Com. on, 694. 
Introduced, 4. 
Keefer Divorse B. (G). 
In debate on 2nd R., 218. 
Lake Manitoba and Canal Co.'s B. (61) 
Ist R.*, 226. 
2nd R.*, 229. 
North-West Territories Bill (V). 
In debate in Com. on, 600-605-621 -637. 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 
In debate on 3rd R., 138. 
On 3rd R., 689. 
Running Powers of Railways B. (L). 
Ist R.*, 83. 


Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of 
Com. on, 413. 
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Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. (153). 
On suspension of Rules, 871. 
Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R.R. Co.’s B. 
(156). 
Debate on, 867. 


McCALLUM, Hon. Lachlan. 


Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie R.R. Co.’s 
B. (58). 
Ist R.*, 283. 
2nd R.*, 295. 
3rd R.*, 313. 


Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 568. 


Combines B. (77). 
ord R. m., 625. 
Debate, 683-723. 
Commissioner Wood’s Expenses. 
Debate on Mr. Flint’s M. for returns, 571. 


Immigration in the North-West Territories. 
In debate on Mr. Lougheed’s M., 252. 


Pictou Harbor B. (152). 
Rep. from Com., 864. 


Railways Act Amt. B. (A). 
Ist R.*, 27. 
2nd R. m., 31. 
2nd R. m., 40. 
3rd R. m., 130. 


St. Catharines and Niagara Central R.R. Co’s. 
B. (69). 
Ist R.*, 213. 
2nd R.*, 225. 
Concurr. in Rep. of Com. m., 283. 
Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C). 
Rep. from Com., 762. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 527. 


Subsidies to R.R. B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 888. 


Tariff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor's Inqy., 801. 
Welland Canal Investigation. 
M. for 2nd Rep. of Commissioner Wood on, 
658. 
M. withdr., 669. 
Welland Canal. 
Inqy., 45. 
Management of, Inqy., 93. 
Investigation, 88-114. 
Commissioner Wood, 208. 
McCLELAN, Hon. Abner R. 
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
Rep. Progress, 373-388. 
Rep. from Com., 352-461-581. 


British Columbia Penitentiaries. 
On Mr. Bellerose’s Question of Privilege, 494. 
Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
In debate on the, 163. 
Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B). 
Rep. from Com., 141. 
Keefer Divorce B. (G). 
In debate on 2nd R., 221. 
Pilotage B. (D.D). 
Debate in Com. on, 836. 
Seaman’s Act Amt. B. (135). 
In Com., 776. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 837. 
Tariff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor’s Inqy., 794-800. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Report of 
Com. on, 417. 


MACDONALD, Hon. Wm. John. 


Behring Sea Difficulty. 
Ingy., 828. 

Canada Cable Co.’s B. (41). 
Ist R.*, 148. 
3rd R., 152. 


Canadian Pacific Junction R.R. Co. change of 
Name B. (20). 

Ist R.*, 112. 

2nd R.*, 130. 

3rd R.*, 151. 
Clapp Divorce B. 

Debate on, 503. 
Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 

In debate on the, 162. 

On 6th Rep. presented, 875. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 

Debate in Com. on, 651. 
Gaelic Language B. (P). 

In debate on 2nd R. m., 309. 
Imperial Federation. 

In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 265. 


Indian Act Amt. B. 
Debate in Com. on, 694. 


Immigration in the North-West Territories. 
In debate on Mr. Lougheed’s M., 242 


Keefer Divorce B. (C). 
Iu debate on 2nd R., 216. 
Law of Marriage B. (F). 
Withdr., 178. 
Marriage Law Amt. B. (F). 
2nd R. m., 112. 
In debate in Com., 141. 
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May Patent B. (16). 

In debate on 3rd R., 374. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 

In debate in Com. on, 601. 
Offences relating to the Law of Marriage B. 

(F). 

Ist R.*, 33. 
Orange Association B. (32). 

In debate on 2nd R. m., 325. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 

Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 522. 


MACDONALD, Hon. John 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 584. 
Indian Act Amt. B. 
Debate in Com. on, 694. 
P. E. I. Subway. 
In debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 460. 


Senate Debates. 
In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. 
on, 154. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 854. 
McDONALD, Hon. Wm. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
On 2nd R., 584. 
Divorce Petitions, Reception of. 
In debate on, 38. 
May Patent B. (16). 
In debate in Com. on 2nd R., 359. 
Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 319. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
M., 377. 
McINNES, Hon. Thomas R. 
Adjournment. 
Debate on Mr. Perley’s M. for, 338. 
Adulteration Act Amt. B. (9). 
Rep. from Com., 354. 
British Columbia Penitentiaries. 
On Mr. Bellerose’s Question of Privilege, 479. 
M., 497. 
Canadian Pacific R.R. Co.’s B. (56). 
Suspension of Rules for 2nd R. m., 151. 
Combines B. (77). j 
Debate on, 715. 


Contingent Accounts of the Senate : 
In debate on the, 163. 
On 6th Rep. presented, 874. 


Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 509. 
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Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
In debate in Com. on, 228. 


Dominion Elections Act Amt. B. (7). 
In debate on 2nd R., 204. 


Erie and Huron R.R. Co.’s B. (57). 
2nd R. m., 205. 


Fraser Navigation. 
Inqy., 498. 
Gaelic Language B. 
Ist R.*, 113. 
2nd R. m., 229. 
m. for 2nd R., 233-95. 


Gold Coinage in Canada. 
M., 170. 


Immigration in the North-West Territories. 
In debate on Mr. Lougheed’s M., 237. 


Indian Act Amt. B. 
Debate in Com., 694. 
On 3rd R., 709. 
Inspector of Penitentiaries, Moylan. 
Debate on Mr. Bellerose’s M., 565. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate in Com. on, 640. 
On 3rd R., 676. 


Order, a Question of, as to imputation of motive 
for a B. (Gaelic Language B.), 233. 
Pilotage B. (D.D). 
Rep. from Com., 831. 
P. E. I. Subway. 
Debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 422-61. 


Printing of Parliament. 

On delays, 377. 
Reckoning of Time B. (97). 

Debate on 2nd R., 469. 
Seaman’s Act Amt. B. 

On M. for further Amt., 779. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 

Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 517-528-538. 
Welland Canal Investigation. 

In debate on Mr. McCallum’s Inqy., 90-207. 
Wiggins, John, Dismissal of. 

Inqy., 353. 


McINNES. Hon. Donald 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
Debate on 3rd R., 578. 
Canada Southern Bridge Co.’s B. (26). 
Ist R.*, 152. 
And R.*, 153. 
3rd R., 179. 
Canadian Pacific R.R. Co.’s B. (56). 
In debate on M. for suspension of Rules on 
2nd R., 151. 
3rd R.*, 152. 
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Clapp Divorce B. 
in debate on 3rd R., 498. 


Copyright Act Amt. B. (19). 
Rep. from Com., 199. 


Dominion Mineral Co.’s B. (121). 
lst R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 


Fraser River Freshets. 
Inqy., 400. 
Geological Survey B. (C). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 144. 
Gold Coinage in Canada. 
In debate on M., Mr. McInnes (B.C)., con- 
cerning, 172. 
Hereford R.R. Co.’s B. (51). 
Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R..*, 153. 
Indian Advancement B. (132). 
Rep. from Com., 692. 


Irrigation in the North-West. 
Inqy., 180. 


Macdonald, the late Senator. 
Eulogium of, 39. 


Montreal and Western R.R. Co.’s confirmation 
of Agreement B. (82). 
3rd R.*, 313. 


May Patent B. (16). 
Consideration of B. m., 282. 
On postponed 2nd R., 229. 
Debate on, 328-334. 
2nd R. m., 358. 
3rd R. m., 374. 
3rd R. .m, 400. 


Patent Act Amt. B. (17). 
Rep. from Com., 312. 


Port Arthur, Duluth and Western R.R. Co.’s B. 
(14). 
Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.*, 151. 


Printing of Parliament. 
On Mr. Haythorne’s Inqy., 397. 
Rainy River Boom Co.’s B. (60). 
Ist R.*, 234. 
2nd R.*, 256. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Railway B. (Z). 
On 2nd R. m., 398. 
Reckoning of Time B. (Y). 
Ist R.*, 373. 
2nd R. m., 467. 
B. withdr., 627. 


St. Catharines and Niagara Central R.R. Co.’s 
B. (69). 
On M. for concurr. in Rep. of Cotn., 283. 
Saskatchewan R.R. and Mining Co.’s B. (34). 
On Rep. from Com., 389. 


Smith Patent B. (98). 
Ist R.*, 401. 
2nd R.*, 419. 
3rd KR. m., 516. 
Amt. m., 583. 


Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction R.R. 
Co.’s B. (84). 
2nd R.*, 233. 
Vivian & Co., H. H., Incorp. B. (124). 
Ist R.*, 497. 
Qnd R.*, 515. 


McKAY, Hon. Thomas. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In Com. of W., 364-465. 
Gold Coinage in Canada. 
In debate on M., Mr. McInnes (B.C)., con- 
cerning, 173. 
Interest B. (X). 
Debate on Commons Amts., 884. 
Keefer Divorce B. (G). 
In debate on 2nd R., 217. 
Railway B. (Z). 
Debate on 34R. m., 687. 
Subsidies to Railways B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 899. 


Welland Canal Management. 
In debate on Inqy., Mr. McCallum, 101. 


McKINDSEY, Hon. George C. 


Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Rep. from Com., 828. 
With Amts., 835. 
Belleville and Lake Nipissing R.R. Co.’s B. (22). 
lst R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.*, 151. 


Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 506. 


Detroit River R. R. Bridge Co.’s change of 
Name B. (89). 
Ist. R.*, 333. 
Amt. m., 378. 


Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie R. 
R. Co.’s B. (80). 
Ist R.*, 226. 
3rd R., 281. 


Home Life Association B. (63). 
3rd R.*, 582. 
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Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 319. 
Owen Sound and Lake Huron R.R. Co.’s B.(99). 
Ist R.*, 283. 
2nd R.*, 295. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Pontiac Pacific Junction R. R. Co.’s B. (87). 
In debate on Ist R., 335. 
Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan Steam- 
boat Co., and Canadian Pacific R.R. Co.’s 
Agreement B. 
3rd R.*, 234. 
Reckoning of Time B. (97). 
Debate on 2nd R., 472. 
Samuel May Patent B. (16). 
Ist R.*, 226. 
| 





Tilsonburg, Lake Erie and Pacific R.R. Co.’s B. 
(45). 
Ist R., 140. 
2nd R.*, 149. 
3rd R.*, 152. 
Toronto Board of Trade B. (K). 
lst R.*, 44, 
; 2nd R.*, 82. 
3rd R.*, 149. 


Toronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust B. 
‘ (M). 
2nd R.*, 113. 
Return of fees, m., 191. 
Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction R.R. 
Co.’s B. (84). 
Ist R.*, 226. 
3rd _ R.*, 313. | 
Vivian, H. H., & Co., Incorp. B. (124). 
3rd R.*, 646. 


McMILLAN, Hon. Donald. 


Banks and Banking B. (127). 
In resumed debate in Com., 827-831. 


British Columbia Penitentiaries. 
On Mr. Bellerose’s Question of Privilege, 484. 


Combines B. (77). 

Debate on, 730. 
Gaelic Language B. (P). 

In debate on 2nd R. m., 308. 
Home Life Association B. (63). 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 419. 


Keefer Divorce B. (G). 
In debate on 2nd R., 217. 


Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 323. 
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Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York RR Cas 
B. (28). 
In debate on Mr. Vidal's Amt., 192. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on, 564. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 842. 
Tariff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor’s Inqgy., 790. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of 
Com. on. 406. 
Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.'s B. (1531. 
On suspension of Rules, 869. 
On 2nd and 3rd R., 877. 


McLAREN, Hon. Peter. 


Introduced, 166. 


MACFARLANE, Hon. Alexander 


Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 318. 
Security of Fishermen B. (E). 
In debate in Com. of W., 84. 


MASSON, Hon. Mr. 


British Columbia Penitentiaries. 
On Mr. Bellerose’s Question of Privilege, 496. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com., 653. 
Inspector of Penitentiaries, Moylan. 
Debate on Mr. Bellerose’s M., 566. 
Introduced, 65. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
In debate in Com. on, 624-635. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Debate M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of Com. 
on, 417. 


MILLER, Hon. William. 


Adjournment. 
Debate on M., Mr. Perley, for, 335. 


Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate in Com., 824. 
Behring Sea Difficulty. 
Debate on Mr. Macdonald’s Inqy., 829. 


Brandon and South-Western R.R. Co.’s B. (72). 
3rd R.*, 234. 


Central Ontario R.R. B. (86). 
Referred back to Com., 361. 


Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 683. 


Copyright Act Amt. B. (19). 
In debate in Com. on, 199. 
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Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
In debate on 3rd Rep., 203. 
On 6th Rep. of Com., 873. 
Deceased W ife’s Sister B. (U} 
In debate on 2nd R., 224. 
In Com., 284. 
Disclosure of Official Information B 
In debate in Com. on, 227. 
Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 


Debate on Mr. Power’s Inqy., 772. 


Divorce Petitions, Reception of. 
In debate on, 35-6-7-8. 
Dominion Lands B. (E.E). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 811. 
Electoral Franchise B. (136). 
In debate in Com. on, 695. 


Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B). 


In debate on 3rd R., 148. 
Gaelic Language B. (P). 

On postponement 2nd R., 229. 

Debate, 296. 


In debate on 2nd R., 34. 
On a postponement 2nd R., 229. 


Glover Divorce Case. 


\ In debate on M. for adoption of Rep. of Com. 


on, 44. 
Imperial Federation. 


In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 269. 


Indian Act Amt. B. 
Debate in Com. on, 694. 


Railway B. (Z). 
Debate on 3rd R. 2m., 688. 
Refunding Fees in Divorce Cases. 
Debate on Mr. Sanford’s M., 684. 
Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C.) 
Debate in Com. on, 754. 


. (T}. Seaman’s Act Am. B. (135). 


In Com., 774. 
Senate Debates. 


on, 154. 


Steamboat Act Inspection B. (QO). 
In debate in Com. on, 198. 


Trade Marks Am. B. (18). 
In debate in Com. on, 205. 


Walker Divorce Case. 


44. 


In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. 


In debate on M. for adoption of Rep of Com. 


Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R. R. Co.’ B. (153). 


On suspension of Rules, 869. 


Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R. R. Co.’s B 
Geology, Mining and Natural History B. (C). (156). 


Debate on, 865. 
MURPHY, Hon. Edward. 
Criminal Law Am. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 657. 
Federation Life Association B. (74). 
Ist R.* 313. 


2nd R.* 328. 
Introduced, 33. 


North Canadian Atlantic R. R. and Steamship 


Inspector of Penitentiaries, Moylan. Co.’s B. (88). 
Debate on Mr. Bellerose’s M., 565. In debate on 2nd R., 331. 
Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s B. (54). Protection of Women and Children. 


In debate on, 281. 


Land Subsidies to Railways B. (43). 
Rep. from Com., 205. 


May Patent B. (16). 


Petition presented, 706. 

Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C). 
Debate in Com. on, 754. 

Senate, Constitution of the. 


In debate on 2nd R. postponement, 282. Debete on Mr. Poirier’s M., 522. 
Montreal and Western R.R. Co.’s B. (82). 


In debate on 2nd R., 283. 


North Canadian Atlantic R. R. and Steamship 


Co’s. B. (80). 
In debate on 2nd R., 330. 
Petitions, reading of. 


O’DONOHOE, Hon. John. 


Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate in Com., 824. 


Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 


In debate on 33. me 
Pictou Harbor B. (152.) Debate in Com. of W., 652. 
Debate on, 864. Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B). 
Pontiac Pacific Junction R. R. Co.’s B. (87), In debate in Com. of W. on, 140. 


In debate on Ist R., 335. 
Privilege, a Question of, 213. 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 

In debate on 2nd R., 43. 


Immigration in the North-West Territories. 
In debate on Mr. Lougheed’s M., 241. 
Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 318. 


Adjournment, from 14th to 20th Feb. m., 106. 
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Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 
In debate on Mr. Ogilvie’s Amt. to M. for 3rd 
R., 131. 
Tariff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor’s Inqy., 795. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for æloption of 10th Report of 
Com. on, 409. 
M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of Com. on, 418. 
Welland Canal Investigation. 
In resumed debate on Mr. McCallum’s Inqy., 
114. 


Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. 
On 2nd and 3rd R., 879. 


Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R.R. Co.’s B. 
(156). 
Debate on, 865. 


OGILVIE, Hon. Alexander W. 


Adulteration Act Amt. B. (9). 
In debate in Com. on, 354. 


Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate in Com., 821. 
Resumed debate, 833. 
Belding, Paul & Co.’s Incorp. B. (23). 
Ist R.*, 140. 
2nd R.*, 149. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 373. 
On H. C. Amts., 708. 


Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 723. 
Contingent Accounts of the Senate. 
On 6th Rep. of Com. presented, 874. 
Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
In debate in Com. on, 228. 
Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 
Debate on Mr. Power’s Inqy., 771. 


Dominion Lands B. (E.E). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 809. 


Gad tnspection B. (137). 
In Com. on, 763. 

Grand Trank R.R. of Canada B. (125). 
lst R.*, 496-565. 
2nd R.*, 514. 


Indian Act Amt. B. (B.B): 
Debate on 3rd R. m., 709. 


Jamaica Exhibition, Representation of Canada at. 
On Mr. Power's Inqy., 396. 


Keefer Divorce B. (G). 
In debate on 2nd R., 223. 
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North-Western Coal and Navigation Co.’s B. (25). 
Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate in Com. of W. on, 642. 
Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.’s B. (87). 
On 3rd R. m., 385. 

Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co. purchase of 
Line between Hull and Aylmer from Cana- 
dian Pacific R.R. B. (141). 

Ist R.*, 645. 

2nd R.*, 658. 
Printing of Parliament. 

On delays, 377. 

Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 

Amt. to M. for 3rd R. m., 131. 

Senate, Constitution of the. 

Debate on Mr. Poirier’s XL, 538-544. 

Tariff B. (143). 

Debate on the, 852. 


PAQUET, Hon. Anselme Homere. 


Adulteration Act Amt. B. (9). 
In debate on M. to discharge Order of Day, 
328. 


Gas [nspection B. (137) 
Rep. from Com., 773. 
orth- West Territories B. (V). 
In debate on 3rd R., 669. 
Rodier, the late Hon. Senator. 
Eulogium of, 33. 


PELLETIER, Hon. OC. A. P. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In Com. of W., 364. 
Debate, 575. 
Chambly Mfg. Co.’s B. (91). 
Ist R.*, 333. 
2nd R.*, 348. 
3rd R.*, 373. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 655. 
Montreal Bridge Co.’s B. (97). 
3rd R.*, 462. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate in Com. of W. on, 620. 
PERLEY, Hon. Wm. Dell. 


Address. 
In debate on the, 25. 
Adjournment. 
Notice of M. for, 27th March tol5th April, 335. 
A proposed, 337. 
Calgarry and Edmonton R.R. Co.’s B. (35). 
lst R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
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Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 721. 

Contingent Accounts of the Senate. 
On 5th Rep. of Com. presented, 873. 
On 6th Rep. of Com. presented, 874. 

Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 

Debate in Com. on, 653. 

Dominion Lands B. (E.E). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 806. 


Irrigation in the North-West. 
In debate on Inqy., Mr. McInnes, 185. 


Manitoba and North-West R.R. Co.’s B (50). 
Concurr. in Amts. m., 179. 


North-West Territories B. (V). 
In debate in Com. on, 603-632. 


Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan R.R. 
Co.’s agreement with the Canada Pacific 
R.R. B. (36). 

Ist R.*, 195. 
2nd R. m., 213. 

Welland Canal Investigation. 

Debate on Mr. McClelan’s M. for 2nd Rep. of 


Commissioner Wood on, 659. 


Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. 
On 2nd and 3rd R., 877. 


Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R.R. Co.’s B. 
(156). 
2nd R. m., 865. 


POIRIER, Hon. Pascal. 


British Columbia Penitentiaries. 
On Mr. Bellerose’s Question of Privilege, 493. 


Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 504. 
Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
In debate on the, 163. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Rep. from Ccm., 658. 
Gaelic Language B. (P). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 298. 
Geological Survey B. (C). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 143. 
Moncton and P. E.I. R.R. and Ferry Co.’s B. (64). 
Ist R.*, 213. 
2nd R.*, 225. 
Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.'s B. (87). 
2nd R. m., 348. 
P.E.I. Subway. 
Debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 429-61. 
Privilege, a Question of, 213. 
Seaman’s Act Amt., B. (135). 
In Com., 775. 
On M. for further Amt. 779. 
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Security of Fishermen B. (E). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 85. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
M., 517. 
Debate, 561. 
M. withdr., 564. 


POWER, Hon. Lawrence G. 


Address. 3 
In debate on the, 14-22. 


Adjournment. 
In debate on Mr. Perley’s Notice of M. for,336. 
Debate, 339. 
A recent, 361. 
Adulteration Act Amt. B. (9). 
In debate on 2nd R., 332. 
Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate in Com. on, 821. 
Resumed debate, 834. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In debate in Com. of W.on, 351-62-87-462-578. 


Bounty on Pig Iron B. (149). 
Debate on, 865. 


British Columbia Penitentiaries. 
On Mr. Bellerose’s Question of Privilege, 479.. 


Calgary Water Power Co.’s B. (75). 
In debate on 2nd R., 256. 


Clapp Divorce B. 
In debate on 3rd R., 499. 


Combines B. (77). 
Ist R.*, 564. 
Debate on, 717-45. 

Conclusion. 


In, 903. 


Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
In debate on the, 162-3. 
On 5th and 6th Rep. of Com. presented, 873. 


Criminal Law Amt. B. (15). 
Debate on 2nd R. m. 584. 
Debate in Com., 648. 


Deceased Wife’s Sister B. (U). 
In debate on 2nd R., 224. 
In Com., 255-284. 


Detroit River R. R. Bridge Co.’s B. (89). 
In debate on Amt., 378. 


Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
In debate on 2nd R., 206. 
On 3rd R., 234. 


Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 
Inquiry, 769. 

Divorce Petitions, Reception of. 
In debate on, 38. 
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Dominion Elections Act Amt. B. (7). 

In debate on 2nd R., 204. 
Dominion Lands B. (E. E). 

Debate on 2nd R. m., 806. 
Electoral Franchise B. (136). 

Debate in Com. on, 695. 


Fire Arms and other Weapons B. (B). 
In debate in Com. on, 140. 
On 3rd R., 148. 

Fishing Vessels of the U.S. B. (134). 
Debate on 2nd KR. m., 643. 

Gaelic Language B. (P). 

On postponement 2nd R., 229. 

Gas Inspection B. (137). 

Debate in Com. on, 762. 

Geological Survey B. (C). 

In debate in Com. of W. on, 142. 
In Com., 197. 

Great Mackenzie Basin. 

Debate on Mr. Girard’s M., 7 

Hudson Bay Route. 

In debate on, 71-80. 


Hereford R.R. B. (147). 
Debate on 2nd R. m. 766. 
Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
In debate in Com. on, 226. 


Immigration in the North-West Territories. 


In debate on Mr. Lougheed’s M., 241. 


Imperial Federation. 
In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 271-5. 


Indian Act Amt. B. 
Debate in Com. on, 694. 


Indian Advancement B. (132). 
Debate in Com. on, 692. 


Inland Revenue B. (133). 
Debate in Com. on, 646. 


Inspection Amt. B. (Q). 
In debate in Com. on, 200. 
Inspection of Penitentiaries, Moylan. 
Debate on Mr. Bellerose’s M., 565. 
Interpretation Act Amt. B. (130). 
Debate on 2nd R. ?n., 581. 
Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s B. (54). 
In debate on 2nd R., 225. 
Aint. m., 291. 


Interest B. (X). 
In debate on 2nd R., 348. 
In Com., 357. 
On 3rd R., 386. 

H. C. Amts., 872-84. ~ 


Irrigation in the North-West. 
In debate on Ingy., Mr. McInnes, 184. 


— 





Jamaica Exhibition, Representation of Canada 
at. 
Inqy., 394. 
Labor Statistics B. (148). 
Debate on 3rd R., 880. 


May Patent B. (16). 
In debate on 2nd R. postponed, 232-282. 
On 2nd R., 360. 


Montreal and Western R.R. Co.’s Agreement B. 
In debate on M. for 2nd R., 283. 
Montreal Bridge Co.’s B. (97). 
On 2nd R. m., 401. 
North Canadian Atlantic R.R. and Steamship 
Co.’s B. (88). 
In debate on 3rd R., 331. 
On 3rd R., 345. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
In debate on 2nd R., 346. 
In Com., 600-15-30. 
On 3rd R., 664-82. 
Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 320. 
Order, a Question of. 
Order, a Question of, 311. 
On discussing the merits of a B., 234. 


Pan-American Conference. 
Inqy., 702. 

Patent Act Amt. B. (17). 
In debate in Com. on, 311. 


P. E. I. Subway. 
Debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 423-61. 


Pilotage Act Amt. B. (D.D). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 768. 


Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.’s B. (87). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 348. 


Printing of Parliament. 
On delays, 377. 
Private Bills. 
In debate on 16th Rep. on from Com., 166. 
Public Lands Act Amt. B. (W). 
In debate in Com. on, 356. 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 
In debate on 2nd R., 42. 
On Amt. to M. for 3rd R., 134. 
Railway B. (Z). 
Debate on 3rd R., m. 686. 
Safety of Fishermen B. (E). 
Ist R., 33. 
2nd R., 45. 
Saskatchewan R.R. and Mining Co.’s B. (34). 
In debate on Ist R., 334. 
Sault Ste. Marie R.R. Co.’s B. (27). 
Debate on 2nd R., 129. 














1890] I.—INDEX TO SENATORS. 929 


De RS ee ee — 


Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C). 
Debate in Com. on, 756. 
Seamen’s Act Amt. B. (135). 
In Com., 775. 
On M. for further Amt. 779. 
Security of Fishermen B. E. 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 84. 
3rd R.*, 106. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 535-553. 


Senate Debates. 
In debate on rejection of 2nd Rep. of Com. on, 
155. 
Smith Patent B. (98). 
Debate on 3rd R. m., 517. 


Subsidies to Ry. B. (167.) 
Debate on 3rd R., 892. 
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. (0). 
In Debate in Com. on, 198. 
On H. C. Amts., 815. 
Tariff B. (143) 
On 2nd R. m., 796-8. 
Debate, 835-46-57. 
Toronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust Co. 
In debate on M. for return of fees, 191. 


Walker Divorce B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of 
Com. on, 404-15. 


Welland Canal Inqy. 
In debate on, 58. 
On Mr. McCallums M., 90. 
Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. 
(153). 
On suspension of Rules, 868. 
Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R.R. Co.’s B. 
(156). 
Debate on, 865. 
York County Bank B. (39). 
Debate on 3rd R. m., 828. 


PROWSE, Hon. Samuel. 
Adjournment. 
Debate on Mr. Perley’s M. for, 341. 
Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Resumed debate in Com. on, 833. 
Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 511. 
Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 745. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 655. 
Fishing Vessels of the U.S. B. (134). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 643. 


Gaelic Language B. (P). 
In debate on 2nd R., 233. 
Imperial Federation. 
In debate on, 276. 
Inspection Act Amt. B. (Q). 
In debate in Com. on, 201. 
Introduced, 4. 
P. E. I. Subway. 
Debate on Mr. Howlan’s M., 431-61. 
Subsidies to Rys. B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 887. 
Security of Fishermen B. (E). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 87. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on, 550. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on, 858. 
Tariff, The. 
In debate, 804. 


READ, Hon. Robert. 


‘ 


Adjournment, 14th to 20th Feb. 
In debate on M., Mr. O’Donohoe, for, 106. 


American Cattle, Importation. 
Inqy., 389. 

Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 500-513. 


Combines B. (77). 
Debate on Rep. of Com. on, 714. 


Hudson Bay Route. 
In debate on, 81. 
Imperial Federation. 
In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 270. 
Keefer Divorce B. (G). 
In debate on 3rd R., 216. 
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York R. R. Co’s. 
B. (28). 
Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.* m., 191. 
On Mr. Vidal's Amt., 193. 
Saskatchewan R.R. and Mining Co.’s B. (34). 
lat R., 334. 
2nd R. m., 362. 
Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C). 
Debate in Com. on, 757. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on, 857. 
Tariff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor’s Inqy., 790. 
Walker Divorce, B. 
Debate on M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of 
Com. on, 412. 
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REESOR, Hon. David. 


Adulteration Act. Amt., B. (9). 
In debate on 3rd R., 333. 


American Cattle, Importation. 
On Inqy., Mr. Read, 393. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
In debate in Com., 365. 


Bounty on Pig Iron B. (149). 
Debate on, 865. 


Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 511. 
Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 741. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 650. 


Disclosure of Official Information B. (T). 
In debate in Com. on, 228. 


Interest B. (X). 
Debate on Commons Amts., 884. 


North-West Territories B. (V). 
In debate on 3rd R., 669. 
Savings Banks in Québec B. (C.C). 
Debate in Com. on, 756. 
Subsidies to Railways B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 899. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 851. 
Tariff, The. 
Inqy., 784. 
Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle R. R. Co.’s B. 
(156). 
Debate on, 865. 


REID, Hon. James. 


Alberta Railway and Coal Co.’s B. (13) 
Ist R.*, 64. 
2nd R.*, 106. 


Cattle Export Trade. 
Inqy, 109. 


Central Ontario R. R. Co.’s B. (86). 
2nd R., 328. 
Postponement 3rd R. m., 353. 
Referred back to Com., 361. 
Concurr. in Amts. m., 388. 
Contingent Accounts of the Senate. 
m. Adoption of 2nd Rep. of Select Com. on 
m., 111. 
Explanation of 3rd Rep., 202. 
5th and 6th Rep. presented, 873. 
Columbia and Kootenay R.R. and Navigation 
Co.’s B. (128). 
Ist R.*, 399. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
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Combines B. (77). | 
Debate on, 720-751. 

Dominion Lands B. (E.E). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 815. 


Fire Arms and other Weapons Amt. to Cap. 148 
of Revised Statutes B. (B). 
Ist R.*, 27. 
2nd R., 82. 
Adoption of Amts. in Com. m., 147 
3rd R., 148. 
Geological Survey B. (C). 
Rep. from Com. with Amts., 147. 
Rep. from Com., 197. 


Gold Coinage in Canada. 
In debate on M.,Mr. McInnes (B.C.), concern- | 
ing, 175. 
Interest B. (X). 
Rep. from Com., 358. 
Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec R.R. Co.'s 
change of Name B. (92). 
Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
Reported progress in Com., 607. 
Reported progress in Com., 625. 
Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 325. 


Printing of Parliament. 
M. for adoption of 4th Rep. on, 334. ' 
On delays, 377. 


Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 
In debate on 3rd R., 138. 


Sault Ste. Marie and Hudson Bay R.R. Co.’s B. 
(27). 
Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R., 129. 
3rd R.*, 150. 


Seaman’s Act Amt. B. (135). 
In Com., 775. 

Steamboat Act Inspection B. (0). 
Rep. from Com. with Amts., 199. 


Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 839. 


Tariff, The 

On Mr. Reesor’s Inqy., 791-7-804. 
Welland Canal Management. 

In debate on Inqy., Mr. McCallum, 101. 


Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay R.R. Co.’s B. (153). 
On Suspension of Rules, 869. 
On 2nd and 3rd R., 877. 
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ROBITAILLE, Hon. Theodore. 
Adjournment, a proposed. 
Debate on Mr. Perley’s M. for, 338. 


Clapp Divorce B. 
Debate on, 504. 


Combines B. (77.) 
Debate on, 719. 


Protection of Women and Children. 
On Petition presented, 706. 


ROSS, Hon. J. J. 


Trudel, the late Hon. Senator. 
Eulogium of, 28. 


SANFORD, Hon. William E. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 


In debate in Com. of W., 367. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com., 650. 
Elbow River Water Power Co.’s B. 
In Jebate on re-committing B. to Com., 376. 
Glover Divorce Case. 
M. for adoption of Rep. of Com. on, 43. 
Ist R.*, 44. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
Refunding Fees in Divorce Cases. 
M., 684. 
Walker Divorce Case. 
M. for adoption of Rep. of Com., 44-64. 
Walker Divorce B. 
Adoption of 10th Rep. of Com. on, m. 403. 
3rd R. m., 418. 
Return of $200, m. 646. 


SCOTT, Hon. Richard William. 


Address. 
In debate on the, 10. 


Agricultural Fertilizers B. (D). 
In debate on 2nd R., 34. 


Adultration Act Amt. B. (9). 


In debate on M. to dischg. Order of Day, 328. 


Banks and Banking B. (27). 
On 2nd R.*, m., 816-17. 
Resumed debate in Con., 831. 
Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 816. 
Debate in Com., 817. 


Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 


In debate on 2nd R., 329. 
In Com., 349-63-81-467. 
H. C. Amts., 708. 

Bounty on Pig Iron B. (149). 
Debate on, 865. 
In Com., 882. 





British Columbia Penitentiaries. 
On Mr. Bellerose’s Question of Privilege, 479. 


Canadian Pacific R. R. Co.’s B., (56). 
In debate on M. for suspension of Rules on 2nd 
R., 151. 


Chinese, Tax on the. 
Debate on Mr. Almon’s Inqy., 476. 


Combines B. (77). 
Debate on, 683. 
On Rep. of Com., 713. 


Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 648. 


Divorce Petitions, Reception of. 
In debate on 37. 


Dominion Lands B. (E.E). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 806. 
Domipion Safe Deposit Warehousing Co.’s B. (97). 
Ist R.*, 401. 
2nd R.*, 467. 
3rd R.*, 582. 
Fertilizers, Agricultural, B. (D). 
In debate on 2nd R., 34. 
Geology Bill (C). 
Debate on M. for postponement of Com. of W. 
on, 113. 
In Com., 143. 


Gold Coinage in Canada. 
In debate on M. Mr. MacInnis, concerning 
172. 
Imperial Federation. 
In debate on Mr. Boulton’s M., 267. 


Indian Advancement B. (132). 
Debate in Com. on, 691. 
Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s B. (54). 
In debate on Mr. Power’s Amt. to B., 293. 
Immigration in the the North-West Territories. 
In debate on M., Mr. Lougheed, 248. 
Labor Statistics B. (148). 
Debate on, 864. 
Macdonald, the late Senator. 
Eulogium of, 39. 
May Patent B. (6). 
In debate on 2nd R. postponed, 231. 
Debate on 2nd R.*, 358. 
On 3rd R. m., 402. 
Mill Refuse in the Ottawa River. 

In debate on M. (Mr. Clemow) for returns 
of Corresp. and Reports concerning, 30. 
North Canadian Atlantic R. R. and Steamship 

Co.’s B. (88). 

In debate on 3rd R., 344. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
In debate on 2nd R., 346. 

On 3rd R., 669. 
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Orange Association B. (32). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 313. 
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York R.R. Co.’s 
B. (28). 
In debate on Mr. Vidal’s Amt., 194. 
Patent Act Amt. B. (17). 
In debate in Com. on, 312. 
Public Lands Act. Amt. B. (W). 
An explanation asked, 356. 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 
In debate on 2nd R., 40. 
On Amt. to M. for 3rd R., 134-6. 
Railway B. (Z). 
Debate on 3rd R. m., 686. 
Reckoning of Time B. (97). 
Debate on 2nd R., 470. 
Savings Banks in Quebec B. (C.C.) . 
Debate in Com. on, 754. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M., 525. 
Subsidies to Railways B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 887. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on 2nd R., 835. 
Trudel, the late Hon. Senator. 
Eulogium of, 27. 
Winnipeg & Hudson’s Bay R. R. Co.’s B. (153). 
On suspension of Rules, 868. 
York County Bank B. (39). 
Debate on 3rd R. m., 828. 


SMITH, Hon. Frank. 
Adjournment m., 335. | 
Debate on Mr. Perley’s Notice of M. for, 336. 
Agricultural Fertilizers B. (D). 
2nd R. m., 34. 
Cattle Export Trade. 
Answering Inqy., Mr. Read, 111. 
Combines B. (77). 
Debate on Rep. of Com. on, 715-741. 
Fertilizers, Agricultural. 
2nd R. m., 34. 
Gas Inspection B. (137). 
Ist R.*, 691. 
Geology, Mining and Natural History B. (C). 
2nd R. m., 33. 
Macdonald, the late Senator. 
Death of, annouuced, 38. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate on 3rd R., 677. 


Rodier, the late Hon. Senator. 
Death of, announced, 33. 


St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary. 
On M. for returns of Corresp. re Stenographer 
Bourbonnais, 783. 
Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on, 563. 
Tariff B. (143). 
Debate on the, 837. 
Trriff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor’s Ingy., 788. 
STEVENS, Hon. Gardner Green. 


Contingent Accts. of the Senate. 
On 6th Rep. of Com. presented, 875. 
SULLIVAN, Hon. Michael. 
Criminal Law Amt. B. (65). 
Debate in Com. on, 655. 
Gas Inspection B. (137). 
Rep. from Com., 764. 
Orange Association B. (32) 
Announcement of voting on, 327. 
Toronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust B. (M). 
lst R.*, 83. 
3rd R.*, 165. 
Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay R.R. Co.’s B. 
Rep. from Com., 880. 
SUTHERLAND, Hon. John. 


Huson’s Bay Route. 
In debate on, 80. 
Navigation of the Red River. 
Inay., 139. 


THIBAUDEAU, Hon. Joseph Rosaire. 


Combines B. (77). 
Debate.on, 751. 


VIDAL, Hon. Alexander. 


Address. 
In debate on the, 26. 
Adjournment, a proposed. 
Debate cn, 337. 
Belding Paul & Co.'s Incorp. B. (23). 
3rd R.*, 165. 
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes B. (6). 
Debate on 3rd R., 575. 


Central Ontario R.R. B. (86) 
Ist R.*, 313. 
On 3rd R. postponed, 353. 
Combines B. (77). ‘ 
Rep. from Com., 683. 
Concurr. in Rep. of Com. m., 712. 
Debate, 730-48. 


Confederation Life Association B. (74). 
3rd R., 332. 
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Detroit River R.R. Bridge Co.’s B. (89). 
In debate on Amt., 378. 


Divorce Petitions, Reception of. 
In debate on, 37. 


Erie and Huron R.R. Co.’s B. (51). 
Concurr. in Amts. m., 235. 


Fishing Vessels of the U. S. B. (134). 
Debate on 2nd R. m., 645. 
Geological Survey B. (C). 
In debate in Com. of W. on, 143. 
Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie R. 
R. Co.’s B. (80). 
Ist and 2nd R.*, 229-313-328. 
Glover Divorce Case. 
In debate on M. for adoption of Rep. of Com. 
on, 44. 
May Patent B. (16). 
In debate in Com. on 2nd R., 359. 


Montreal Bridge Co.’s B. (97). 
On 2nd R. m., 401. 


North-Western Coal and Navigation Co.’s B. (25). 
3rd R.*, 179. 
North-West Territories B. (V). 
Debate in Com. on, 612. 
Debate on 3rd R., 617. 
Rep. from Com., 676-683. 


Ontario Pacific R.R. Co.’s B. 
lst R.*, 645. 
2nd R.*, 658. 


Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York R.R. Co.’s 
B. (28). : 
In debate on 2nd R., 130. 
Amt. m., 191. 


Pontiac Pacific Junction R.R. Co.’s B. (87). 
In debate on Ist R., 334. 
3rd R. m., 373. 
M. 3rd R., 379. 
Concurr. H. C. Amts. m., 515. 
P. E. I. Subway. 
In debate on, 460. 
Railway Act Amt. B. (A). 
In debate on 2nd R., 31. 
Debate on Amt. to M. for 3rd R., 135. 
Reckoning of Time B. (97). 
Debate on 2nd R., 471. 
Debate, 627. 
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Security of Fishermen B. (E). 
Rep. from Com., 88. 


Senate, Constitution of the. 
Debate on Mr. Poirier’s M, 549. 


Subsidies to Rys. B. (167). 
Debate on 3rd R., 900. 


Tariff, The. 
On Mr. Reesor’s Inqy., 800. 


York County Bank B. (39). 
Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
Report from Com. and 3rd R. m., 828. 


WARK, Hon. David. 


Address. 
In debate on the, 21. 


Adjournment. 
In debate on M., Mr. Abbott, for, from 22nd 
June to 4th Feb., 32. 
Banks and Banking B. (127). 
Debate in Com., 823. 
On 3rd R., 834. 
Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 
Debate on Mr. Powers’ Inqy., 770. 
Gaelic Language B. (P). 
In debate on 2nd R. m., 297. 
Gold Coinage in Canada. 
In debate on M., Mr. McInnes, 173. 


Intercolonial R. R. 
M., 658. . 
Moncton and P.E.I. R.R. and Ferry Co.’s B. (64). 
3rd R., 234. 


New Brunswick R.R. Co.’s B. (49). 
3rd R.*, 234. 


People’s Bank of New Brunswick B. (33). 
2nd R.*, 112. 

Railway B. (Z). 
On 2nd R. m., 398. 


Shore Line R.R. Bridge Co.’s B. (55). 
3rd R., 281. 


St. Stephens Bank B. (24). 
2nd R.*, 112. 


Tariff, The. 
In debate, 804. 
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Address. 
In answer to Speech from the Throne. 
m. (Mr. Boulton ) 4. 


Debate: Mr. Lougheed, 7; Mr. Scott, 10; 
Mr. Power, 14-22; Mr. Haytorne, 18 ; 
Vidal, 26. 
Adjournments. 


Notice of M. (Afr. Abbott) of, 31. 
M. of (Afr. Abbott) from 22nd Jan. to 4th 


Alberta Railwa 
Act Amt. B. 
Ist R.*, 64. 
3rd R.*, 130. 
Assent, 343. 


and Coal Co.'s Incorp. 
13).—Mr. Read, for Mr. Ogilvve. 


Mr. Abbott, 22-5 ; Mr. Perley, 25 ; Mr. | 4ppointment of Senators by Provincial Legislatures. 


See Senate, Constitution of. 


Artesian Wells in the North-West. 
See Irrigation. 


| Assent to Bills. 


Adjournment for, 343-564-904. 


Feb. Discussed: Mr. Wark, Mr. Kaul-| 48h Wednesday. 


bach, and agreed to, 32. 

M. (Mr. O’ Donohoe) for, from 14th to 20th 
Feb. M. discussed; Mr. Almon, Mr. 
Lacoste, Mr. Kaulbach, 106-7. Mr. Read 
(Quinte), Mr. Dever, Mr. Cochrane. M. 
carried : C. 26; N.-C. 20, 109. 

M. (Mr. Smith) for, 335. Discussed. Mr. 
Perley had previously iven notice of —for 
27th March to 15th ril. Mr. Miller, 
Mr. Dever, Mr. Smith, The Speaker, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Vidal. 
337. 


Easter. 


M. (Mr. Perley) for, from 27th March to 15th 
April, 337. Discussed : Mr. McInnes, Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Robitaille, 338. Aint. m. 
(Mr. McInnes, B.C). for, from 27th March 
to 9th April, discussed ; Mr. Almon, Mr. 


aes A, Kaulbach, 339; Mr. Power, 

horne, 340; Mr. Prowse, 341 ; 
Mr. ae 343. Amt. agreed to on 
div’n., on 


During pleasure for Assent to Bills, m. (.Mr. 
Abbott) and agreed to, 343-564- 904. 
Administration, Acts of. North-West Territories. 
(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 5. 
(Mr. Lougheed) in seconding the Address, 7 
Amt. to B. N. A. Act as to appointments to Vacant 
Senatorships by the Provinces. 
See Senate, Constitution of. 
Adulteration Act Amt. 
(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 5. 
(Mr. Power) on, in debate on the Address, 17. 


Adulteration Act, Cap. 107. Revised 
Statutes Canada, her Amt. B. 
(9).—Mr. Abbott. 
Ist R.*, 328. 


M. (Mr. Abbott) to eee i Order of Day | Behring Sea DRA: 


for 2nd R., discussed r. Abbott, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Paquet, and agreed to, 329. 
2nd R.., 
In Com. of W. discussed, 353. 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. a Data Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. 
McInnes, 354. 
from Com. without Amt., 355. 
ard À R., and passed, 355. 
t, 564. 


Agricultural Fertilizers B. 
rr a 564. 


Adjournment for—See Soe 


Banking Security in the North- Wes , 

Inqy. (Mr. Mita whether Gave will take 
into account the consideration of advan- 
tages to the North-West in a new Bank- 
ing Act, 166. 

Advantages, 167; Loan Companies, 168 ; Se- 
curity on personal estate—procedure, 169. 

Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 170. 


M. agreed to, 336- | Banks and poneing Sot EE (127).—By Message 


from H. C. 
Ist R.*, 796. 
M. (Mr. Abbott ) for 2nd R. the following day, 
agreed to, 796. 
2nd R. m. (Mr. A bbott ), 816. 
Discussed : Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, and 


In Com. of W., discussed, 817. 

Mr. Drummond, Mr. Scott, Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Clemow, Mr. Purvis, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. 
Dever, Mr. Kaulbach, Amt. ( Mr, Wark ), 
823. 


Debate: Mr. Miller, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. McMil- 
lan, 817-28. 

Amt. lost on division ; progress reported, 828. 

Debate in Com. resumed, 831. 

Mr. McMillan, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Drummond, 
Mr. Scott, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Power, 831-4. 

Rep. from Com., concurred in, 834. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott ), agreed to, 834. 

Amt. m. (Mr. Wark), 835. 

Amt. lost on divi ision : C. 15; N.C. 29. 

Amt. (Mr. Scott), 835. 

Lost on division : C. 15; N.C. 29. 

3rd R. and passed, 835. 

Assent, 904. 


Banks, Incorporation of. 
(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 4 


Ingy. (Mr. Macdonald) whether owners of 
seized vessels will be recompensed, 
whether matters with U. S. will be 
arranged, whether data will be given to 
the public, 828. 

Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 829. 

Debate : Mr. Miller, Mr. Kaulbach, 828-9. 

Behring Sea Seizures. 

(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 4. 

(Mr. Lougheed) m. in sence the Address. 

(Mr. Scott) in debate on the Address, 11. 

(Mr. Armand) in debate on the Address, 13. 
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(Mr. Haythorne) in debate on the Address, 18. 
(Mr. Wark) in debate on the Address, 21. 
(Mr. Abbott) in debate on the Address, 22. 


Seal Fisheries in : 
(Mr. Abbott) in debate on the Address, 24. 


Belding, Paul & Co.’s Incorp. B. (23)—4r. 
Ogilvie. 

Ist R.*, 140. 

2nd R. * 149. 

ard R. LA 165. 

Assent, "343. 


Belleville and Lake Nipiss 
Co.’s Incorp. Act Amt. 


McKindscy. 


Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
ard R.*, 151. 
Assent, 343. 


BILLS. 


(A) An Act to amend the Railway Act.—(Mr. 
McCallum. ) 


Ist R.,* 27. 

nd R. m. and postponed, 31. 

2nd R. discussed: Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Scott, 
40-1; Mr. Flint, Mr. Power, Mr. Miller, 
42: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dickey, and agreed 
to, 43. 

Rep. from Com. without Amt., 130. 

M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 6 months’ hoist, 131. Dis- 
cussed: Mr. O’ Donohoe, 132-3; Mr. 
Ogilvie, Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. Vidal, 


134-35. 

Amt. rejected on division, C. 18; N. C., 32, 
136. 

Debate resumed: Mr. Scott, 136; Mr. Power, 
Mr. Kaulbach, 137. Mr. Almon, Mr. 
Read, 138. 


Amendment m. (Mr. Lougheed ), 138. 
Agreed to, and 3rd R., 139. 


(B) An Act to amend Chap. 148 of the 
Revised Statutes of Canada, ecting 
the improper use of Firearms and other 
Weapons.—( Mr. Read.) 


Ist R.*, 27. 

2nd R., 83. 

InCom. of W., discussed, 88. Rep. from Com. 
and Amts. Concurred in, 88. 

2nd R.*, 106. 

In Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Read, Mr. ‘Almon, Mr. Power, Mr. Dickey, 
* Mr. 0’ Donohoe, Mr. Dever, 140. Mr. 
Vidal, Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Girard, 141. 

Rep. from Com., Mr. McClelan, with Amts., 
141. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 147. Mr. Almon, 
Mr. Power, a Miller ; Rep. from Com. 
and 3rd R.., 


(C) An Act raping the Department of 
Geo Oey: ining and Natural History.— 
(Mr. Abbott. ) 


Railwa 
. (22) —Mr. 


Ist R.*, 33. 
2nd R. discussed : Mr. Smith, Mr. Miller and 
B. read 2nd time, 34 
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~ M. (Mr. Lacoste ) ae gthe consideration 


in Com. of W. disc Mr. Scott, and 
carried, 113. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Power 142; 
Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Poirier, Mr. Dever, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Vidal, 143; Mr. Dickey, 144 ; 
Mr. MacInnis (Burlington) 145; Mr. 
Clemow, Mr. Kaulbach, 146 Mr. How- 
lan; Rep. from Com. with Amts, and 
Amts. concurred in, 147. 

In Com of W. discussed: Mr. Abbott, 196 : 
Mr. Power, 197. 

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R. and passed, 197. 

Concurr. in Commons Amts., 658. 

Assent 904. 


(D) An Act respecting Commercial Fertilizers. — 
Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 33. 
2nd R., 34. 
3rd R.*, 106. 
Assent, 564. 


(E) An Act for the better securin 
of certain Fishermen. —2r. 


Ist R.*, 33. 

2nd R. m., 45, discussed #nd read 45. In 
Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Kaulhach, 
Mr. Power, 83; Mr. Howlan, Mr. Mc- 


the safety 


ower. 


Farlane, 84; Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, 
Mr. Poirier, 85 ; Mr. Scott, Mr. Prowse, 
87. 

B. Rep. from com. with Amts., 88 

3rd R.*, 106. 

(F) An Act r oe offences relating to the 

Law of age.—Mr. Macdonald, B.C. 

Ist R.*, 33. 

2nd R., 112. 

In Com. of W. discussed : Mr. Macdonald (B. 
C.), 141: Mr. Dickey, Mr. Kaulbach ; 


Rep. from Com., 142. 
B. withdr., 178. 


(G) An Act for the relief of Hugh Forbes 
Keefer.—Wr. Clemow. 


Ist R.*, 44. 

2nd R.*, 130. 

M. (Mr. Dickey) for adoption of Rep. of Select 
Con. on, 214. 

Debate : Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Read (Quinté), 
216; Mr. McKay, Mr. Macdonald (B.C. ), 
Mr. McMillan, 217 ; Mr. Lougheed, 218 ; 
Mr. Clemow, Mr. McClellan, 221; Mr. 
Ogilvie, 222. 

M. Agreed to, 3rd R.*, and passed, 223. 

Assent, 904. 


(H) An Act for the relief of Christiana Filman 
Glover.—AMr. Sanford. 


Ist R.*, 44. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.*, 205. 
Assent, 904. 


(I) An Act for the relief of David Philip Clapp. 
—Mr. Clemow. 


llth Rep. of ‘Com. on considered, 498. 
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M. (Mr. Clemow), 498; Mr. McInnes, Mr. Kaul- 
bach, Mr. Power, Mr. Abbott, Mr. How- 
lan, Mr. Flint, 499; Mr. Read, 500; Mr. 
Dever, 501; Mr. Dickey, Mr. Lougheed, 
Mr. Macdonald (B.C. ), 502-3 ; Mr. Poirier, 
Mr. Robitaille, 504; Mr. McKindsey, 
506-7 ; Mr. McCallum, 508 ; Mr. McInnes 
(B.C.), 509; Mr. Prowse, Mr. Reesor, Mr. 
Kaulbach, 510-1). 

M. rejected on division: C. 8; N.C. 35, 513. 

Suggestion to expunge corresp. from records, 
(Mr. Read), 513. 

Objected to, Mr. Almon, and discussed : Mr. 
Dickey, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Haythorne, Mr. 
Bellerose, Mr. Dever, 513; Mr. Reesor, 
Mr. McInnes, Mr. Dever, 514. 


(J) An Act respecting the Great North-West 
Central Railway Company. —Mr. Clemove. 


Ist R.*, 44. 

2nd R.*, 82. 
3rd R.*, 130. 
Assent, 343. 


(K) An Act respecting the Board of Trade of 
the City of Toronto.—Mr. Mc Kindsey. 


Ist R.*, 44. 

2nd R.*, 82. 
3rd R.*, 149. 
Assent, 564. 


(L) An Act to Amend the Railway Act as res- 
pecting running powers. — Mr. Louyheed. 


lat R.*, 83. 
B. withdr., 205. 


(M) An Act to authorize the Toronto Savings 
Bank Charitable Trust to invest certain 
Funds.—Mr. Lougheed. 


Ist R.*, 83. 
2nd R.*, 113. 

3rd R.*, 165. 

Assent, 564. 


(N) An Act for the relief of Emily Walker. — 
Mr. Clemow. 


Ist R.*, 106. 

2nd R.*, 152. 

M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of Com. on (Mr. 
Sanford), 403. 

Discussed : Mr. Kaulbach, 404; Mr. McMillan, 
406; Mr. O’Donohoe, 409; Mr. Dickey, 
410; Mr. Read (Quinté), Mr. Almon, 412 : 
Mr. Lougheed, 413; Mr. Power, 415; Mr. 
McClelan, 417; Mr. Abbott, Mr. Belle- 
rose and Mr. Masson, 418. 

M. Adopted on division : C. 22; N.C. 19; and 
M. for 3rd R., 418. 

M. for 3rd R. agreed to on division : C. 23 ; N. 
C. 16, 462. 


(0) An Act to amend the Steamboat Inspection 
Act, Cap. 78 of the Revised Statutes of 
Canada. 

Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 141. 
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In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, 197; 
Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Miller, 
198. 

Amts. concur. in Rep. from Com. and 3rd R. 
and ed, 199. Commons Amts. dis- 
cussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, 815; 
and agreed to, 816. 

Assent, 904. 


(P) An Act to provide for the use of Gaelic in 
Official Proceedings.—Mr. McInnes, B.C. 


Ist R.*, 113. 

M. for 2nd R. agreed to, 113. 

2nd R., 113.: 

M. (Mfr. McInnes, B.C.) that B. be restored to 
Order Paper, discussed, Mr. Miller, The 
Speaker, Mr. Power, 229. 

M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) that B. be restored 
to Order Paper, Amt. m. (Afr. Dickey) 
for 3 months’ hoist, 233. 

Debate: Mr. Prowse, Mr. McInnes, Mr. Power, 
The Speaker, 233-4. 

M. a d to, 234. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) and discussed : 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dever, Mr. Haythorne, 
Mr. McInnes, Mr. Miller, Mr. Glazier, 
Mr. Almon, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Wark, Mr. 
Poirier, Mr. Dickey, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Bellerose, Mr. McMillan, Mr. Macdonald, 
B.C., The Speaker, 295-311. 

Gaelic Testimonial and Translation, 298. 

Address in Gaelic, 302-3. 

The 133rd Sec. B.N.A. Act, 310. 

M. for 2nd R. lost on division: C. 7; N.C. 42, 
311. 


(Q) An Act further to amend the General In- 
spection Act, Cap. 99, of the Revised 
Statutes. — Ir. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 113. 

2nd R.*, 149. 

In Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Abbot, Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Clemow, 199 ; Mr. Power, 
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Howland, Mr. Hay- 
thorne, and Rep. from Com., 200. 

3rd R. m., (Mr. Abbott), 201. 

Discussed : Mr. Haythorne, 201 ; Mr. Prowse, 
Mr. Dever, Mr. Power, Mr. Abbott, 3rd 
R. and passed, 202. 


(R) An Act further to amend the Acts re- 
specting the Quebec Harbor Cominission. 
— Mr. oate. 


Ist R.*, 113. 
2nd R.*, 149. 
3rd R.*, 152. 
(S) An Act respecting Escaped Persons from 
Industrial Schools.—Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 142. 
Order of Day dischd. and 2nd R. postponed, 
225 


B. withdr., 282. 
(T) An Act to prevent the Disclosure of Off- 
cial Documents and Information.—r. 
Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 152. 

2nd R., 206. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Miller, Mr. Dever, 226-227 ; 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Haythorne, 
Mr. McInnes, B.C., 228. 
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eee Abbott) for 3rd R. the following day, 


Amt, pro posed and agreed to, and 3rd R. m. we 
r. Abbott) ; AL m. (Mr. Power), 254 
nae lost, and 3rd R., and passed, 255. 
Assent, 565. 


(U) An Act to amend the Act respecting Mar- 


riage witha Deceased W ife’s Sister. — Ar. 
Almon. 


Ist R.*, 196. 

M. for 2nd R. (Mr. Almon), 223. 

Debate: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, Mr. Mil- 
ler, 224. 

2nd R., 224. 

In Com. of W. discussed, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Abbott; Rep. from Com. 
255. 

In Com. of W. resumed: Mr. Power, Mr. 
Almon, Mr. Miller, Mr. Abbott, 284 ; 
Mr. Bellerose, 285-6; Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Dever, Mr. Dickey, 288.9; Mr. Almon, 
Mr. Lewin, 291. 

3rd R. and passed on division, C. 37; N.C. 9, 
291. 


Assent, ‘904. 


(V) An Act to amend the Acts respecting the 


North-West Territories. — Wr. Abbott. 


lst R.*, 328. 

Qnd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 345. 

M. discussed : Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Bellerose, and agreed to, 347. 

Discussion in Com. postponed, 362. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 586. Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Bellerose—Country French from the 
first ; French language universal ; news- 
papers’ opinions, 586-7 ; Lord Elgin in 
1849; harmony and good- willamonge asses, 
588 ; cordial relations between French 
and English, 589-90 ; importance of French 
language ; local legislation ; necessary in 
schools, 591 ; situation at time of Conquest, 
treaty of Paris, 593 ; attacks on French 
language, 594 ; Lord Sydenham, 595 ; 
French to be true to their nationality ; 
progress made, 596; dissatisfaction and 
national feelings bring war, justice, peace, 
597 ; French population will resent allu- 
sions, 598. 

M. (Mr. Bellerose), that H. go into Com. of 
W. on B., 598. 

M. discussed: Mr. Girard—Eulogium of the 
French, 599. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 600: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Lougheed, 
Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Gir- 
ard, Mr. Perley, 600 to 606. 


After Recess. 


Mr. Power, Mr. Perley, Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Lougheed, Mr. Girard, Mr. Vidal,- Mr. 
Bellerose, Mr. Dever, Mr. Pelletier, Mr. 
Haythorne, Mr. Masson, 607 to 625. 

Progress Rep. from Com. and Debate ad- 
journed, 625. 

Resumed, Mr. Abbott, 628. 

Amt. m. (Mr. Girard), 628. 

Discussed : Mr Kaulbach, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Perley, Mr. Bellerose, Mr. McInnes, B.C., 
Mr. Masson, Mr. Lougheed, 628-642. 


Amt. withdr., 642. 

B. Rep. from Com. as amended and Rep. 
adopted, 642. 

Discussed on 3rd R. Order of Day: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Scott, 669. 

M. (Afr. Abbott) for 3rd R., 669. 

Amt. m. (Mr. Bellerose), 670. 

Debate: Mr. Scott, Mr. Paquet (in French), 
Mr. Power, The Speaker, Mr. Lacoste, 
Mr. Howlan, Mr. Drummond, Mr. Vidal, 
Mr. McInnes, (B.C.,) 669-678. 

Amt. nr carried on div’n.: C. 46; N. 
C. 7, 678. 

M. for grd R. (Ur. Abbott), discussed ; Mr. 
Bellerose, Mr. Power, 679. 

Resumed : The Speaker, "Mr. Bellerose, Mr. 
Howlan, Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Girard, 679-681. 

3rd KR. and passed, 681. 


(W) An Act respecting Grants of Public Lands. 


— Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 328. 

2nd R., 348. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Power; Rep. from. Com. 
without Amt., 357. 

3rd KR. and passed, 362. 

Assent, 904. 


(X) An Act to amend Cap. 127 of the Re- 


vised Statutes, entitled, ‘‘ An Act Re- 
specting Interest.” —Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 328. 

2nd R., 348. 

In Com. of W. discussed; Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Dever, Mr. Power, 357. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 358. 

M. ser rk of Amts. made in Com., (¥r. 
Abbott), 386 

M. discussed : Mr. Dever, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Power, 386. 

M. agreed to, and 3rd R., and passed as 
amended, 387. 

Commons Amts. considered, 872. 

Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, 872-3. 

Concurr. postponed, 873. 

Commons further Amts. considered, 883. 

Mr. Abbott, Mr. Dever, Mr. McKay, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Reesor, Mr. 
De Boucherville, Mr. Almon, 883-6. 

Agreed to on div’n., 886. 

Assent, 904. 


(Y) An nr Sapecung the Reckoning of Time. 


Innes, Burlington. 
a 


— Mr. 


lst R.*, 373. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. MacInnes), 467. 

Debate: Mr. Dickey, Mr. Almon, 468; Mr. 
Kaulbach, 469 ; "Mr. Scott, Mr. Vidal, 
471; Mr. McKindsey, Mr. Power, 473. 

M. carried on div’n. ; C. 25; N.C., 14. 

M. (Mr. MacInnes) that B. be referred to 
Com. on Railways, Telegraphs and Har- 
bors, agreed to, 473. 

Rep. from Com., with recommendation to 
withdr., 626. 

Discussed : Mr. MacInnes (Burlington), Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Vidal, The Speaker, 627. 

B. withdr., 627. 
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(Z) An Act respecting Railways.— Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 373. 

2nd R., ” 398. 

M. (Mr. Abbott ) to refer B. back to Com. on 
Railways, Telegraphs and Canals, agreed 
to, 581. 

Rep. from Com., and 3rd R. and passed, 627. 

3rd R. m. (Ar. Abbott), 686 

Amt. m. (Mr. Power), 686. 

Debate: Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Mc- 
Kay, Mr. Miller, Mr. Dickey. Amt. lost 
on div’n., 689. 

Amt. m. (Mr. Lougheed), 689. 

Debate : Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power; M. agreed 
to, and 3rd R. and passed, 691. 

Assent, 904. 


(AA) An Acttoamend the Canada Temperance 
Act.—Mr. Dickey. 


Ist R.*, 461. 
B. withdr., 514. 


(BB) An Act further to amend the Indian Act, 
ae of the Revised Statutes. —2fr. 
Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 582. 

2nd R.*, 658. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 692: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Girard, Mr. De Boucherville, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Lougheed, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Macdonald, Mr. McInnes (B.C.), Mr. 
Macdonald (B.C.), Mr. Dever, 692-5. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts. concurr. in, 695. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 708. 

Debate: Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), Mr. Ogilvie, 
Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 708-10. 

3rd R., and passed, 710. 

Assent, 904. 

(CC) An Act respecting certain Savings Banks 
in the Province of Quebec.—Mr. Abbott. 


lst R.*, 686. 

2nd R.*, 705. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 754. Mr. Scott, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Murphy, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Reesor, Mr. Read (Quinte), Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Bellerose, Mr. Drummond, Mr. Prowse, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Dever, 754-62. 

Rep. from Com., and 3rd R.*, and passed, 762. 

Assent, 904. 


(DD) An Act toamend the Pilotage Act, Chap. 
80, of the Revised Statutes.—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 705. 

2nd KR. m. (Mr. Abbott), 768. 

Discussed : Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, 768-9, 
and agroed to. 

2nd R.*, 76 

In Com. ce OW. discussed, 830: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Howlan, Mr. Drummond, Mr. Mc- 
Clelan, 830-31. 

Rep. from Com., 831. 

3rd R.*, and passed, 831. 

(EE) An Act further to amend the Dominion 

Lands Act.—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 780. 

2nd KR. m. (Ar. Abbott), 806. 

Discussed : Mr. Scott, Mr. Perley, Mr. Power, 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Howlan, 
Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Miller, Mr. ‘Dev er, 806-15. 

Agreed to and 2nd R., 815. 

B. withdr., 830. 
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An Act Lo Railways.—Wr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 

(6) An Aet relating to Bills of Exchange, 
Cheques and Promissory Notes. — Mr. 
Abbott. 

Ist R.*, 328 
2nd R., 329. 


In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbot, Mr. 
Scott, 339; Mr. Kaulbach, 340; Mr. 
Power, 341. 

Rep. from ‘Com., 352. 

In Com. of W. m. (Mr. Kaulbach), that con- 
sideration of B. be postponed, 355. 

M. ee Mr. Abbott, Mr. Haythorne, 

; Mr. Howlan, agreed to, 356. 

In can ‘of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Drummond, 362; Mr. Scott, 
363 ; Mr. McKay, Mr. Peletier, M r. Dickey, 
364; Mr. Reesor, 365; Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Bolduc, 366; Mr. Sanford, 367 ; Mr. 
Lougheed, 368 ; Mr. Howlan, Mr. Poirier, 
369 ; Mr. Ogilvie, 373. 

Progress in Com. reported,373. 

_ In Com. resumed, 387 : Mr. Scott, Mr. Abbott, 
eee Power, Mr. Drummond, 388. 
ress reported, 388. 
om. of W. discussed, 462: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, 
463: Mr. De Boucherville, 464 ; Mr. 
McKay, 465; Mr. McClelan, 467. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 467. 

M. (Mr. Abbott), that B. be referred back to 
Com. of W. for Amt., agreed to, 572. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 572. 

Amt. m. (Mr. Drummond) 572-3. Mr. 
Bolduc, 574; Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Pelle- 
tier, 575; Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Vidal, 576; Mr. Bellerose, 577; Mr. 
McInnes, Mr. Abbott, 578-9. 

Amendt. withdr. and M. withdr., 580 

Rep. from Com. with Amts. concurred in, 
581. 

3d. R., * and passed, 581. 

Commons Amts. considered, 707. 

Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, Mr. Drummond, Mr. 
Mr. Ogilvie, 708. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) referring B. back to H. of 
C. agreed to, 708. 

Assent, 904. 


(7) An Act further toamend the Dominion Elec- 
tions Act, Cap. 8 of the Revised Statutes 
of Canada.—Ur. Abbott. 


Ist R. *, 152. 

2nd R., 204. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 224. 

Rep. from Com., and 3rd R. and passed, 225. 
Assent, 343. 


(9) An Act further to amend the Adulteration 
Act, Cap. 107 of Revised Statutes. — Wr. 
Abbott. 


Ist R. *, 328. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) to discharge Order of Day for 
2nd R. discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, 
Mr. Paquet, and agreed to, 329. 

2nd R., 333. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 353: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. McInnes, 
354. 
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Rept. from Com. without Amt., 3rd R. and 
passed, 355. 
Assent, 564. 


(13) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate 
the Alberta Railway and Coal Company. 
— Mr. Read (for Mr. Ogilvie ). 


Ist R. *, 64. 
3rd R. *, 130. 
Assent, 343. 


(14) An oe Re qe ce Port Arthur, Duluth 
Western ilway Company.—fr. 
Mac nnex, 


Ist R. *, 112. 
2nd R. *, 230. 
3rd R. * 151. 
Assent, 343. 


(16) An Act to confer on the Commissioner of 
Patents certain powers for the relief of 
Samuel May.—Mr. McKindsey. 


Ist R. *, 226. 

M. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington) for 2nd R. 
discussed : Mr. Dickey, 229; Mr. Kaul- 
bach, 230; Mr. Scott, Mr. Power, 231; 
Mr. Abbott, 232. 

M. (Ar. MacInnes, Burlington) to discharge 
the Order of the Day and postpone the 
2nd R. of B., agreed to, 233. 

. (Mr. MacInnex, Burlington) for further 
postponement of 2nd RB. discussed, and 
agreed to, 282. 

2nd R. *, 328. 

M. (Vr. ‘MacInnes, Burlington) for postpone- 
ment of 2nd R., agreed to, 334. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlin n), 358. 

M. discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. McDonald, 
Mr. Vidal, 359; Mr. Power, Mr. Drum- 
mond, 360. 

Agreed to and 2nd R., 361. 

Rep. from Com., and M. (Mr. MacInnes, 
Burlington) for 3rd R., 374. 

M. discussed : Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. McDonald, B.C., and agreed 
to, 374. 

3rd KR. m., 401. 

Debate: Amt. m. (Mr. Dickey), 402 ; Mr. 
Scott, Amt. agreed to and 3rd R. and 
passed as amended, 403. 

Assent, 565. 


(17) An Act to Amend the Patent Act.—AMr. 
Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 195. 

2nd R.*, 224. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 311 : Mr. Power, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Scott, 312. 

Rep. from Com., 3rd R., and passed, 313. 

Assent, 564. 


(18) An Act to amend the Act respecting Trade 
Marks and Industrial Designs.—Mr. La- 
coste. 

Ist R.*, 149. 
2nd R.*, 153. 


In Com. of W. discussed, ee from Com. and 
3rd R. and passed, 205 
Assent, 343. 
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(19) An Act to amend the Copyright Act.—Afr. 
Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 149. 

2nd R.*, 153. 

In Com. of W. discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Miller; Amt. m. and agreed to; Rep. 
from Com. as amended ; concurred in and 
3rd R., and passed as amended, 199. 

Assent, 564. 


(20) An Act respecting the Goderich and Cana- 

dian Pacific Junction Railway Company, 

, and to change the name of the Company 
to the Goderich and DR BC. Railway 
Company.—Mr. Macdonal 

Ist R.*, 112. 

2nd R.*, 130. 

3rd R.*, 151. 

Assent, 343. 


(21) An Act to a gal leat the Lindsay, Bob- 
caygeon and ntypool Railway Com- 
y.-—Mr. Clemow. 
Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.*, 151. 
Assent, 343. 


(22) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the 
Belleville and Lake Nipissing Railway 
Company.—Mr. Mc Kindsey. 

Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.*, 151. 
Assent, 343. 


(23) An Act to incorporate the Belding, 
Company (Limited).—Mr. Ogurie. 
lat R.*, 140. 
2nd R.*, 149. 
3rd R.*, 165. 
° Assent, 343. 


(24) An Act respecting the St. Stephens Bank. 
— Mr. Botsford. 
lat R.*, 106. 
2nd R.*, 112. 
Assent, 343. 


(25) An Act respecting the North-Western Coal 
and Navigation Company (Limited). —Afr. 
Ogilvie. 

Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
3rd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 


(26) An Act relating to the Canada Southern 
Bridge Company.—Mr. Maclnnes, Bur- 
lington. 

Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
3rd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 


(27) An Act to incorporate the: Sault Ste. 
Marie and Hudson’s Bay Railway Com- 
pany.—Mr. Read. 

Ist R.*, 112. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. Read:), discussed, Mr. Power, 
and B. read, 129. 

3rd R.*, 150. 

Assent, 343. 


Paul & 
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(28) An Act to incorporate the Ottawa, Morris- 
burg and New York Railway Company. — 
Mr. Read. 


Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R., 130. 
Rep. from Com., Mr. Dickey, and M. that 
Rep. be considered, 15). 
M. for 3rd R. discussed: Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Read ; Amt., Mr. Vidal, 191. 
Amt. discussed: Mr. McMillan, 192; Mr. 
Read (Quinté), 193; Mr. Scott, Mr. Power, 
, Mr. Almon, 195. 
Amt. lost on division: C. 7; N.C. 40. 
3rd R., and passed, 195. 
(32) An Act to incorporate the Grand Orange 
Lodge of British America.—Mr. Clemow. 


ist R.*, 177. 

2nd R. m., 313. 

Discussed: Mr. Scott—Orange processions ; 
objects of society, 314. ; advantages already 
accorded, obvious tendency, 315; to hold 


roperty enough. 
Mr. D'Donohoe,…{s there any use for a secret 
litical society, 316; condition of Ire- 

d ; riots, 317. 

Orangeism not needed, 318-9 ; mortality caused 
by Orange processions, 320. 

Mr. McMillan, pro. 321. Mr. Power—Con- 
stitutionality ; spirit of orangeism bad, 
322-3; equal rights; not political, no 
reason for existence, 324-5. Mr. Read, 
Mr. Clemow, 326 

M. sores to on division: C. 32; N.-C. 20. 

2nd R., 327. 


3rd R.*, 332. 
Assent, 564. 


(33) An Act respecting the People’s Bank of 
New Brunswick.— Mr. Botsford. 
Ist R.*, 106. 
2nd R.*, 112. 
3rd R.*, 149. 
Assent, 343. 


(34) An Act to amend the Act to inc te 
the Saskatchewan Railway and Mining 
Company. 

Ist R.*, 334. 
M. (fr. Read, Quinté) for suspension of 41st 
meee objected to, Mr. Power; M. withdr., 


Ond R.*, 362. 
3rd R. and passed as amended, 389. 
Assent, 565. 


(35) An Act to imcorporate the Calgary and 
Edmonton Railway Company. — fr. 
Perley. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 

(36) An Act to confirm an Agreement between 
the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatch- 
ewan Rai and Stearabiat Company 
and the Canadian Pacitic Railway Com- 
pany.—Mr. Perley. 


Ist R.*, 195. 
2nd R.*, 214. 
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(37) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate 
the Imperial Trusts Company of Canada. 
— Mr. Clemorr. 


Ist R.*, 399. 

2nd R.*, 401. 

Rep. from Com. without amt., 462. 
3rd R., and passed, 462. 

Assent, 565. 


(39) An Act to incorporate the York County 
Bank. —Afr. Vidal. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 

Rep. from Com. with Amt., concurr. in, 828. 
ard. R. m. (Mr. Vidal ); discussed : Mr. Power, 
Mr. Scott, and 3rd R. and passed, 828. 

Assent, 904. 


(40) An Act to incorporate the National Con- 
struction Company.—Mr. Kaulbach. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


(41) An Act to incorporate the Canada Cable 
Co.—Mr. MacDonald, B. C. 


Ist R.*, 148. 
2nd R.*, 152. 
3rd R.*, 152. 
Assent, 343. 

(43) An Act to amend the Act 52 Victoria, Chap- 

ter 4, intituled : ‘‘ An Act to authorize the 

ting of Subsidies in Land to certain 

ilway Companies.”—.Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 149. 
Discussed: Mr. Howlan, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Abbott, 178. 
2nd R., 178. 
In Com. of W., discussed, Mr. Abbott, 204. 
Rep. from Com., and 3rd R. and passed, 205. 
Assent, 343. 
(45) An Act to incorporate the Tilsonburg, Lake 
Erie and Pacific Railway Company.—fr. 
Mc Kindsey. 
Ist R.*, 240. 
2nd R.*, 149. 
3rd R.*, 152. 
Assent, 343. 
(46) An Act to incorporate the Mount Forest, 
Markdale and Meaford Railway Com- 
pany.—Mr. Dever. 


Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
3rd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 

(48) An Act respecting the Northern and West- 
ern Railway Company of New Brunswick, 
and to change the name of the Company 
to the Canada Eastern Railway Company. 
— Mr. Botaford. 


Ist R.*, 152. 

2nd R.*, 152. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 179. 

M. (Mfr. Botsford) for concurr. in Amts. agreed 


to. 
3rd R., and passed as amended, 180. 
Assent, 343. 
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(49) An Act respecting the New Brunswick Rail- 
way Company.—Mr. Botsford. 
Ist R.*, 152. 


(50) AnAct respecting the Manitoba and North- 
Western Railway Company of Canada. — 
Mr. Girard. 


Ist R.*, 152. 

2nd R.*, 152. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts; M. (Mr. Perley) 
for concurr. in Amts; 3rd R. as amended, 
179. 

Assent, 343. 


(51) An Act respecting the Hereford Railway 
Company. —Wr. MacInnes, Burlington. 


Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
3rd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 


(53) An Act to amend the Public Stores Act. — 
Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 149. 
2nd R.*, 152. 
3rd R.*, 178. 
Assent, 343. 


(54) An Act to Incorporate the Interprovincial 
Bridge Company.— Mr. Clemorr. 


Ist R.*, 213. 

M. (Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R. discussed: Mr. 
Power, Mr. Kaulbach, and agreed to, 
225-6. 

2nd R., 226. , 

Rep. from Com. with Amt., and M. (Mr. 
Clemorw ) for consideration of Rep. , 281-82. 

M. (Mr. Clemow ) for adoption of Amts., and 
for 3rd R., 291. 

Debate: Mr. Power, Mr. Dever, Mr Clemow, 
Mr. Scott, The Speaker, Mr. Kaulbach, 
291-95. 

M. agreed to, and 3rd R., and passed, 295. 

Assent, 564. 


(55) An Act to Incorporate the Short Line Rail- 
way Bridge Company.—Mr. Botsford. 


Ist R.*, 213. 


3rd R.*%, 281. 
Assent, 343. 
(56) An Act to amend the Canadian Pacific Rail- 

way Act, 1889, and for other purposes. 

Ist R.*, by Message from H. C., and M. (Mr. 
MacInnex, Burlington) that 41st Rule be 
suspended, agreed to, 152. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. MacInnes) ; discussed, Mr. 
Scott, 152. 

2nd R., 152. 

3rd R. *, 152. 

Assent, 343. 


(57) An Act respecting the Erie and Huron 
Railway Company.—Mr. McInnes, B.C. 
2nd R.*, 205. 
Rep. from Com. with Amts., Amts. concurred 
in and 3rd R., and passed as amended, 235. 
Assent, 564. 
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(58) An Act to change the name of the Vaudreuil 
and Prescott Railway Company, to the Mon- 
treal and Ottawa Railway Company.— Mr. 
Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, on special Message from H. C., 177. 

Suspension of 41st Rule m., and 2nd R. m. ( Afr. 
Lacoste ), Be ™ 

Agreed to, and 2nd R.*, 178. 

3rd R.*, 179. 

Assent, 343. 


(58) An Act ne oe Brantford, Waterloo 
and Lake Erie Railway Company. — Afr. 
McCallum. 


Ist R.*, 283. 
2nd R.*, 295 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


(60) An Act to Incorporate the Rainy River Boom 
Company.— Mr. MacInnea. 


Ist R.*, 234. 
2nd R.*, 256. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


(61) An Act to amend the Act incorporating the 
Lake Manitoba and Canal Company.— Yr. 
Louyheed. 

Ist R.*, 226. 
2nd R.*, 229. 
3rd R.*, 281. 
Assent, 343. 


(63) An Act to incorporate the Home Life Asso- 
ciation of Canada.—Mr. McMillan. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 419. 
3rd R.*, 582. 
Assent, 904. 

(64) An Act to incorporate the Moncton and 
Prince Edward Island Railway and Ferry 
Company.—Mr. Poirier. 

Ist R.*, 213. 
2nd R.*, 225. 
3rd R.*, 234. 
Assent, 343. 


(65) An Act further to amend the Criminal 
Law.— Mr. Abbott. 
Ist R.*, 515. 
2nd R. m. Mr. Abbott, 583. 
Discussed: Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, 583-6. 
M. agree to and 2nd R., 586. 
In Com. of W. discussed, 648: Mr. Abbott, 
N Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Sanford, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Drummond, 
Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Lougheed, Mr. De- 
Boucherville, Mr. O’Donohoe, Mr. Girard, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Masson, Mr. Perley, 
Mr. Prowse, Mr. Pelletier, Mr. Sullivan, 
Mr. Murphy, Mr. Ross, 648-58. 
Progress reported, 658. 
Resumed, 681: Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, Mr. 
DeBoucherville, 681-3. 
Rep. from Com. with Amts. and 3rd R.*, and 


passed, 683. 

Concurr. in Commons Amts. Discussed: Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. DeBoucherville, 780. 

Assent, 904. 
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(69) An Act hip ts the St. Catharines and 
Niagara Central Railway Company.— 
Mr. McCallum. 


Ist R.*, 213. 
2nd R.*, 225. 
Rep. from Com., 234-5. 
M. (Mr. McCallum) for adoption of Rep. 
to, and 3rd R., and passed as 
amended, 283. 
Assent, 564. 


(71) An Act to inco 
South-Western 
Boulton. 


Ist R.*, 195. 
2nd R.*, 225. 
3rd R.*, 234. 
Assent, 343. 


(72) An Act respecting the Summerside Bank. 
— Mr. Hovlan. 


Ist R.*, 177. 


rate the Brandon and 
ilway Company.--àfr. 


(73) An Act to SR the Dominion Safe 
Deposit, Warehousing and Loan Com- 
pany, Limited.—Afr. Scott. 


Ist R.*, 401. 
2nd R.*, 467. 
3rd R.*, 582. 
Assent, 904. 


(74) An Act respecting the Federation Life 
Association.—Mr. Murphy. 


Ist R.*, 313. 
2nd R.*, 328. 
3rd R.*, 332. 


(75) An Act respecting the Calgary Water 
Power Company (Limited).— Mr. Louy- 
heed. 


Ist R.*, 234. 
2nd R., 256. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


(76) An Act to incorporate the Elbow Water 
Power Company. 


Ist R.*, 334. 

M. (Mr. Lougheed) for suspension of 41lst 
Rule, and for 2nd R., agreed to, 334. 

2nd R.*, 334. 

Rep. from Com. with recommendation that B. 
be not passed, as being contrary to public 
interest,and M. for adoption of Rep. ( Afr. 
Dickey ) agreed to, 337. 

M. (Mr. Lourheed ) that B. be re-committed 
to select Com. on Railways, &c., 374. 

M. discussed: Mr. Dickey, 375; Mr. San- 
ford, Mr. Kaulbach, 376, and M. lost on 
division. 

(77) An Act to amend the Act for the preven- 
tion or suppression of Combinations formed 
in restraint of Trade.” —Mr. Power. 

Ist R.*, 564. 

2nd R., 625. 


ss from Com., 683. 
Debate: Mr. Vidal; Mr. Scott, Mr. McCallum, 
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Mr. Miller, Mr. Dickey, and agreed to, 
684 


Report of Com. considered, 712. Mr. Vidal, 
Mr. Scott. 

Amendment m. (Mr. Read, Quinté ), 717. 

Debate: Mr. McInnes, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Robitaille, Mr. Perley, Mr. 
Ogilvie, Mr. McCallum, 717-25. 

Resumed, 725: Mr. McCallum, Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Dever, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Vidal, 
Mr. Drummond, Mr. McMillan, Mr. 
Dever, Mr. Flint, Mr. Thibaudeau, Mr. 
Haythorne, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Prowse, Mr. 
Lougheed, Mr. Clemow, 725-54. 

Amt. lost on division: C. 14; N.C. 27. 

Rep. adopted on same division, 754. 


(79) An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company of Canada.— Wr. Vidal. 
Ist R.*, 313. 
2nd R.*, 328. 
Rep. from Com. with Amts., 3rd R. and passed 
as amended, 352. 
Assent, 564, 904. 


(80) An Act respecting the Grand Trunk, Geor” 
gian Bay and Lake Erie Railway Com- 
pany.—Mr. McKindsey. 


Ist R.*, 226. 
2nd R.*, 229. 
3rd R.*, 281. 
Assent, 343. 


(82) An Act to confirm an Agreement between 

the Montreal and Western Railway Com- 

ny and the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company: — Mr. Bolduc. 


Ist R.*, 256. 
2nd R., 283 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


(84) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate 
the Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junc- 
tion Railway Company.—Wr. McKind- 


sey. 


Ist R.*, 226. 
2nd R.*, 233. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


(86) An Act respectin 
Railway.— Mr. 


Ist R.*, 313. 

2nd R.*, 328. 

Discussed, and m. (.Mr. Read), that B. be re- 
ferred back toCom., and M. agreed to, 361. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 388. 

Assent, 565. 


(87) An Act respecting the Pontiac Pacific Junc- 

tion Railway Company. 

Ist R. 334. 

M. (Mr. Vidal) for 2nd R. on a later day ; 
discussed : and agreed to, 335. 

2nd R., 349. 

3rd R. postponed, 353. 

Rep. from Com., 373. 

M. (Mr. Vidal) for 3rd R., 374. 


the Central Ontario 
idal. 
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M. for 3rd R. (Mr. Vidal) with Amt., 379. 
Discussed : Mr. Clemow, Mr. Kaulbach, 
380-81 ; Mr. Dickey, 383; Mr. Vidal, Mr. 
Howlan, Mr. Ogilvie, 384-5. 

Amt. adopted on division: C. 19; N.C. 18. 

3rd R., and passed, 386. 

Commons Amt. agreed to, 515. 

Assent, 904. 


(88) An Act to incorporate the North Canadian 
Atlantic Railway and Steamship Com- 
pany.—Mr. Bolduc. 


lst R.*, 234. 

Qnd R.* , 256. 

Rep. from Com. with Amt. (Mr. Dickey), 229 
and M. for adoption of Rep., 330. - 

Discussed : Mr. Abbot Mr. Mil er, Mr. Dickey; 
Amt. concurred in ; M. (Mr. Lacoste) for 
for potponment of 3rd R., 330. 

M. discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Murphy, 331; agreed to, 332. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Bolduc), 344. 

Discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaul- 
bach, Mr. Drummond, The Speaker, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Howlan, 344. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) that B. be referred back to 
Com., agreed to, 345. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 352. 

3r R., and passed as amended, 353. 

Assent, 564. 


(89) An Act to amend the Act incorporating the 
River Detroit Winter Railway Bridge 
Company, and to change the name of the 
Company to the River Detroit Railway 
Bridge Company.—Mr. Mc Kindsey. 


Ist R.*, 333. 

2nd R.*, 348. 

Rep. from Com., 373. 

M. (Wr. Mc Kindsey) to amend B., discussed : 
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Power, 378 ; Mr. Vidal, 
and agreed to, and 3rd R. and ‘passed, 379. 

Assent, 565. 


{90) An Act to amend the Act incorporating 
the Manitoba and South Eastern Railway 
Company.—Mr. Girard. 


Ist R.*, 281 
2nd R.*, 291. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


(91) An Act to 
Chambly 2 
Pelletier. 


ant certain wers to the 


anufacturing 


(92) An Act respecting the Napanee, Tamworth 
and Quebec Railway Company, and to 
change the name of the Company to the 
Kingston, Napanee and Western Railway 
Company.— Mr. Read. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


mpany.—Afr. | 
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(97) An Act to inco mt pees the Montreal Bridge 
Company. Guévremont 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R., 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


(98) An Act to confer on the Commissioner of 
Patents certain powers for the relief of 
George T. Smith.—Mr. MacInnes. 


Ist R.*, 401. 

2nd R.*, 419. 

Rep. from Com. and M. for 3rd R. 516.. 

Amt. { Mr. Dickey), discussed : Mr. Howlan, 
Mr. Power, Mr. MacInnes, 516. 

M. (Mr. MacInnes ), for postponement of 3rd 
R., agreed to, 517. 

Amt m. (Mr. MacInnes ), 583. 

Amt. agreed to and 3rd R.*, and passed, 583. 

Assent, 904. 


(99) An Act to incorporate the Owen Sound and 
Lake Huron Railway Company.— Mr. 
Mc Kindsey. 


Ist R.*, 283. 
2nd R.*, 295. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


(103) An Act further to amend the Canada 
Temperance Act.—Mr. Dickey. 


Ist R.*, 564. 
2nd R.*, 582. 
3rd R.*, 586. 
Assent, 904. 


(121) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate 
the Dominion Mineral in ne à — Mr. 
MacInnes. 


Ist R.*, 399. 

2nd R.*, 401. 

Rep. from Com. without Amt., 3rd R. and 
passed, 462. 

Assent, 564. 


(123) An Act respecting the Ontario Pacific 
Railway Company.—Mr. Vidal. 


Ist R.*, 645. 
2nd R.*, 658. 
3rd R.*, 683. 
Assent, 904. 


(124) An Act respectin 
(Limited). —M~. 
Ist R.*, 497. 
2nd R.*, 515. 


3rd R.*, 646. 
Assent, 904. 


(125) An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way of Canada.—Wr. Ogilrie. 


Ist R.*, 496-565. 
2nd R.*, 514. 


(127) An Act respecti ng, panne and Banking, 
By Message from 
Ist R.*, 796. 
M. ( Mr. Abbott ), for 2nd R. the following day, 


agreed to, 796. 
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott ), 816. 


H. H. Vivian & Co. 
acInnes. 











agreed to, 817. 

2nd R., 817. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 817. Mr. Drum- 
mond, Mr. Scott, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Clemow, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Dever, Mr. 
Kaulbach. 

Amt. (Mr. Wark), 823. 

Debate: Mr. Miller, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. McMil- 


lan, 817-28. 
Amt. lost on division, pro reported, 828. 
Debate in Com. resumed, 831: Mr. McMillan, 


Mr. Abbott, Mr. Drummond, Mr. Scott, 
Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Power, 831-4. 
Rep. from Com. concurr. in, 834. 
3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), agreed to 834. 
Amt. m. (Mr. Wark), 835. 
Amt. lost on division, C. 15; N. C. 29. 
ptt oe poem ), 835 ; lost on division, C. 15 ; 


3rd R., and passed, 835. 
Assent, 904. 


(128) An Act respecting the Columbia and 
Kootenay Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany.—Mr. Read. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


(129) an Act to amend the Exchequer Court 
ct. 


lst R.*, 376. 

2nd R.*, 399. 

In Com. of W., discussed ; Rep. from Com. 
3rd R.*, and passed, 515. 


(130) An Act to amend the Interpretation Act. 
— Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 496. 
2nd R., 581. 
3rd R.*, 648. 
Assent, 904. 


(132) An Act to amend the ‘Indian Ad- 
vancement Act,” Cap. 44, of the Revised 
Statutes.—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 646. 

2nd R., 681. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 691 : Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Scott, Mr. Power; Rep. from Com., 
and 3rd R.*, and passed, 692. 

Assent, 904. 


(133) An Act further to amend the Act re- 
D Inland Revenue, Cap. 34, of the 
evised Statutes.— Mr. Abbott. 

Ist R.*, 496. 

2nd R., 581. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 646: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Almon, 
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Dever, Mr. Drummond, 
Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Howlan, 646-8. 

3rd R., and passed, 648. 

Assent, 904. 


(134) An Act respecting Fishing Vessels of the 
United States of America. — Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 586. 
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 642. 
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M. discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Prowse, Mr. Howlan, Mr. Haythorne, 
Mr. Vidal, 642-45. 

Agreed to, and 3rd R., and passed, 645. 

Assent, 904. 


(135) An Act to amend the Seamen’s Act, 


: 
74 of the Revised Statutes. — Mr. 


Abbott. 

Ist R.*, 705. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 766. 

pe Mr. Drummond, Mr. Kaulbach, 
767-8. 

M. agreed to, and 2nd R., 768. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 773: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Drummond, Mr. Miller, Mr. Kaul- 
bach, Mr. Poirier, Mr. Read, Mr. Power, 
Mr. McClelan, 773-6. 

Rep. from Com. and Rep. received, 776. 

Com. of W. m. (Mr. Abbott ), 779. 

Discussed: Mr. Poirier, Mr. Power, Mr. Mc- 
Innes (B.C.), 780. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 780. 

Assent, 904. 


(136) An Act further to amend the Revised 
Statutes, Chap. 5, respecting the Electoral 
Franchise.—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 625. 

2nd R.*, 658. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Power, Mr. Dickey, and Rep. 
from Com., 695. | 

M. (Mr. Abbott) referring B. back to Com. of 
W., ed to, 710. 

In Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Haythorne, Mr. Dickey, 710-12.° 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., concurr. in and 
3rd R., and passed as amended, 712. 

Assent, 904. . 

(137) An Act to amend the Gas Inspection 
Act.—Mr. Smith. 


Ist R.*, 691. 

2nd R.*, 705. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 762: Mr. Clemow, 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, The S er, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Drummond, Mr. 
Ogilvie, 762-6. 

Rep. from Com., 766. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) for discussion in Com. of W. 
agreed to, 772; discussed: Rep. from 
Com. and 3rd R., and passed, 773. 

Assent, 904. 

(141) An Act to facilitate the purchase by the 
Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Com- 
pany of the Branch Line of Railway bet- 
‘ween Hull and Aylmer.—.Mr. Ogilrie. 

Ist R.*, 645. 

2nd R.*, 658. 

3rd R.*, 683. 

Assent, 904. 

(143) An Act to amend the Acts respecting 
ja AE of Customs.— By Message from 


Ist R.*, 796. 
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) for following day, 
96 


796. 
Discussed : Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Dever, 796-7. 
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Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Almon, Mr. Clemow, Mr. McClelan, 
Mr. Smith, Mr. Howlan, Mr. Read. 
Resumed, 842; Mr. Howlan, Mr. Hay- 
thorne, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. 
Macdonald, Mr. Dever, 835-56. 

M. agreed to and 2nd R., 856. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 856: Mr. Power, 
Mr. MacDonald (B.C.), Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. McMillan, Mr. Power, 
Mr. Read, Mr. Prowse, Mr. Dever, Mr. 
McMillan, Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Reesor, Mr. Drummond, 856-64. 

Rep. from Com. and Rep. received, 864. 

3rd KR. under suspension of Rule 42, and pass- 
ed, 864. 

Assent, 904. 


(147) An Act respecting the Hereford Railway 
Company and the Maine Central Railway 
Company.— By Messaye from H.C. 


Ist R.*, 766. 

M. (Mr. Cochrane) for suspension of Rules and 
for 2nd R. Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. 
Dickey, Mr. Kaulbach, 766. 

M. agreed to and 2nd R., 766. 

3rd R.*, 769. 

Assent, 904. 


(148) An Act to provide for the Collection and 
Publishing of Labor Statistics. — Mr. 
Abbott. 


Rep. from Com. of W. without Amt., 880. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott); Debate : Mr. Prowse, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Almon, Mr. Power, 
880-1. 

Agreed to, and 3rd R. and passed, 881. 

Assent, 904. 


(149) An Act to make further provision res- 
pecting the Bounty on Pig Iron.— Mr. 
Abbott. 


Ist R., 864. 

Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Reesor, 865. 

M. for 2nd R., 865, agreed to. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 881. 

Agreed to, and 2nd R.*, 881. 

In Com. of W. discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. 
Kaulbach, 881-3. 

Rep. from Com., and 3rd R. and passed, 883. 

Assent, 904. 


(150) An Act respecting a certain Agreement 
therein mentioned with the Calgary and 
Edmonton Railway.— Mr. Abbott. 


2nd R. referred to Com. of W., 831. 

In Com. of W., discussed and rep. from Com. 
without Amt., 831. 

3rd R., and passed on division, 831. 

Assent, 904. 


(154) An Act to amend the Acts respecting the 
Harbor of Pictou.—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R. 
2nd R. ; Under suspension of Rules, 864. 
3rd R. 


[ Session 
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(155) An Act respecting the Winnipeg and Hud- 
son’s Bay Railway Company.—By Mess- 
age from H.C. 


Ist R., 868. 

M. (Mr. Girard) for suspension of Rules 
Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. 
McMillan, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Read, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Lougheed, Mr. Girard, 868-72. 

Suspension of Rules m. (Mr. Girard), and for 
2nd and 3rd R., 876. 

Discussed : Mr. Read, Mr. Perley, Mr. McMil- 
lan, Mr. O’Donohoe, 876-80. 

Agreed to, and 2nd R., 880. 

In Com., discussed, and rep. from Com. with 
Amts. and 3rd R. and passed, 880. 

Assent, 904. 


(157) An Act to authorize the granting of Sub- 
sidies in aid of construction of lines of Rail- 
ways therein mentioned.—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R., 873. 

2nd R. m (Mr. Abbott), 886. 

Discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Prowse, Mr. McCallum, Mr. Flint, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Dever, Mr. Almon, Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Mckay, 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Paquet, Mr. Vidal, 886- 


902. 

2nd R. on division, 902. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) ; discussed : Mr. Mc- 
Callum, 902. 

3rd R., and passed, 903. 

Assent, 904. 


(158) An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain 
sums of money required for defraying 
certain ex of the Public Service for 
the financial years ending respectively the 
oe pune: nee and the 30th June, 1891, 
and for other pur relating to the 
Public Service.—Mr. Abbott. 

Ist R.*, 873. 

2nd R.*, 903. 

3rd R.*, under suspension of Rules, and passed, 
903 


Assent, 904. 
(159) An Act to amend the Act of the present 
Session, intituled : ‘‘ An Act toamend the 
Acts respecting the Duties of Customs. ”— 
Mr. Abbott. 
Ist R., 872. 
2ud and 3rd R. under suspension of Rules, and 
872. 


Assent, 904. 
(160) An Act to authorize the granting of Sub- 
sidies in Land to certain Railway Com- 
ies.—Mr. A bbott. 

Ist R.*, 873. 

2nd R.*, 903. 

3rd R.*, and passed, under suspension of Rules, 
903 


Assent, 904. 
(165) An Act respecting the Wood Mountain and 
Gu Appel: Railway.—By Message from 


Ist R. 865. 

2ud R. m. (Mr. Perley ), 865. Discussed : Mr. 
Power, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Lougheed, 
Mr. O’Donohoe. 


. ~ top 
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Qnd R.*, 868, and referred to Com. ; Rep. from | B.N.A. Act Amt., relative to vacant Senatorships. 


Com., 3rd R., and passed, 868. 
Assent, 904. 


An Act respecting the Northern and Western 
Railway Company of New Brunswick, and 
to change the name of the Company to 
the ‘‘ Canada Eastern Railway Company.” 

Assent, 343. 

An Act to inco 

burg and 
Assent, 343. 
An Act respecting the Confederation Life As- 
sociation. 
Assent, 564. 
An Act to amend the Exchequer Court Act. 
Assent, 904. 

An Act respecting Agricultural Fertilizers. 
nt, 564. 

Bills, consideration of, in the Senate (Mr. Scott ), 
in debate on the Address, 12. 

Bills of Exchange and promissory notes, Acts 
relating to (Mr. Boulton) in Address, 5. 

(Mr. Power) on, in debate on the Address, 
17. 


rate the Ottawa, Morris- 
ew York Railway Company. : 


Bills of Exchange, Cheques and Promissory 
Notes Bill (6).—Mr. A bbott. 


Ist R.*, 328. 

2nd R.*, 329. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 339: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, 339- 
52; Rep. from Com, 352. 

In Com. of W. m. (Mr. Kaulbach ) that con- 


sideration of B. be postponed; M. dis- 
cussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. Haythorne, Mr. 
Howlan, 355-6, and d to, 356 


In Com. of W. disc , 362: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Drummond, Mr. Scott, 
Mr. McKay, Mr. Pelletier, Mr. Dickey, 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Bolduc, 
Mr. Sanford, Mr. Lougheed, Mr. Howlan, 
Mr. Poirier, Mr. Ogilvie, 362-73. 

Progress reported, 373. 

Debate in Com. resumed, 387: Mr. Scott, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Power, Mr. Drummond, 
387-8. 

Progress reported, 388. 

Debate resumed, 462: Mr. Abbott, Mr. Dickey, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. De Bou- 
cherville, Mr. McKay, Mr. Mr. McClelan, 
462-7. : 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 467. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) that B. be referred back to 
Com. of W. for Amt., agreed to, 572. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 572. 

Amt. m. (Mr. Drummond), 572-3. 

Discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Pelletier, Mr. 
Lacoste, Mr. Power, Mr. Vidal, Mr. Bol- 
duc, Mr. Bellerose, Mr. McInnes, Mr. 
Abbott, 572-79. 

Amt. and M. withdr., 580. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts. concurred in., 


3rd R.*, and passed, 581. 

Commons Amts. considered, 707. 

Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, Mr. Drummond, Mr. 
Ogilvie, 708. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) referriug B. back to H. C., 
agreed to, 708. 

Assent, 904. 


See Senate, Constitution of. 
Bourbonnais, O. G., Amounts paid to, as Steno- 


sles asta Sos, bi 
See St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary. 


Brandon and South-Western Railway 
Oo.’s Incorp. B. (71)}—Mr. Boulton. 


Ist R.*, 195. 
2nd R.*, 225. 


Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Rail- 
way Co.'s B. (58)}—Mr. McCallum. 


ist R.*, 283. 
2nd R.*, 295. 
3rd R.”, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


British Columbia Penitentiary. 

A Question of Privilege (Mr. Bellerose), Mr. 
Moylan’s attack on Senator McInnes. 

See Privileye. 

M. (Mr. MacInnes, B.C.) for returns of cor- 
resp. between Dept. of Justice and Inspec- 
tor Moylan concerning the dismissal à 
John Wi . À to, 497. 

See also Prirtleye, A Question of. 


Calgary and Edmonton Railway Act 
Agreement B. (150).—AMr. Abbott. 


2nd R. referred to Com. of W., 830. 

In Com. of W. discussed, and rep. from Com. 
without Amt., 830. 

3rd R., and passed on division, 831. 

Assent, 904. 


Calgary and Edmonton Railway Co.'s 
Incorp. B. (35.)—Mr. Perley. 
Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


Calgary Water-Power Oo.’s B. (75)—Mr. 
Lougheed. (75) É 


Ist R.*, 234. 
2nd R.*, 256. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


Canada Cable Co.’s Incorp. B. (41).—r. 
Macdonald, B.C. 


Ist R.*, 148. 
2nd R.*, 152. 
3rd R.*, 152. 
Assent, 343. 


Canadian Representation at Jamaica Exhibition. 
See Representation. 


Canada Southern Bridge Co.'s B. (26).—Mr. 
MacInnes, Burlington. 


Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
3rd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 


Canada Temperance Act Amt. B. (AA).— 
Mr. Dickey. 

Ist R.*, 461. 

B. withdr., 514. 
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Temperance Act Further Amt. | Columbia and Kootenay Railway and 


B. (103).—Mr. Dickey. 


Ist R.*, 564. 
2nd R.*, 582. 
3rd R.*, 586. 
Assent, 904. 


Canadian Pacific Railway Act, 1889, 
Am 56). 


t. and other purposes B. ( 


Ist R.* by Message from H. C. and M. (Mr. 
MacInnex, Burlington), that 41st Rule be 
suspended, 152. 

And R. mn. (Mr. McInnes), discussed, Mr.Scott, 
152. 

2n1 R.*, 152. 

3rd R.*, 152. 

Assent, 343. 


Cattle, Importation of, for Slaughter, without Quar- 


antine. 


See Importation. 


Cattle Export Trade. 


Ingy. (Mr. Read), whether Government will 
allow the U. S. to ship cattle without 
quarantine regulations, 109. 

Discussed: Mr. id, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Dever, and answered, Mr. Smith, 111. 


Central Ontario Railway B. (86).—Mr. Vidal, 


Ist R.*, 313. 

2nd R.*, 328. 

Discussed and m. (Mr. Read), that B. be 
referred back to Com., and M. agreed to, 
361. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 388. 

Assent, 565. 


Chambly Manufacturing Co.’s B. (91).—Mr. 


Pelletier. 


Ist R.*, 333. 
2nd R.*, 348. 
3rd R.*, 373. 
Assent, 564. 


Chinamen at Niagara, The Explanation. 


Mr. Abbott, 515. 
See Taz. 


Clapp Divorce B. (1).—Mr. Clemow. 


Ist R.*, 44. 

2nd R.*, 130. 

llth Rep. of Com. considered, m. (Mr. Cle- 
mou), Mr. McInnes, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Howlan, Mr. 
Flint, Mr. Read, Mr. Dever, Mr. Dickey, 
Mr. Lougheed, Mr. Macdonald, B.C., Mr. 
Poirier, Mr. Robitaille, Mr. McKindsey, 
Mr. McCallum, Mr. McInnes, B.C., Mr. 
Prowse, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Alimon, Mr. 
Haythorne, Mr. Bellerose, 498-514. 

M. rejected on div'n. : C. 8 ; N.C. 35, 513. 

Suggestion to expunge corresp. from Records, 
(Mr. Read), 513. 


Coinage, Gold, in Canada, Resolutions concerning. 


m. (Mr. McInnex, B.C)., that it is expedient to 
establish, 170-1. 

Discussion: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Howlan, Mr. 
Wark, Mr. MacInnes (Burlington), 172; 
Mr. Scott, Mr. Power, Mr. ver, Mr. 
McKay, 173; Mr. Boulton, 174; Mr. Reid 
(B.C)., Mr. Abbott, 175. 

M. withdr., 177. 








Navigation Oo.’s B. (128).—Hr. d. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


Commissioner A. F. Wood's Expenses. 
M. (Mr. Flint) for Returns in detail of moneys 


paid to, &c., 569. 


Discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. McCallum, Mr. 


Kaulbach, 570. 
M. agreed to, 572. 


Committees, Sessional. 


See Sesstonal Committees. 


Committees, Standing. 


See Standing Committees. 


Conclusion. 


M. (Mr. Abbott) for adjournment, 903. 


Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, and 


agreed to, 903. 


Confederation Life Association B. 


Assent, 


Conatitution of the Senate. 


See Senate. 


Contingent Accta. of the Senate. 
M. (fr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Rep. of 


Com. on, 111. , 
Amt. thereto (Mr. ÆKaulbach), and Amt. 
adopted on division: C. 18 ; N.C. 12. 
3rd Rep. of Select Com. on, discussed : Mr. 

Read, Mr. Kaulbach, 202; Mr. Miller, 
Mr. Botsford, and Rep. adopted, 203. 
See Senate. 


Copyright Act Amt. B. (19)—4Afr. Lacoste. 


Ist R,*, 149. 

2nd R.*, 153. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Miller, 199. 

Amt. moved and agreed to, Rep. from Com. 
as amended, concurred in, 199. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 199. 

Assent, 564. 


Criminal Law Further Amt. B. (65)—r. 


A bbott. 


Ist R.*, 515. 

2nd. R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 583. 

Discussed: Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, 583-6. 

M. d to, 586. 

2nd R., 586. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. Dickey, Mr. San- 
ford, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Drummond, Mr. 
Macdonald, Mr. Lougheed, Mr. DeBou- 
cherville, Mr. O’Donohoe, Mr. Girard, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Masson, Mr. Perley, 
Mr. Prowse, Mr. Pelletier, Mr. Sullivan, 
Mr. Murphy, Mr. Ross, 648-58. 

Progress reported, 658. 

Resumed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, Mr. De 
Boucherville, 681-3. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 683. 

3rd R.*, and , 683. 

Concurr. in Commons Amts., discussed : Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. DeBoucherville, 780. 

Assent, 904. 
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Cruelty to Animals. 
See Prevention. 


Cruisers, Seizure of, by U.S. Vessels in Behring's 
Dé. 
See Behring’s Sea. 


Customs Act Amendment B. (143).—£8y Mes- 
sage from H. C. 


Ist R.*, 796. 
2nd R.*, m. (Mr. Abbott) for following day, 
196 


Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Dever, 796-7. 

2nd KR. m. (Mr. Abbott), 835. 

Discussed : Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Almon, Mr. Clemow, Mr. McClelan, 
Mr. Smith, Mr. Howlan, Mr. Read. 

Resumed, 842: Mr. Howlan, Mr. Haythorne, 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Macdonald, 
Mr. Dever, 835-56. 

M. agreed to, and 2nd R., 856. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 856: Mr. Power, 
Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) ; Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. McMillan, Mr. Scott, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Drum- 
mond, 856-64. 

Rep. from Com. and Rep. received, 864. 

3rd R., under suspension of Rule 42, and 


Assent, 904. 


Custom Act of the present Session 
Amendment B. (159).—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 872. 
2nd and 3rd, R. under suspension of Rules, 


Davis, Superannuation of. 
See Contingent Accounts, 202. 
Debates and Proceedings of the Senate. 
See Senate. 


Deceased wee Sister’s Act Amt. B. (V)— 


Mr. Almon. 


Ist R.*, 196. 

M. for 2nd R. (Mr. Almon), 223. 

Debate: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, Mr. Mil- 
ler, 224. 

2nd R., 224. 

In Com. of W. discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Abbott, 255. 

Rep. from Com., 255. 


In Com. of W., resumed: Mr. Power, Mr. 
Almon, Mr. Miller, Mr. Abbott, 284 ; Mr. 


Bellerose, 285-6; Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Dever, Mr. Dickey, 288-9; Mr. Almon, 
Mr. Lewin, 291. 

3rd R., and passed on division: C. 37; N. C., 
9, 291. 

Assent, 904. 


Destruction of Property on Fraser River, in Settle- 
ments of Sumas and Challtwack. 
See Narigation. 
Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 
Inqy. (Mr. Power) whether a clause will be 
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Dismissal of John Wiygins. 

See Wiggins. 

Divisions. 

109, 136, 161, 165, 195, 291, 311, 327, 386, 
418, 462, 473, 513, 678, 754, 835, 876. 

On M. ( Mr. O’ Donohoe ) for adjournment from 
14th to 20th Feb., 1890: C. 26; N. C., 
20, 109. 

On M. (Mr. Ogilirie) for 6 months’ hoist of 
B. (A), An Act to amend the Railways 
Act, on 3rd R.: C. 18; N. C., 32, 136. 

On M. (Mr. Hoiwlan) for adoption of 2nd Rep. 
of Senate Debates Com. : C. 8; N. C. 26, 
161. 

On Amt. (M7. Kaulbach) to M. (Mr. Read) for 
adoption of 2nd Rep. of Com. on Contin- 
gent Accounts: C. 18; N. C. 12, 165. 

On Mr. Vidal’s Amt. to Ottawa, Morrisburg 
and New York Railway Co.’s Bill B. (28) : 
C. 7; N. C. 40, 195. 

On Question : ‘‘ Shall the B. Pass,” on 3rd R., 
Deceased Wife’s Sister’s Act Amt. Bill, 
B. (U.), 291. 

On 2nd R., Gaelic as an Official Language 
B. (P): C. 7; N. C. 42, 311. 

On 2nd R., Orange Incorporation Bill, B. (32) : 
C. 32; N. C. 20, 307. 

On Amt. to B. 87 (Pontiac Pacific Junction 
Ry. Co.’s B.), on 3rd R.: C. 19; N.C. 


18, 386. 

M. (Mr. Sanford) for adoption of 

10th Rep. of Com. on Emily Walker’s 

Divorce, B. (N): C. 22; N. C. 19, 418. 

On M. for 3rd R., Emily Walker’s Divorce, 
B. (N): C. 23; N. C. 16, 462. 

On M. for 2nd R., Reckening of Time, B. (4) ; 
C. 25; N. C. 14, 473. 

On consideration of llth Rep. of Select 
Com. on Divorce re Clapp Divorce, B. (I). 
M. for, rejected: C. 8; N. C. 35, 513. 

On Amt. to Amt. to the North-West 
Territories, B. (V): C. 46; N. C. 7, 678. 

On Amt. to M. for adoption of Rep. of Com. 
on the Combines Ë. : C. 14; N. C. 27, 
754. 

On adoption of Bee of Com. on Combines B. 
(77): C. 27; N. C. 14, 754. 

On Mr. Wark’s Amt. to B. (127), Banks and 
Banking Act, 3rd R.: C. 15; N. C., 29, 
835 


On Mr. Scott’s Amt. to B. (127), Banks and 
Banking Act, 3rd R: C. 15; N. C., 29, 835. 

On Mr. Ogilvie’s Amt. to M. for adoption of 
6th Rep. of Com. on Contingent Accounts 
of the Senate: C. 23; N. C. 24, 876. 

Divorce, Reception of Petitions for. 

Discussed : (Mr. Dickey ) 34; Mr. Miller, 35 ; 
Mr. Vidal, Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, 37 ; 
Mr. Power, Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Lacoste, 
and Petitions read, 38. 


Divorce Committee. 
Sixth Rep. of Com. on, presented and adopted, 
113. 


On 


inserted in mail carrying contract between | Divorce Cases, Refunding Fees in. 


United Kingdom and 
769. 
59 


anada concerning, 


M. (Mr. Sanford ) to refund $200 and exhibits 
to applicant in Walker Divorce case, 684. 
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Discussed : Mr. Miller, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Abbott, and agreed to, 685. 


M. (Mr: Clemow ) to refund $200 and Exhibits 
to applicant in Clapp Divorce case, 685. 

Discussed: Mr. Flint, Fr. Kaulbach, and 
agreed to, 686. 

See also Walker Divorce Bill (N°) and Clapp 
Divorce Bill (I). 


Dominion and Provinces, ela ve rights of. 
(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 4 


Dominion Elections Act, Further Amt. 
to Cap. 8 of the Revised Statutes of 
Canada B. (7)—-Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 152. 

2nd R., 204. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 224. 

Rep. from Com., and 3rd R., and passed, 225. 
Assent, 343. 


Dominion Lands Act Further Amt. B. 
(E.E.)—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 780. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott ), 806. 

Discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. Perley, Mr. Power, 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Howlan, 


Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Miller, Mr. Dever, 
806-15. 

Agreed to, and 2nd R., 815. 

B. withdr., 830. 

Dominion Mineral Co.’s Incorp. Act 
Amt. B. (121)—Mr. MacInnes. 

Ist R.*, 399. 

2nd R.*, 401. 

Rep. from Com. without Amt., 462. 


3rd R.*, and passed, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


Dominion Safe Deposit, Warehousin 
and Loan Co.'s (Limited) ) Incorp. 
(97)—Mr. Scott. 

Ist R.*, 40). 
2nd R.*, 467. 
3rd R.*, 582. 
Assent, 904. 


Easter Holidays. 
See Adjournment. 


Electoral Franchise Act. Amt. B. (136)— 
Mr. Abbott. 

Ist R.*, 625. 

2nd R.*, 658. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Dickey, and Rep. from 
Com., 695. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) to refer B. back to Com. of 
W. agreed to, 710. 

In Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Haythorne, "Mr. Dickey, 710-12. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts. concurred in, and 
3rd R., and passed as amended, 712. 

Assent, 904. 


Ellis, Mr., Supt. of the Welland Canal, Conduct of. 
See Welland Canal. 


Erie and Huron Railway Co.’s B. (57)— Mr. 
MeInnes, B.C. 
2nd R.*, 205. 
Rep. kins Com. with Amts., 235. 
3r R., and passed as amended, 235. 
Assent, 564. 
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Echequer cour Act Amt. B. 


Assent, 


Federation Life Association B. (74)—Hr. 
Murphy. 


Ist R.*, 313. 
2nd R.*, 328. 
3rd R.*, 332. 
Fees in Di: orce Cases, Refunding. 
See Dirorce. 


Fertilizers B. (D)—Mr. Abbott. 


Assent, 564. 


earms and other Weapons, Cap. 
148, Revised Statutes of Canad a, 
Amendment B. (B)—Mr. Read. 

Ist R.*, 27. 

2nd R., 83. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 88. 

ee from Com. and Amts. concur. in, 88. 

R.*, 106 


In Com. of W. discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Read, Mr. Almon, Mr. Power, Mr. Dickey, 
Mr. O’Donohoe, Mr. Dever, 140; Mr. 
Vidal, Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Girard, 141. 

Hep from Com., Mr. McClelan, with Amta 


In Gone of W., discussed, 147: Mr. Almon, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Miller. 
Rep. from Com., and 3rd R., 148. 


Fisheries Commission to Scotland and Holland on. 
M. (Mr. Boulton) in Address, 4. 
(Mr. Scott) in debate on the Addreas, 12. 
(Mr. Power) in debate on the Address, 16. 
(Mr. Haythorne) in debate on the Address, 20. 
(Mr. Abbott) in debate on the Address, 24. 
Fisheries of Richelieu and Berthier. 
M. (Mr. Guévremont) for Returnsof Corresp. and 
Orders relating to, and agreed to, 646. 
Fisheries on the Fraser River. 
Ingy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) as to steps Govt. 
will take to prevent inundation ; infor- 
mation from Local Govt., ce 400. 
Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 400 


ears à Vessels of the United States 
of America, Act respecting B. (134)— 
Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 586. 
2nd R., m. (Mr. Abbott), 642. 
M. discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, 
Mr. Prowse, Mr. Howlan, Mr. Haythorne, 
Mr. Vidal, 642-45. 
Agreed to, and 3rd R., and passed, 645. 
Assent, 904. 
Fore-shore Harbours, Lakes and Rivers, confusion 
of Titles to hetiween Dominion and Provinces. 
(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 4. 
(Mr. Power) in debate on the Address, 17. 
(Mr. Abbott) in debate on the Address, 26. 
Fraser River Fisheries. 
See Fisheries. 
Fraser River, Navigation of. 
See Navigation. 
Freights, Ocean, Discriminating in. 
See Discriminating in Ocean Freights. 
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Gaelic, Official use ofB.(P})—Âfr. Mclnnes,B.C. | 


Ist R.*, 113. 

M. for 2nd R. agreed to, 113. 

2nd R., 113. 

M. (Mr. McInnex, B. C.) that B. be restored 
to the Order Paper. Discussed : Mr. 
Miller, The Speaker, Mr. Power, 229. 

M. (Mr. McInnes, B. C.) that B. be restored 
to Order Paper, Amt. M. (Mr. Dickey ), 
for 3 months’ hoist, 233. 

Debate: Mr. Prowse, Mr. McInnes, Mr. 
Power, The Speaker, 233-4 ; M. agreed to 
234 


2nd R. m. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) and dis- 
cussed : Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dever, Mr. 
Haytnorne, Mr. McInnes, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Glazier, Mr. Almon, Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Wark, Mr. Poirier, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Bellerose, Mr. McMillan, 
Mr. MacDonald, B.C., The Speaker, 295. 
311. 
Gaelic Testimonial and Translation, 298. 
Address in Gaelic, 302-3. 
The 133rd Sec. B.N.A. Act, 310. 
M. for 2nd R. lost on division. C. 7, N.-C. 
42-311. 
Gaelic in the North-West Territories. 
Mr. McInnes, on 2nd R., Gaelic as an Official 
Language Bill, B. (P), 299 
Galleries of the Senate. 
Mr. Poirier on 213. 


Gas Inspection Act Amt. B.(137)—Mr. Smith. 


Ist R.*, 691. 

2nd R.*, 705. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 762: Mr. Clemow, 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, The Speaker, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Donan ote 
Ogilvie, 762-6; Rep. from Com., 766. 

M. f Lr. Abbott), for Com. of W., agreed to, 

72 


Discussed : Rep. from and 3rd R. and passed, 
113. 
Assent, 904. 

General Inspection Act, Cap. 99, Revised 
Statutes Oanada, ‘Further Amt. B. 
(Q)>—Mr. Lacoste. 

ist R.*, 113. | e 
2nd R.*, 149. 
In Com. of W. discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 


Kaulbach, Mr. Clemow, 199; Mr. Power, 
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Haythorne, and Rep. 
from Com. 200. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott ), 201. 

.Discussed : Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Dever, 201 ; Mr. Power, Mr. Abbott, 202. 

is R., and passed, 202. 


ogical and Natural History Survey. 
(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 5 


epee Mining and Natural History |. 
Dep't. B. (C) Mr. Abbott. 
Ist R.*, 33. 
2nd R. discussed ; Mr. Smith, Mr. Miller, 34. 
2nd R. 34. 


M. (Mr. Lacoste), tponing consideration 
in Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Scott, and 
carried, 113 ; in Com. of W., discussed : 

59h Power, 142; Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Poirier, 
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Mr. Dever, Mr. Scott, Mr. Vidal, 143 ; 
Mr. Dickey, 144; Mr. Mclnnes, (Burling- 
ton), 145; Mr. Clemow, Mr. Kaulbach, 
146 ; Mr. Howlan : Rep. from Com. with 
Anits. and Amts. concurred in, 147. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, 196; 
Mr. Power, 197. 

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R. and passed, 197. 

Concurr. in Commons Amts., 658. 

Assent, 904. 


George T. Smith's Patent B. (98).—Mr. Hac- 


nncs. 


Ist R.*, 401. 

2nd R.*, 419. 

Rep. from Com., and M. for 3rd R., 516. 

Amt. (Mfr. Dickey), discussed : Mr. Howlan, 
Mr. Power, Mr. MacInnes, 516 ° 

M. (Mr. MacInnex) for postponement of 3rd 
R. agreed to, 517. 

Amt. m. (Mr. MacInnes), agreed to, 583. 

3rd R., and passed, 583. 

Assent, 904. 


Glover Divorce B. (H.)}—Mr. Sanford. 


Ist R.*, 44. . 

2nd R.*, 130. 

3rd R.*, 205. 

Assent, 904. 

M. (Mr. Dickey) for Rep. from Com., 43. 

M. (Mr. Sanford) for adoption of Rep. from 
Com., 43. M. discussed: Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Lacoste, Mr. Vidal, and agreed to, 44. 


Goderich and Canadian Pacific Junction 
Railway Co.’s, and to change its 
name B. (20). —Mr. Macdonald, B.C. 


Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.*, 151. 
Assent, 343. 

Gold Coinage in Canada. 
See Cotnaye. 


Lodge of British America 


Siane Orange 
S (32).—Mr. Clemouw. 


Incorp. 


Ist R.*, 177. 

2nd R.* m., 313. 

Discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. O’Donohoe, Mr. 
MeMillan, Mr. 


Power, Mr. Read, Mr. 
Clemow, 314-26. 


M. a — Le on division; C. 32 ; N.-C. 20-337. 
2nd 

3rd R.* ae 

Assent, 564. 


Grand Trunk, Geo 
Erie Railway 
Kindsey. 


Ist R.*, 226. 
2nd R.*, 229. 
3rd R.*, 281. 
Assent, 343. 


Grand Trunk Railway Co. of Canada’s 
B. (79).—Mr. Vidal. 


Ist R.*, 313. 
2nd R*, 328. 
Rep. from Com. with Amts., 352. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 352. 
Assent, 564, 904. 


an Bey and Lake 
. (80).—Mr. Mc- 


+ 
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Grentne of Subsidies in Land to certain | 
way 


Companies Authorization 
Act, 52 Victoria, Chap. 4, 
ment B. (43).—Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 149. 

B. discussed : Mr. Howlan, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Abbott, 178. 

2nd R., 178. 

In Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Abbott, 204. 

Rep. from Com., and 3rd R. and passed, 205. 

Assent, 343. 


Great Mackenzie Basin, The. 

M. (Vr. Girard) that the time has come to 
organize the, and to call attention of Gov- 
ernment to the protection of, 695. 

Discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, Mr. 

. Kaulbach, 695-702. 

M. withdr., 702. 


Great North-West Central Railway Co.’s 
B. (J).—Mr. Clemow. 


Ist R.*, 44. 

2nd R.*, 82. 
3rd R.*, 130. 
Assent, 343. 


Harbor of Pictou Act Amendment B. 
(154).—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 

2nd R.*, | Under suspension of Rules, 864. 
3rd R.*, 

Assent, 904. 


Hardisty, The late Hon. Mr. 
Eulogium of (Mr. Abbott), 22. 


Hereford Railway and Maine Central 
pe WEY. Co.'s B. (147).—By Message from 


Amend- 


Ist R.*, 766. 

M. (Mr. Cochrane) for suspension of Rules,and 
for 2nd R., discussed : Mr. Power, Mr. 
Dickey, Mr. Kaulbach, 766. 

Agreed to, and 2nd R., 7 

3rd R.*, 769. 

Assent, 904. 


Hereford Railway Co.'s B. (51).—Mr. MacIn- 
nes, Burlington. 


Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
3rd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 


Home Life Association of Canada’s In- 
‘corp. B. (63).—Mr. McMillan. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 419. 
3rd R.*, 582. 
Assent, 904. 


Hudson Bay Route, The. 

Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) if it is the intention of 
the Government to construct a Ry. from 
C. P. Ry. to Hudson Bay, 65. 

Advantages of—history of territory, 65 ; re- 
ports upon—no unusual dangers to navi- 
gation of, 66 ; reports of Parry & Markham 
upon, 67; James Bay navigable, 67 ; effect 
of the seasons upon—U. S. Senator Davis, 
concerning, 68 ; competition of with Sault 
Ste. Marie Canal system — progress of 
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country to be benefited by—producing 
capacity of population—grain statistics— 
C. P. Ry. traffic, 69; Ry. building oper- 
ations us accessories to, 70. 

Discussed : ae ae 70; Mr. Boulton—- 
winter traffic of—Ry. capacities meagre, 
70; local difficulties_-Govt, guarantees, 
71; Mr. Power, Mr. Dever, 71. 

Continued: Mr. Boulton — Eastern Canada 
not injured by, 72; Mr. Power, Mr. 
Boulton, effects of N. Policy—comparison 
of freights—essential to the North-West, 
72; Mr. Power, enormous expense of ; 
Mr. Dever, Mr. Power—obstacles— ice 
—review of experiences in, 74; Mr. Kaul- 
back, Mr. Howlan, 74. Mr. Power, too 
much favor already shown to the North- 
West — competition between European 
and Canadian manufacturers—induced by 
—too premature, 76; Mr. Kaulbach— 
necessary for commerce—development of 
country by, 78; Mr. Howlan—nature of 
vessels for—comparative production of 
other lands than those affected by, 79 ; 
Mr. Girard—object of discussion to im- 
press the importance of- -local enterprise 
in, 80; Mr. Sutherland—H. B. Co. has 
navigated—settlement of country by, 81; 
‘Mr. d (Quinté), expense of C. P. Ry., 
sufficient instead of. wer thereto, Mr. 
Lacoste, 82. 


Hydraulic Lots, at Ottawa. 
M. (Mr. Clemor) for returns of corresp., &c., 
relating to, 31. 


M. agreed to, 32. 

Immigration in the North- West Territories. 

M. (Ar. Lougheed), directing the attention of 
Govt. to advantages of, and Inqy., what 
steps the Govt. would take to establish a 
system of, 235. 

Political rights reviewed—increase of popula- 
tion—situation — comparison with other 
countries — immigration directed else- 
where, 236 ; Argentine Republic— Mexico 
—Australia—S. America, 237. 

Debate : Mr. McInnes (B.C). 237. Crofters— 
statistics—Great Britain favorable to, 
238-9. 

Sir George Stephens’ scheme for, 241. 

Resources of—Mr. O’Donohue, Mr. Power, 
341; Mr. Macdonald (B.C). 242. 

Assistance towards—volume of statistics — 

rcentage, 242. 

Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 244. Trade advantages 
between Provinces —#450,000,000 gained 
to the Dominion by, 246 ; Crofters scheme, 
247; Mr. Scott, extraordinary theories, 
M. criticised, 249; statistics, 251. Mr. 
Kaulbach, Mr. Power, 251, Mr. McCallum, 
252. | 

Answer to Inqy. (Mr. Abbott), 254. 


Imperial Federation. 
(Mr. Armand) on, in debate on the Address, 
13 


M. (Mr. Boulton) that Canada be accorded a 
measure of representation in the Imperial 
Parliament, &c., 256. Independence, An- 
nexation compared with, 257; French 
nationality—method of federation, 258 ; 
comparative history, 259-60, advantages 
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to Canada—Imperial Parliament—defined, 
261. 

Debate : Mr. Haythorne, comparative history, 
263; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 265. Area, 
popRsMon &c., 266; Mr. Scott, Mr. 

ickey, 267; Mr. Miller, 269; Mr. Read 
(Quinté), Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, 270; 
Mr. Howlan, comparative history, fish- 
eries, 273; Mr. Power, Mr. Prowse, 276-7 ; 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Boulton, 279. 
M. withdr., 281. 


Imperial Trusts Co. of Canada's Incorp. 
Act Amendment B. (37).—Mr. Clemor. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
Rep. from Com. without Amt., 462. 
3rd R. and passed, 462. 
Assent, 565. 
Importation of American Cattle for Slauyhter. 
Inqy. (Mr. Read, Quinté) whether Government 
| will allow without quarantine regulations, 
389 ; diseases of cattle—injury to trade 
—-statistics, 390-1; ‘‘ corn-stalk disease,” 
392; Mr. Abbott, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Power, 
393 ; answer thereto, Mr. Abbott, 394. 


Indian Act Amendment of Chap. 43 
Revised Statutes B. (B.B).—Afr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 582. 

2nd R.*, 658. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 692: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Girard, Mr. De Boucherville, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Lougheed, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Macdonald, Mr. McInnes (B.C.), Mr. 
Macdonald (B.C.), Mr. Dever, 692-5. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 695, concurr., in 
3rd KR. m. (Mr. Abbott), 708. 


Debate: Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), Mr. Ogilvie, : 


Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 708-10. 
3rd R., and passed, 710. 
Assent, 904. 


Indian Advancement Act, Cap. 44 Re- 
vised Statutes, Amendment B. 
(132)—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 646. 

2nd R., 681. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Power ; Rep. from Com., 691-2. 

3rd R.*, and passed, 692. . 

Assent, 904. 


Industrial Schools, Escaped Persons 
from, B. (S)—fr. Lacoste. 
Ist R.*, 142. 
Order of Day discharged, and 2nd R. postpon- 
ed, 225. 
B. withdr., 282. 


Inland Revenue further Amendment of 
Chap. 34 of Revised Statutes B. 
(133).—Mr. Abbott. 

Ist R.*, 496. 

2nd R., 581. 

In Com. of W. discussed, 646: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Almon, 
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Dever, Mr. Drummond, 
Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Howlan, 646-8. 

3rd R. and passed, 648. 

Assent, 904. 
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Inspector of Penitentiaries, 

Ingy. (Mr. Bellerose), whether J. G. Moylan’s 
sent hl had been increased, and when, 565. 

Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 565. 

See British Columbia Penitentiary, and also 
Privilege. 

M. (Mr. Bellerose) to summon J. G. Moylan : 
before Bar of H. for examination respect- 
ing British Columbia Penitentiaries and 
reflections on Senator McInnes, 565, 

Discussed: Mr. Abbott—Letter from Mr. 
Moylan, 565; Mr. Power, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
McInnes, 565; Mr. Masson, Mr. Kaul- 
bach, 566 ; Mr. Almon, 567 ; The Speaker, 
568. 

M. withdr., 568. 

Intercolonial Railway. 

M. (Mr. Wark) for Returns of carrying rates 
on coal, flour, what is number of cars, &c., 
and M. agreed to, 658. 


Interest, Oap. 127, Revieed Statutes 
Canada, t. B. (X)—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 328. 

2nd R., 348. 3 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Dever, Mr. Power, 357. 

Rep. froin Com. with Amts, 358. 

M. for adoption of Amts. made in Com. (M7. 
A bhott ), 386. 

M. discussed : Mr. Dever, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Power, 386. 

M. agreed to, 387. 

3rd R. and passed as amended, 387. 

Commons Amts. considered, 872: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, 872-3. 

Concurr. postponed till next sitting of H., 873. 

Commons further Amts. considered, 883: Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Dever, Mr. McKay, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Reesor, Mr. 
DeBoucherville, Mr. Alinon, 883-6. 

Agreed to on division, 886. 

Assent, 904. 


Interpretation Act Amt, B. (130)—Mr. Abbott. 
Ist R.*, 496. 
2nd R., 581. 
3rd R.*, 648. 
Assent, 904. 


Interprovincial Bridge Co.’s Incorp. B. 

(54).— Mr. Clemo. 

Ist R.*, 213. 

M. (Mr. Clemow ) for 2nd R. discussed: Mr. 
Power, Mr. Kaulbach, agreed to, 225-6. 

2nd R., 226. 

Rep. from Com. with Amt., and M. (7. 
Clemow ) for consideration of Rep., 281-2. 

M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Amts. and 
for 3rd R., 291. 

Debate: Mr. Power, Mr. Dever, Mr. Clemow, 
Mr. Scott, The Speaker, Mr. Kaulbach, 
291-95. 

M. agreed to, 295. 

3rd R., and passed, 295. 

Assent, 564. 

Irrigation in the North- West. 

Inqy. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington), whether it 
is the purpose of the Government to locate 
Artesian Wells for farm and domestic pur- 
poses, 180. 
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Statement of the subject, in U. S., 182. 

Debate: Mr. Dickey, 183; Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Power, 184; Mr r. Perley, statistics, 185-8 ; 
Mr. Boteford, 189. 

Answer thereto, Mr. Abbott, 190. 


Jamaica Exhibition, Representation of Canada at. 
See Representation. 


Keefer Divorce B. (G)—Mr. Clenove. 


Ist R.*, 44. ° 

2nd R.*, 130. 

M. (Mr. Dickey) for adoption of Rep. of 
Select Com. on, 214. 

Debate: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Read (Quinté), 
216; Mr. McKay, Mr. Macdonald, (B.C.), 
Mr. McMillan, 217; Mr. Lougheed, 218 ; 
Mr. Clemow, Mr. McClelan, 221; Mr. 
Ogilvie: M. agreed to, 222. 

3rd R.*, and passed, 223. 

Assent, 904. 

Keefer Divorce Caxe. 

Rep. from Com. and m. (Mr. Dickey) that 

Rep. be considered, agreed to, 151. 


Labor Commission. 
(Mr. Boulton ) m. in Address, 4. 
(Mr. Louyheed) m. in seconding the Address, 
9 


(Mr. Power) in debate on the Address, 17. 
(Mr. Haythorne) in debate on the Address, 19. 


Labor Statistics Act B. (148)—Mr. Abbott. 


from Com. without Amt., 880. 
He m. (Mr. Abbott ). 
Debate: Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Almon, Mr. Power, 880-1. 
Agreed to, and 3rd R. and passed, 881. 
Assent, 904. 


Lake Manitoba Railway and wane! Co.'s 
Incorp. Act Amendment B. (61)— 
Mr. Lougheed. 


Ist R.*, 226. 
2nd R.*, 229. 
3rd R.*, 281. 
Assent, 343. 


Land Subsidies to certain Railway Com- 
panies B. (160).—Afr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 873. 

2nd R.*, 903. 

3rd R.*, and passed under suspension of 
Rules, 903. 

Assent, 904. 


Library of Parliament. 


M. (Mr. Haythorne) for adoption of 2nd 
Rep. of Com. of both Houses on Library; 
776. 
Agreed to, 777. 
Lindsay Bobcaygeon and Pontypool 
R Railway Co.'s Incorp. B. (21).—Afr. 
emow, 


Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 130. 
3rd R.*, 151. 
Assent, 343. 


Loan Compantes in the North-West. 
See Banking Security in the North. West. 
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Macdonald, The late Hon. Senator. 

Death announced and eulogium of (Mr. 
Smith), 38; Mr. Scott, Mr. Howlan, Mr. 
MacInnes, (Burlington), 39 ; Mr. Allan, 
(The Speaker), 40 


Manitoba and N.-W. Territories, H. E.'s visit to. 
(Mr. Boulton), in Address, 4 
Saat provisions concerning (Mr. Loug- 
~ heed) in seconding the Address. 
System of government of (Mr. Lougheed), in 
seconding Address, 9. 
(Mr. Power) on, 17. 


Manitoba and NOP ay Sacer Railway 





a ee 


Company of Canada’s B. (50). barred 
Girard, 

Ist R.*, 152. 

2nd R.* 152. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts.; ; M. (Mr. Perley ) 


for concurr. in Amts., 179. 
3rd R., as amended, 179. 
Assent, 343. 


Manitoba and South-Eastern Railway 
Co.’s Incorp. Act Amt. B. (90).— Mr. 
Girard. 

Ist R.*, 281. 
2nd R.*, 291. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


Marriage Law Offences B. (F).—dr. Mac- 


donald, B.C. 
Ist R.*, 33. 
2nd R., 112. 
In Com. of W. discussed ; Mr. Macdonald, 
B.C., 141 ; Mr. Dickey Mr. Kaulbach. 


Rep. from Com., 142. 
B. withdr., 178. 


Métis, The. 
(Mr. Armand) in debate on the Address, 12. 


Mill Refuse in the Ottaica Rirer. 


M. (Mr. Clemow ) for returns of copies of Re- 
ports, &c., in reference to sawdust, &c., 
in the Ottawa and other rivers, 29. 

M. discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, 30. 

Agreed to, 31. 


Minerals, Canadian. 
(Mr. Abbott) in debate on the Address, 26. 
. (Mr. Vidal) in debate on the Address, 26. 


Mint, Canadian. 
See Coinaye. 


Moncton and Prince Edward Island 
Railway and Ferry Co.'s Incorp. B. 
(64).— Mr. Poirier. 

Ist R.*, 213. 
2nd R.*, 225. 
3rd R.*, 234. 
Assent, 343. 


Montreal and Western Railwa way Co. and 
Canadian Pacific deere aren Co.’s Con- 
abt ation of Agreement B. (82).—Afr. 

duc. 


Assent, 564. 
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None Bridge Co.’s Incorp. B. (97). —Mr. 
emont. 


Guerr 


lat R.*, 399. 
2nd R., 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


Mormons in the Dominion. 


See B. 65, ‘ An Act further to amend the 
Criminal Law.” 


Mount Forest, Markdale ane Meaford 
Railway Co.'s Incorp. B. (46).—2fr. 


Dever. 


Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
3rd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 7 


Moylan, Inspector, Expenses of. 
M. (Mr. Bellerose) for returns of expenses of 
Inspector of Penitentiaries in his visits to 
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary during 
last ten years, 778. 
Agreed to, 779. 


Moylan, J. G., Inspector of Penitentiaries, and 
reflections on Hon. Senator McInnes. 
See Privilege. 


Moylan, Inspector, Remuneration of. 


Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose) as to $250 in item 13 of 
Sup. Estimates for 1890-1, 777. 
Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 788. 


Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Rail- 
way Co.'s and change of Name B. 
(92)—Mr. Read. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 


National Construction Co.’s Incorp. B. 
(40).---Afr. Kaulbach. 


Ist R.*, 399. 
2nd R.*, 401. 
3rd R.*, 462. 
Assent, 564. 
Nariyation of Fraser River. 
Inqy. (Mr. MacInnes) for corresp. between 
Dominion and British Columbia, respect- 


ing, and destruction of property, 498. 
Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 498. 


Narigation of the Red River. 
Ingy. (Mr. Sutherland), whether Govt. will 
supplement improvements by improving 
St. Andrew’s Rapids, 139. 
Answer thereto (Mr. oste), 140. 


New une wack Railway Co.'s B. 


sford. 


(49)— 


Ist R.*, 152. 
2nd R.*, 179. 
3rd R.*, 234. 
Assent, 342. 


Newfoundland Fisheries. 


Inqy. (Mr. Kaulbach) as to continuance of 
present Tariff affecting, 297. 
Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 298. 


Northern and Western Railway Com- 


pany of New Brunswick's change 
of Name B. (48)—Mr. Botsford. 


Ist R.*, 152. 

2nd R.*, 152. 

Rep. of Com. with Amts., 179. 

M. (Mr. Botsford) for concurr. in Amts. 
agreed to, 180. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 180. 

Assent, 343. 


North Canadian Atlantic Railway and 
‘Steamship Co.’s Incorp. B. (88)--àfr. 
Bold uc. 
Ist R.*, 234. 


2nd R.*, 256. 

Rep. from Com. with cha Ae r. Dickey), 229 

M. for adoption of Rep., 

Discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr Miller, Mr. Dickey ; 
Amt. concurred jn, 330. 

M. (fr. Lacoste) for postponement of 3rd R., 

| 330 


M. discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Murphy, 331. 

Agreed to, 332. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Bolduc), 344. 

Discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaul- 
bach, Mr. Drummond, The Speaker, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Howlan. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) that B. be referred back to 
Com., agreed to, 344-5. 

Rep. from Com. with Amts., 352. 

8rd R., and passed as amended, 353. 

Assent, 164. 


NOTES Coal and Navigation 
Co.'s B. (25)—Mr. Ovyilvie. 


Ist og 152. 
2nd R.*, 153. 
grd R.*, 179. 
Assent, 343. 


North- West, Development and Settlement of. 
(Mr. Abbott) in debate on the Address, 24. 
(Mr. Perley) in debate on the Address, 25. 


North-West Territories Acts Amend- 
ment B. (V).—AMr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 328. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), discussed : Mr. Scott, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, Mr. Bellerose, 
and agreed to, 345-7. 

Discussion in Com. postponed, 362. 

In Com. of W., discussed : Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Bellerose, 586-98. 

M. (Mr. Bellerose) that H. go into Com. of 
W. on B. discussed : Mr. Girard, 598-599. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Power, Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Lougheed, 


Mr. Haythorne, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Girard, Mr. Perley, 600-6. 
After Recess : 


Power, Mr. Perley, Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Lougheed, Mr. Girard, Mr. Vidal, Mr. 
Bellerose, Mr. Dever, Mr. Pelletier, Mr. 
Haythorne, Mr. Masson, 607-25. 
Progress Rep. from Com., and debate ad- 
journed, 625. 

Resumed : Mr. Abbott, Amt. m. (Mr. Girard), 
628. 


Mr. 
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Discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Perley, Mr. Bellerose, Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 
Mr. Masson, Mr. Lougheed, 628-42. 

Amt withdr., 642. 

B. Rep. from Com. as amended, and Rep. 
adopted, 642. 

Discussed on 3rd R., Order of Day: Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Reesor, Mr. Scott, 669. 


M. (Mr. Abbott ) for 3rd R., 669. 


Amt. m. (Mr. Bellerose ), 670. 
Debate: Mr. Scott, Mr. Paquet ‘(in French), 


Mr. Power, The Speaker, Mr. Lacoste, 
Mr. Howlan, Mr. Drummond, Mr. Vidal, 
Mr. McInnes, (B.C.), 669-78. 

ee ies ee carried on division: C. 46; 

M. for Srd R % Mr. Abbott) Serer Mr. 
Bellerose, Mr. Power, The S Mr. 
Bellerose, Mr. Howlan, Mr. +. Mr. 
Power, Mr. Girard, 679-81. 

3rd R., and passed, 681. 


North-West Territories, Acts relating to Adminia- 
tration of. 
(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 5. 
(Mr. Lougheed) in seconding the Address, 7 
(Mr. Scott), in debate on the Address, 11. 


North-West Territories, H. E.’s visit to. 
(Mr. Power), in debate on the Address, 15. 
Progress of (Mr. Power), in debate on the 
Address, 15. 
Immigration to (Mr. Power), 15. 


North-West Territories, Immiryration to. 
See Immigration. 


Ocean Freights, Discriminating tn. 
See Discriminating in Ocean Freighta. 


Official Documents and Information 
Prevention of Disclosure B. (T) 
Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 152. 

Ind R., 206. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Miller, Mr. Dever, 226-27 ; 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. Haythorne, 
Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 228. 

M. (Mr. Abbott ) for 3rd R. followi ing day, 228. 

Amt. proposed and agreed to, 254. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) ; Amt. m. ( Mr. Power ), 
254 


Amt. lost, 255. 
3rd R., and passed, 255. 
Assent, 565. 


Ontario Pacific Railway Co.’s B. (123).— 
Mr. Vidal. 
2st R.*, 645. 
2nd R.*, 658. 
3rd R.*, 683. 
Assent, 904. 


Order, a Point of. 
That a M. for return of deposit and exhibits 
filed by applicant in a divorce case re- 
ques a previous notice of M. (Mr. 
aulback) on M. to that effect. (Mr. 
Sanford ) in Walker divorce case, 646. 


Order, a Question of. 


Mr. O’Donohoe, in debate on Welland Canal 
Ingy., whether House can proceed as a 


court without the best evidence which can 
be produced is before it, 114. 
Answer thereto (Mr. Lacoste), 129. 

Mr. McInnes (B.C.), as to the imputation that 

B. (P), ‘‘ Act for the use of Gaelic in 

Official Proceedings,” was a joke, 233 

Power, that the substance of a B. may not 

be discussed in a resolution to replace it on 

the Order Paper: in debate on M. for 2nd 

R. of the Gaelic for an Official Language B. 

(P), 234 

; McInnes (B.C)., as to Mr. Abbott’s impu- 

tation of the former’s insincerity in intro- 

ducing the Gaelic as an Official Language 

B. (P), 305. 

Power, on a member (Mr. Dever) not 
speaking on the subject before the H. on 
2nd R., Gaelic as an Official Language B. 
(P), 311. 

Power, as to Mr. Dever’s reading his 
speech, in debate on 2nd R., Gaelic as an 
Official Language B. (P), 321. 

That no one has a right to discuss the prin- 
ciple of a B. on M. for 2nd R. (Mr. 
McKindsey): Ruled, not well taken, 335. 

‘A member cannot read a statement when there 
is no M. before the H: Mr. Kaulbach, on 
Reckoning of Time B., rep. from Com., 
626. 

An Amt. is not in order if it does not follow 
from the M. (Mr. Belleroze), in debate on 
North-West Territories B. (V)., 674. 


Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York R 
Oo.’sIncorp.B. ” D 


Assent, 343. 


Owen Sound one Lake Huron Ry. Co.'s 
Incorp. B. (99).—Mr. McKindsey. 
Ist R.*, 283. 
2nd R.*, 295. 
3rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


Pairing of Members on Division. 
Announcement of, 327. 


Pan-American Conference. 
Inqgy. (Mr. Power) whether Govt. has invited 
delegates in Washington to visit Canada, 
702. 
Discussion : Mr. Kaulbach, 704. 
Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 704. 


Parliamentary Library. 
See Library. 
Patent Act Amt. B. (17).—Mr. Abbott. 
Ist R.*, 195. 
2nd R.*, 224. 
In Com. of W., discussed, 311: 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott. 
Rep. from Com., 312. 
3rd R., and passed, 313. 
Assent, 564. 


Penitentiaries, Inspector of. 
See Inspector and British Columbia Penitenti- 
aries, and also Privilege. 
People's Bank of New Brunswick B. (3). — 
Mr. Botsford. 
Ist. R.*, 106. 
2nd R.*, 112. 
3rd R.*, 149. 
Assent, 343. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. Power, 
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Petitions, The Reading of. 
Declared out of Order, and reading adjourned, 
33 


Pig Iron Bounty B. (149).—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R., 864. 

Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Reesor, 865. 

M. for 2nd R. agreed to, 867. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) ; agreed to, 881. 

2nd R.*, 881. 

In Com. of W. discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. 
Kaulbach, 881.3. 


After Recess : 


Mr. Prowse, 439-45 ; Mr. McDonald, 442 ; Mr. 
Power, Amt. 445-460; Mr. Dever, Mr. 
Read, 449. 

M. and Amt. withdr., 461 


Printing Establishment, National. 


(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 5 ‘ 
(Mr. Power) m. in debate on the Address, 18. 


Printing of Parliament, The. 


M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 4th Rep. of 
Joint Com. of both Houses on, agreed 
to, 334. 


Rep. from Com., and 3rd R., and passed, 883. Printing . Parliament, Delays in. 


Assent, 904. 


PRIVEE Act Amt. to Chapter 80 of the 


d Statutes B. (DD).—Mr. Abbott. 

Ist Hee 705. 

2nd R.'m. (Mr. Abbott ), 768. 

Discussed : Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, 768- 
and agreed to. 

2nd R., 769. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 830: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Howlan, Mr. Drummond, Mr. 
McClelan, 830-1. 

Rep. from Com., 831. 

3rd R.*, and passed, 831. 


Pontiac Pacific Junction Ry. B. (87). 


Ist R., 334. 

M. ( Mr. Vidal ) for 2nd R. on later day dis- 
aarti and agreed to, 335. 

2nd R., 

ae R. Jeter ned, 353. 

p. from Com., 373. 

uM ie Mr. 1 "idal ) for 3rd R., 374. 

M. (Mr. Vidal) for 3rd R., with Aint., 379. 

Discussed: Mr. Clemow, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Dickey, Mr. Vidal, Mr. Howlan, Mr. 
Ogilvie, 380-85. 

Amt. adopted on division : C. 19 ; N. C. 18, 
386. 

3rd R., and passed, 386. 

Commons Amt. agreed to, 515. 

Assent, 904. 


Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Co.’s 


Facilitation of Purchase of Branch 
Line between Hull and Aylmer B. 
(141). —Mr. Ogilvie. 

Ist R.*, 645. 

2nd R.*, 658. 

3rd R.*, 683. 

Assent, 904. 


Port Arthur, Duluth and Western Rail- 


way Co’s Act B. (14)—Mr. MacInnes. 
Ist R.*, 112. 
2nd R.*, 1%). 
3rd R.*, 151. 
Assent, 343. 


Prince Edward Island Subiray. 


M. (Mr. Horrlan )for establishment of, with 

competent Board, 419. 

Statement—efficient steam service for mails — 
history, 421 ; statistics, 422; Mr. McIn- 
nes (B.C.), 422 ; Strata—comparisons with 
other like works, 423; Mr. Power, 423; 
Cost of subway—effect of our exports,&c., 
425; Export produce statistics, 426 ; 
Ought to be built, 427; Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Poirier, 429 ; Mr. Prowse, 431 ; Mr. 

. Haythorne, 432. 


Discussed : Mr. Read, } r. Abbott, Mr. Hay- 
thorne, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. McInnes 
(B.C.), Mr. Power, Mr. 0 ilvie, 377 ; Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. MacInnes (Burlington), 397. 


9, Private Bills. 


Time for presenting extended, 166. 

M. (Mr. Horwlan) for adoption of 16th Rep. 
of Com. on Standing Orders and Private 
Bills, discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Dickey, 
agreed to, 166. 


Prevention of Cruelt 4 to Animals. 


Petition from St. John on (Mr. Dever), 149. 


Privileye, a Question of. 


Mr. Kaulbach called the attention of the H. 
to certain expressions attributed to him by 
the Ereniny Journal with reference to the 
Interprovincial Bridge Company’s B., 283. 

Mr. Bellerose, as to abuse of Hon. Senators by 
servants of Giovt., 477. 

Dept. of Justice—Blue book—corresp. —pam- 
phlets, 478-9-81. 

Discussion: Mr. McInnes (B.C.), Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Scott, Mr. Power, 478-83; Mr. 
McMillan, 484. 

Mr. Moylan accused—statement—evidence— 
abuses, 486-7; Evidence, 488-9; Irre 
larities—colorahle excuses for attack, 488. 
93; Mr. Poirier, Mr. McClelan, 494-5. 

Notice of M. that Mr. Moylan be brought be- 
fore Bar of the House, 496. 

Inqy. (Mr. Miller) concerning certain 
remarks in the Krenning Journal, ‘ 


i 


Procedure. 


41st Rule suspended on 2nd R. B. (34), Act to 
amend the Act to incorporate the Saskat- 
chewan Railway and Mining Co.; m. 
(Mr. Read), Quinté, 334. 


Fees in Divorce cases, refunding. 


See Dirorce. 

The Speaker ruled that a M. for return of 

ne sit and exhibits fyled by appligant in 
ivorce case requires a previous notice 
of M. On Mr. Sandford’s M. in the 

Walker Divorce case, 646. 

Alst Rule suspended on 2nd R. of B. (76), An 
Act to incorporate the Elbow River Water 
Power Co., m. (Mr. Louysheed ), 334. 

Prorogation, The, 905. 


Protection of Women and Children. 


See Women and Children. 


Public Lands Grants B. (W).—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 328. 
2nd R. 348. 
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In Com. of W. discussed : Mr. Scott, Mr. Ab- 
bott, Mr. Power ; Rep. from Com. with- 
out Amt., 357. 

3rd R., and passed, 362. 

Assent, 904. 


Public Stores Act Amt. B. (53).—Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 149. 
2nd R.*, 152. 
3rd R.*, 178. 
Assent, 343. 


Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatche- 
wan Railroad and Steamboat Co.'s, 
and Canadian Pacific Railway Co.’s 
Confirmation of Agreement B. (36). 
-- Mr. Perley. 


Ist R. *, 195. 
2nd R. *, 214. 
3rd R. *, 234. 
Assent, 343. 


Quarantine of American Cattle imported for 
Slauyhter. 


See Importation of American Cattle for Slaughter. 


Quebec Harbor Commission Further 
Amt. B. (R.)—-Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 113. 
2nd R.*, 149. 
3rd R.*, 152. 


Railways Act Amt. B. (A.) — Mr. McCallum. 


Ist R. *, 27. 

2nd R. m. and postponed, 31. 

2nd R. discussed : Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Scott, 
40-1; Mr. Flint, Mr. Power, Mr. Miller, 
42; Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dickey, and 
agreed to, 43. 

Rep. trom Com. without Amt., 130. 

M. (Mr. Ogilrie ) for 6 months’ hoist, 131. 

Discussed: Mr. O’Donohoe, 132-3; Mr. Ogilvie, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. Vidal, 134-5. 

anh qe on division: C. 18; N.C. 32, 


Debate resumed : Mr. Scott, 136 ; Mr. Power, 
Mr. Kaulbach, 137; Mr. Almon, Mr. 
Read, 138. 

Amendment m. (Mr. Lougheed ), 138. 

Agreed to, and 3rd R., 139. 


Railways. B. (Z).—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 373. 

2nd R., 398. 

M: (Mr. Abbott) to refer B. back to Com. 
on Rys., Telegraphs and Canals, agreed 
to, 581. 

Rep. from Com., 627. 

3rd R., and passed, 627. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott); Amt. m. (Mr. 
Potrer) 686. 

Debate: Mr. Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. McKay, 
Mr. Miller, Mr. Dickey, 686-9. 

Amt. lost on division, 689. 

Amt. m. (Mr. Lougheed ), 689. 

Debate: Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power ; M. agreed 
to, 689-91. 

3rd R., and passed, 691. 

Assent, 904. 


River Boom Co.’s Incorp. B. (60).— 
- MacInnes. 
lst R.*, 234. 
2nd R.*, 256. 
8rd R.*, 313. 
Assent, 564. 
Red River Narwatton. 
See Variation. 
Refunding Feex in Divorce Cases. 
See Divorce. 
Representation of Canada at the Jamaica Exhibition. 
Inqy. (Mr. Power) whether Govt. has taken 
steps for, 394. Advantages—trade pro- 
duced — Canadian products, 395. Mr. 
Ogilvie, Mr. Kaulbach, 396. 
Answer thereto, (Mr. Abbott), 397. 


Revenue, Estimates of 

(Mr. Power) in debate on the Address, 18. 
Revenue, Inland. 

(Mr. Boulton) in Address, 5. 


Rainy. 


“| Richelieu and Berthier Fisheries. 


M. for returns of corresp. and orders relating 
to, and agreed to, 646. 

River Detroit Winter Railway Bridge 
Co.’s Incorp. Act Amt., and change 
of name B. (89).—Mr. McKindseu. 

Ist R.*, 333. 

2nd R.*, 348. 

Rep. from Com., 373. 

M. (Mr. McAindsey ) to amend B. discussed : 
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Power, Mr. Vidal ; agreed 
to, 378-9. 

3rd R., and passed, 379. 

Assent, 565. 

Rules Suspended : 

Rule 41 suspended on 2nd R. of Canadian 
Pacific Railway Co.’s Act Amt. B. of 
1889, B. (56) 151. 

Rule 41 suspended on 2nd R., Vaudreuil and 
Prescott Railway Co.’s Act to change its 
name Bill, B. (58), 177. 

4lst Rule suspended on 2nd R. of Hereford 
Railway and Main Central Railway B. 
(147), 766. 

On 3rd R. B. 143, Duties of Customs B., 864. 

On Ist, 2nd and 3rd R. of Harbor of Pictou 
Bill, 154, 864. | 

On 2nd and 3rd R., Act to amend the Act of 
present Session, respecting duties of Cus- 
toms, B. (159), 872. 

On 2nd and 3rd R., B. 160, Land Subsidies to 
Rys. B., 903. 


On 2nd and 3rd R. B. 158, the Supply B., 903. 
Ruling: 

The Speaker ruled Mr. Poirier out of Order as 
to the Senate galleries, 213. 

That when a Bill is dropped because no one 
has charge of it on the day it appears on 
the Order Paper, it may be restored to the 
Order Paper on M. to that effect. 

Gaelic as Official 1 Language B. (P), 234. 

The Speaker ruled Mr. Kindsey’s question of 
Order, that no one had right to discuss 
the principle of B. on M. for 2nd R., not 
well taken, 33 

The Speaker ruled Mr. Bellerose’s M., that 
when H. go into Com. of W. he would m. 
that Com amend a Bill (3rd R., Northe 
West Territories Bill), 399. 
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The Speaker ruied that a M. for return of the | Samuel May Patent B. (16).—Mr. MeKind- 


$200 and exhibits fyled by applicant a 
a divorce case requires a notice of M., 


646. 

The Speaker ruled when 3rd R. of a B. is m., 
an Amt. that it be referred back to 
Com. of W. is then m., and Amt. to Amt. 
that part of B. sought to be referred back 
to Com. of W. should stand Amt. to 
Amt. is carried on div’n. ; that next M. in 
order should be for adoption of Amt. as 
amended ; if which M. is agreed to the 
next M. in order is for adoption of main 
M. as amended; i.¢., the M. for 3rd R., 
which will dispose of 3rd R. of B., which 
may be then replaced on Order Paper. 

On 3rd R., North-West Territories B. (V.), 679. 

The Speaker ruled that Amts. may be moved 
on M. for 3rd R. of a Bill, or after 3rd 
R. and before Question, ‘*Shall the B. 
pass.” 

In debate on North-West Territories B. (V)., 
675 and 677. 

Running Powers, Railway Act Amt. B. 
(L)—Mr. Lougheed. 
Ist R*, 83. 
B. withdr., 205. 


Rodier, The late Hon. Senator. 

Death of announced, and Eulogium on (Mr. 
Smith}, Mr. Paquet, 33. 

Safety of Fishermen’s B. (E).—-Mr. Povcer. 

Ist R*, 33. 

2nd R. m., discussed and read, 45. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 
Power, 83; Mr. Howlan, Mr. Macfarlane, 
84; Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Power, Mr. 
Poirier, 85; Mr. Scott, Mr. Prowse, 87. 

Rep. from Com. with Amt., 88. 

3rd R*, 106. 

St. Catharines and Niagara Central Rail- 
way Co.’s B. (69).—Mr. McCallum. 

Ist R*, 213. 

2nd R*, 225. 

Rep. from Com., 234-5. 

M. (Mr. McCa/lum) for adoption of Rep., 
agreed to, 283. 

3rd R., and passed, 283. 

Assent, 564. 

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary. 

Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose) what amount was paid 
O. G. Bourbonnais as stenographer at 
visit of Min. of Justice and Secy. of State. 
to, on 10th and 11th December, 1886, 705. 

Discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. DeBoucherville, 
705. 

Answered: Mr. Abbott, 705. 

Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose) as to amount paid O. G. 
Bourbonnais at time of visit of Min. of 
Justice and Secy. of State, to, in 1886 ; 
and answer thereto, Mr. Abbott, 754. 

Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose) as to time taken in 
visit of the Min. of Justice and Secy. of 
State to, in 1886, &c.; and answer 
thereto, Mr. Abbott, 777. 

M. (Mr. Bellerove ) for returns of letters and 
corresp. between Govt. and QO. G. Bour- 
bonnais relative to visit of Min. of Jus- 
tice and Secy. of State to Penitentiary 
on 10th and 11th December, 1886, 781. 

Discussed : Mr. Smith, and agreed to, 784. 
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Ist R*, 226. 

M. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington) for 2nd R., 
discussed : Mr. Dickey, 220; Mr. Kaul- 
bach, 230; Mr. Scott, Mr. Power, 231 ; 
Mr. Abbott, 232. 

M. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington), to discharge 
the Order of the Day, and postpone the 
2nd R., discussed, and agreed to, 282. 

2nd R*, 328. 

M. (Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington), for post- 

nement of 2nd R., agreed to, 334. 

2nd R. m. (Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington), 358. 

M. discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. McDonald, 
Mr. Vidal, 359; Mr. Power, Mr. Drum- 


La 


mond, 360. 
M. a d to, 361. 
2nd R., 361. 


Rep. from Com., and M. (Mr. Marclnnes, 
Burlington ), for 3rd R., 374. 

M. discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dickey, 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Macdonald, B.C., and 
agreed to, 374. 

3rd KR. m., 401. 

Debate: Amt. m. (Mr. Dickey), Mr. Scott; 
Amt. agreed to, 402. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 403. 

Assent, 564. 

Saskatchewan Rail way end Mining Oo.'s. 
Incorp. Act Amt. B. (34). 

Ist R*., 334. 

M. (Mr. Read, Quinté), for suspension of 
4lst Rule; objected to; Mr. Power; 
withdr., Mr. Read, 334. 

2nd R*., 362. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 389. 

Assent, 565. 


Sault Ste. Marie and Hudson’s Bay Co.'s. 
Incorp. B. (27).—Mr. Read. 


Ist R*., 112. 

2nd R., #71. (Mr. Read), discussed : Mr. Power, 
and B. read, 129. 

3rd R*., 150. 

Assent, 343. 


vings Banks in the Province of Que- 
bec B. (CU.)—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R*., 686. 

2nd R*., 505. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 754: Mr. Scott, 
Mr. Abbott, Mr. Murphy, Mr. Miller, 
Mr. Reesor, Mr. Read (Quinté), Mr. Kaul- 
bach, Mr. Bellerose, Mr. Drummond, Mr. 
Prowse, Mr. Power, Mr. Dever, 754-62. 

Rep. from Com., and 3rd R*., and passed, 
762. 

Assent, 904. 


Sareduxt in the Ottawa River. 
See Mill Refuse. 


Seamen’s Act, Chap. 74, of the Revised 
Statutes, Amt. B. (135).—Mr. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 705. 

2nd R. * m. (Mr. Abbott ), 766. 

Discussed : Mr. Drummond, Mr. Kaulbach, 
767-8. 
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M. agreed to, and 2nd R., 768. 

In Com. of W., discussed, 773: Mr. Abbott, 
Mr. Drummond, Mr. Miller, Mr. Kaul- 
bach, Mr. Poirier, Mr. Read, Mr. Power, 
Mr. McClelan, 773-6. 

Rep. from Com. and Rep. received, 776. 

Com. of W. mn. (Mr. Abbott ), 779. 

Discussed : Mr. Poirier, Mr. Power, Mr. 
McInnes (B.C.), 780. 

3rd R., and passed as amended, 780. 

Assent, 904. 


Senate, The Constitution of. 


Order of Day for Address to H. E., to amend 
the B. N. A. Act relative to filling seats 
vacated in the Senate. 

M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for postponement. 
Discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Abbott, 
and agreer to, 376. 

M. (Mr. Poirier) for Amt. of B. N. A. Act, 
to allow of appointments to Vacant Sena. 
torships by Provincial Legislatures, 517. 

Discussed: Mr. McInnes, 517; Mr. Kaul- 
bach, 519; Mr. Dickey, 520; Mr. De 
Boucherville, Mr. Murphy, Mr. McCal- 
lum, Mr. McDonald, 522; Mr. Almon, 
523; Mr. Dever, Mr. Read, 524; Mr. 
Macdonald, Mr. Scott, 525-7-8 ; Mr. Hay- 
thorne, 530-2-3-4; Mr. Power, 535; Re- 
cess, 536 ; Mr. Abbott, Mr. Power, 538 ; 
Mr. Ogilvie, Mr. McInnes, 539; Mr. 
Clemow, 545; Mr. Kaulbach, 547; Mr. 
Vidal, 548; Mr. Abbott, 551 to 561; Mr. 
Poirier, 562-64. 

M. withdr. with consent of the House, 564. 


Senate, Contingent Accounts. 


Text of 2nd Rep. of Select Com. on Debates 
and Proceedings of the Senate, M. for 
adoption of which, lost on div’n. : C. 8; 
N. 3 26, 162-3-4-5. 

M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 5th Rep. of 
Select Com. on, agreed to, 873. 

M. (Mr. Abbott) that a Message be sent H. C. 
transmitting 5th Rep., agreed to, 873. 

M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 6th Rep. of 
Select Com., 873. 

Debate : Mr. Miller, Mr. Power, Mr. McInnes 
(B.C.) Amendment m. (Mr. Ogilrie). 
Discussed : Mr. Lacoste, Mr. Almon, Mr. 
Macdonald (B.C.), Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. 

7 Stevens, Mr. Perley, Mr. Abbott, 873-76. 

Amt. lost on div’n. : C. 23; N. C. 24. 

M. agreed to and Rep. adopted, 876. 


Senate, The, as correcting the Legistation of H. C. 
(Mr. Abbott) on 2nd R. of B. 16, 233. 
Senate Debates. 


A precedent in 1885 that a speech could be 
expunged from reports of Senate (Mr. 
Howlan), 161. 

Petition for Protection of Women and Child- 
ren, to appear in (Mr. Murphy), 706. 


Senate, Divorce Com. of the. 


Jurisdiction reviewed (Mr. Dickey), and pro- 
cedure before, 34. 

Discussed: Mr. Miller, 35; Mr. Vidal, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Kaulbach, 37; Mr. Power, 
Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Lacoste, 38. 
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Standing Committees. 


M. (Mr. Abbott) of Printing, Banking and 
Commerce, 28; of Rys., Telegraphs and 
Harbors, Contingent Acct., Standing 
Orders and Private Bills, Reporting De- 
bates, Select of Divorce, 29. 


| Standiny Orders and Private Bills. 


See Prirate Bills. 
Senate Debates. 


2nd Rep. of Com. on, discussed: Mr. Hay- 
thorne—printing of Rep.— contingent 
account, 153; Str. Miller, Mr. Dickey 
—power of Com.—nothing to conceal—- 
154 ; Mr. Macdonald—-official Rep.—-rights 
and privileges, 155; Mr. Power, 155. 

M. (Mr. Hoilan) for adoption of BED 156. 

M. discussed : Mr. McInnes (B.C.), Mr. Mac- 
donald (B.C.), Mr. Kaulbach, 156; Mr. 
Power, Mr. Miller, 157 ; Mr. Abbott, 158; 
Mr. Botsford, Mr. McDonald, Mr. Almon, 
160. 

M. lost on division: C. 8: N.C. 26, 161. 


Senators, New, Introduced. 


Hon. Messrs. Prowse, Boulton, Lougheed, 4. 
Hon. Mr. Murphy, 33. 

Hon. Mr. Masson, 65. 

Hon. Peter McLaren, 166. 


Senators, Nei, to be appointed by Provinces to fill 
racancies as they occur. 


See Senate, Constitution of. 


Short Line Railway Bridge Co.’s Incorp. 
B. (55).—Mr. Botsford. 


Ist R.*, 213. 
2nd R.*, 229. 
3rd R.*, 281. 
Assent, 343. 


Speech from the Throne, 3-4. 
Stationery of the Senate. 


Message from H. C. concerning received. 

M. (Jr. Laroxte) that Message be considered, 
and M. agreed to, 130. 

M. (Mr. Lacoste) replying thereto, 150. 


Steamboat Inspection Act, Cap. 78, Re- 
vised Statutes Canada, Amt. B. (0). 


Ist R.*, 112. 

2nd R.*, 141. 

In Com. of W., discussed: Mr. Abbott, 197 ; 
Mr. Power, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Miller, 
198. 

Amts. concurred in, Rep. from Com., and 3rd 
R,. and passed, 199. 

Commons amts. discussed: Mr. Abbott, Mr. 
Power, 815 ; and agreed to, 816. 

Assent, 904. 


Subsidies in aid of Construction of cer- 
rain lines of Railway B. (157). —Mr. 
tt. 


Ist R., 873. 

2nd R. m. (Wr. Abbott), 886. 

Discussed: Mr. Scott, Mr. Abbott, Mr. Prowse, 
Mr. McCallum, Mr. Flint, Mr. Power, 
Mr. Dever, Mr. Almon, Mr. Kaulbach, 
Mr. Haythorne, Mr. McKay, Mr. Reesor, 
Mr. Paquet, Mr. Vidal, 886-902. 
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2nd R. on division, 902. 

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott); discussed ; Mr. Mc- 
Callum, 902. 

3rd R., and passed, 903. 

Assent, 904. 
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e 
Toronto Sarings Bank and Charitable Trust Co. 

M. (Mr. McKindsey), in the absence of Mr. 
Sullivan, that fees, less certain expenses, 
be remitted ; M. discussed: Mr. Power, 
and agreed to, 191. 





Sumas and Chillüvack., Property on Fraser Rwer, | Toronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust 
B. 


Destruction of. 
See Varigation. 


Summerside Bank B. (72).—Afr. Howlan. 


Ist R.*, 177. 
2nd R.*, 206. 
3rd R.*, 332. 
Assent, 564. 


Superintendent Ellis, of Welland Canal. 
See Welland Canal. 


Supply Bill (158).—Ar. Abbott. 


Ist R.*, 873. 

2nd R. * 903. 

3rd R. . under suspension of Rules, and 
passed, 903 

Assent, 904. 


Tariff, The. 


Ingy. (Mr. Reesor) as to unfavorable bearing 

of the tariff on the industries of the coun- 
, 184: discussed: Mr. Smith, 788; 

we McMillan, Mr. Read (Quinté), Mr. 
Dever, Mr. Read, Mr. McClellan, Mr. 
O’Donohoe, Mr. McCallum, 788-96. 

Resumed : Mr. Read, 797; Mr. Power, Mr. 
McClelan, Mr. Vidal, The Speaker, Mr. 
Dever, Mr. McCallum, Mr. Haythorne, 
Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Wark, Mr. Prowse, 
Mr. Read, 797-805. 

Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 806 


Tax on Chinese. 


Ingy. (Mr. Almon) whether it is true that 
Chinamen are evading tax, 474 ; discussed : 
Mr. Abbott, 475 ; Mr. Scott, ‘476. 

Answered : (Mr. Abbott), 476 ; explanation : 
(Mr. Abbott), 515. 


Tax on Tonnage at Quebec. 
See Tonnage. . 


Tilsonbu Lake Erie and Pacific Rail- 
way Co.’s Incorp. B. (45).—Mr. McKind- 
sey. 

Ist R.*, 140. 
2nd R.*, 149. 
3rd R.*, 152. 
Assent, 343. 


Titles, Confusion of, between Dominion and Pro- 
vances, to Foreshores, Harbors, Lakes and 
Rivers (Mr. Bouwlton), in Address, 4 


Tonnage at Quebec, Tax on. 
Ingy. (Mr. Drummond) as to (1) precedent for, 
(2) effects of, (3) results, (4) what steps 
would Government take in the premises, 


æ 


Answer thereto (Mr. Abbott), 707. 
Toronto Board of Trade B. (K.).—Mr. Me- 
Kindsey. 


Ist R.*, 44. 
2nd R.*, 82. 
3rd R.*, 149. 
Assent, 564. 


Authorization to Invest Funds 
(M).—Mr. Lougheed. 


Ist R.*, 83. 
2nd R.*, 113. 
3rd R.*, 165. 
Assent, 564. 


Trade Marks and Industrial Designs Act 
Amendment B. (18).—Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, 149. 

2nd R.*, 153. 

In Com. of W., discussed ; Rep. from Com., 
and 3rd R., and passed, 205 

Assent, 343. 


Trudel, Hon. Senator. 
The death of announced, 27 ; eulogium of (Mr. 
Abbott) 27; Mr. Scott, Mr. Bellerose, Mr. 
Ross, 28. 
Turner, The late Hon. Mr. 
Eulogium of (Mr. Abbott), 22 
Vacant Senatorships. 
See Constitution of the Senate. 


Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction 
Railway Oo.’s Incorp. Act Amt. B. 
(84).— Mr. McKindsey. 


Ist R.*, 226. É 
° 2nd R.*, 233. 

3rd R.*, 313. 

Assent, 564. 


VIEN EH. H. & Co.'s Act B. (124)—Mr. Mac- 


Innes. 


Ist R.*, 497. 
2nd R.*, 515. 
3rd R.*, 646. 
Assent, 904. 


Vaudreuil and resort Railway Co.’s 
change of Name B. (58).—Mr. Lacoste. 


Ist R.*, on special Message from H. C., 177. 

Suspension of 4lst Rule m., and Qnd R. m. 
(Mr. Lacoste), 177. 

Agreed to, and 2ndgR.*, 178. 

3rd R.* , 179. 

Assent, ‘348. 


Walker Divorce B. (N).—Mr. Clemow. 


Ist R.*, 106. 
2nd R.*, 152. 
M. for adoption of 10th Rep. of Com on (Mr. 


Sanford ), 403. 

Discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, 404; Mr. McMil- 
lan, 406; Mr. O’Donohoe, 409 ; Mr. 
Dickey, 410 ; Mr. Read (Quinté), Mr. 
Almon, 412; Mr. Lougheed, 413; Mr. 
Power, 415; Mr. Me lelan, 417 ; Mr. 
Abbott, Mr. Bellerose, Mr. Masson, 418. 

M. adopted on division C., 22 N.C. 19, and 
M. for 3rd R., 418. 

M. for 3rd R. agreed to on division: C. 23, 
N.C. 16, 462. 





I].—InpEx To SUBJECTS. 


3rd R., and , 462. 

M. ( Mr. Sanford ) to refund the $200 deposit 
and Papers fyled by applicant, 646. 

Discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dickey, Mr. 
Power, The Speaker, Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Clemow, 646. 

Rep. from Com. (Mr. Dickey), 44. 

M. for adoption of Rep. from Com. (Mr. San- 
Jord ), 44. 

Discussed: Mr. Miller, 44. 

M. (.Mr. Sanford) for further consideration 
of . Discussed : Mr. Almon, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Dickey, 44; and M. agreed 
to, 45. 


Walker Divorce Case, The. 


M. (Mr. Sanford ) for adoption of Report of, 
from Com., 64. 
Discussed: Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Dickey, and 


[Session 1890] 








tigation, 115; evidence reviewed, 116-17 ; 
gas—vessels ‘delayed in canal, 118-19; 
Accts. — money paid for unperformed 
work, 122; personal attacks on Mr. Mc- 
Callum, 123 ; refusal to examine witnesses 
—memo. of facte—newspaper statements, 
124-25 ; data — salaries—corrupt prac- 
tices, 126-7 ; false reports—iron work. 

Answer thereto (Mr. Lacuste), 129. 

Inqy. (Mr. McCallum) whether Commissioner 
Wood has made any further Rep., 206. 

Debate : Mr. Bellerose, Mr. McInnes, B. C., 
207. 

Answer thereto, (Mr. Abbot), 209-10. 

M. (Ur McCallum) for return of 2nd Rep. of 
Commissioner Wood in, and for evidence 
taken, 658. 

Hansard Rep.—charges of fraud—specifica- 
tion of work, 660-61; appropriation of 


agreed to, 64. 


Water Lots on the Ottawa. 
See Ottawa Rirer. 


Welland Canal. 


Govt. funds, 662-65-67 ; erley, Mr. 
Abbott, 658-669. 
M. withdr., 669. 
Wiggins, John, Dismissal of. 


Commissioner A. F. Woods’ expenses with 
reference to investigation of charges 
against Mr. Ellis. 

See Commissioner. 


Welland Canal, the Management of. 


Inqy. (Mr. McCallum) as to what actien the 
Govt. will take as to the conduct of offi- 
cials on the, 45; conduct of Superin- 
tendent Ellis reviewed—commission of 
investigation, 45 ; action of Commissioner 
Wood—newspaper reports of, 46; cor- 
respondence of, 47-8-9 ; reasons for bring- 
ing before Senate, 49-50 ; memo. , of 
charges, 50-1 ; reviewed, 51-2; Govern- 
ment money expended without authority, 
52-3 ; boat houses, chutes, culverts and 
bridges, 54; docks, Custom House and 
Post Office at Port Colborne, 55 ; corres- 
ndence, 56-7; Mr. Power, 58 ; Mr. 
llis’ residence, 58 ; the building of, 59 ; 
Govt. funds subv erted to rivate use of Mr. 
Ellis, 60-61 ; pontoon, 62 ; deceiving the 
aie —scow ‘‘ Biggar’ "and M. agreed 


a 


Debate = ‘Ingy (Mr. McCallum) continued : 
Wages Masson pontoon, 88; letters 
Julian—charges reviewed, 89 ; Assel pen- 
sion--wages Smilie-- Mr. Powe er, 90 ; funds 
misappropriated— Mr. McInnes, B. C., 91 ; 
defence of Mr. Bilis—use of Govt. pro- 
perty—jacks— wrecking pump, 92. 

Debate adjourned--continued, 93; Asst. Super- 
tendent charges reviewed—Demare— 
cost of management excessive—horse-hire, 
94 ; favors from Supt.—assistance to ves- 
sels—diving armor,, 95; arbitrariness— 
aqueduct—fines, 96; drunkenness on— 
extra pay, 98 ; Mr. Kaulbach, 99. 

List of charges concluded, 100 ; Mr. Read, 
Mr. McKa , C.B., 101; comments—salary 
of Supt. — ree gass—difficulties as to ar 
dence, 101 ; lack of lights on canal—acci- 
dents — gus, 103; travelling expenses— 
lager beer—-weigh- ecales—useless officials 
—discharged help, 105. 

Debate adjourned, 106. 

Debate continued : (Mr. McCallum)—Superin- 
tendent’s debts, 114 ; Mr. Donohoe — 
Question of Order, 114; method of inves- 


Wood Mountain and 


Ingy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) why was he dis- 
missed, and what money is due him. 

Answer thereto (Mr. Abbot), 353 

See British Columina Penitentiary. 


Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway 


(155).—By Message from H. of C. 

Ist R., 868. 

M. (Mr. Girard) for suspension of Rules. 

Discussed: Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, Mr. Me- 
Millan, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Read, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Lougheed, Mr. Girard, 868-72. 

Suspension of Rules m. (fr. Girard), and M. 
for 2nd and 3rd R., 876. 

Discussed: Mr. Read, Mr. Perley, Mr. Me- 
Millan, Mr. O’Donohoe, 876-80. 

Agreed to, and 2nd R., 880. 

In Com. of W. , discussed, and Rep. from Com. 
with Amts., 880. 

3rd R., and passed, 880. 

Assent, 904. 


Wood, Commissioner A. F., Expenses of Welland 


Canal Investigation. 
See Commissioner. 
u’Appelle Far 
way Act B. UE By Micconse rons H.C 

Ist R., 865. 

Qnd R. m. (Mr. Perley ), 865. 

Discussed : Mr. Power. Mr. Abbott, Mr. Mil- 
ler, Mr. Kaulbach, Mr. Reesor, Mr. 
Lougheed, Mr. O’Donchoe, 865-8. 

2nd R.*, and referred to Com., Rep. from 
Com. and 3rd R., and passed, 868 

Assent, 904. 


Women and Children, the Protection of. 


Petition from Society for, presented (Mr. 
Murphy), with request that it should 
appear in the Senate Debates, 706. 

Discussed: Mr. Robitaille, 706. 


York County. Bank Incorporation B. (39). 


— Mr. 
ist R.*, és 
2nd R.*, 401. 


Rep. from Com. with Amt. concurred in, 898. 
grd R. m. (Mr. Vidal), discussed: Mr. 
r. Scott, and 3rd R., and passed, 


« 


Power, 
828. 
Assent, 904. 
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